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Table—1. Population Distribution by Administration Boundary

THREBN AO9Hk (umt thousand)
Year 1960 1970 1980 1985
Total Pop. (%) 24, 989(100. 0) 31, 435(100. 0) 37, 407(100. 0) 40, 465(100. 0)
Number 27 32 40 50
Shi Pop. (%) 6,997(28.0) 12,929(41. 1) 21, 410(57.2) 26, 457(65. 4)
Average Pop. Size 259 404 535 529
Number 140 140 141 142
Pop. (%) 17,992(72.0) 18, 504(58.9) 15,997(42.8) 14, 008(34. 6)
Average Pop. Size 129 132 113 99
Number 85 91 169 201 ‘
Gun Eup Pop. (%( 2,25909.0) 2,850(9. 1) 4,537(12. 1) 4,821(11.9)
Average Pop. Size 27 31 27 24
Number 1,400 1,376 1, 256 1, 241
Myeon Pop. (%) 15, 734(63. 0) 15, 654 (49. 8) 11, 461(30.6) 9,188(22.7)
Average Pop. Size 11 11 9 7

Source: E.P.B. Population Census Report, 1960, 70, 80
E.P.B. Preliminary Population Census Report, 1985.

Table—2. Population Growth Rate by Intercensal Period
2H, Tﬁ*ﬂ EABRI )\Eligbﬂﬁ

1960~66 1966~70 1970~75 1975~80 1980~85 1960~85
Whole country 2.6 1.9 2. 0 1.5 1.6 1.9
All Shi 5.6 7.0 5.2 4.9 4.2 5.3
All Gun 1.2 —1.2 -0.7 —-2.3 —2.7 -1.0

Source: E.P.B. Population Census Report, 1960, 66, 70, 75, 80
E.P.B. Preliminary Population Census Report, 1985.
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Table—3. Components of Urban Population Growth : 1960~80

HHEAOREY BHER

Total increase in

Components of urban population growth(%)

Year urban pop. T :
(thousand) Gausltlgtgu SShl
1960~66 2,709 8.0
1966~70 3,223 —
1970~75 3,842 5.2
1975~80 4,638 10.5

Annexation Net mlgratlon Natural increase
9.3 40.6 42.1
— 77.0~73.2 23.0~26.8
2.5 45. 1 47.2
4.1 3.7 ) D487

Source: Han Soon Lee, Woo Rhee Lee: A Quantitative Study on Changing Patterns of Internal Migration in
Korea, 1960~80, Journal of Population Studies, 24:1, March, 1983, p.125.
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Table—4. Population by Province
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(unit : thousand)

Province 1960(%) 1970(%)

Whole Country 24, 989(100. 0)

Seoul 2,445(9.8) 5,525(17.6)
Pusan 1,164(4.7) 1, 876(6.0)
Taegu 677(2.7) 1,081(3.4)
Incheon 401(1.6) 643(2.0)
Gyeongi 2,348(9.4) 2,7108.7)
Gangweon 1,637(6.5) 1,865(5.9)
Chungbuk 1, 370(5.5) 1,480(4.7)
Chungnam 2,528(10. 1) 2,858(9.1)
Jeonbuk 2,395(9. 6) 2,432(7.7)
Jeonnam 3,553(14. 2) 4,005(12.7)
Gyeongbuk 3,171Q12.7) 3,475(11. D
Gyeongnam 3,018(12. 1) 3,119(9.9
Jeju 282(1.1) 365(1.2)

31, 434(100. 0)

1980(%) 1985(%) Change 60~85(%)
37,407(100. 0) 40, 465(100. 0) 15,476
8, 351(22 3 9,646(23.8) 7,20L(14.0)
3 157(8. 4) 3,517(8.7) 2,353(4.0)
1,604(4.3) 2,031(5.0) 1,354(2.3) |
1, 082(2.9) 1,387(3.4) 986(1.8)
3,848(10.3) 4,794(11. 8) 2,446(2.4)
1,790(4. 8) 1,726(4.3) 89(—2.2)
1,423(3.8) 1,391(3.4) 21(—~2.1)
2,955(7.9) 3,001(7.4) 473(—2.7)
2,287(6.1) 2,202(5.4) —193(—4.2)
3,779(10. 1D 3,748(9.3) 195(—4.9)
3,348(9.0) 3,013(7.4) —158(—5.3)
3,321(8.9) 3,519(8.7) 501(—3. 4)
489(1. 2) 2070. 1)

463(1.2)

Source: E.P.B. Population Census Report, 1960, 70, 80

PRI

E.P.B. Preliminary Population Census Report, 1985.
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ek, 2 olobe ANrifitio] JEBA=
o] & A} 208pE-E A MRSl B (1964~
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A ok (BIKIE, 1984).
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Table—5. Population Growth Rate of Seoul
Metroplitan Area

A‘I gﬂt #FFHEPI ADEneE

1966 1970 1975 1980
~70 ~T5 ~80 ~85

Whole country 1.9 2.0 1.5 1.6
Seoul 9.4 4.4 39 29
Seoul metropolitan area? 8.6 4.87 4 6 3.7
Gyconggi-Do 1.9 3.7 4.0 4.5
Capital region® 6.3 41 3.9 3.5

Seoul metro. area/Whole 4.5 2.4 3.1 2.3
country(ratio)

Seoul metro. area/All 1.3 0.9 0.9 0.9
shi(ratio)

1) Seoul, Incheon, Suweon Seongnam Eux]eongbu,
Anyang, Bucheon, Namyangju Shiheung, Goyang,
Gwangju, Kimpo

2) Included the population of Incheon

3) Capital region=Seoul+Gyeonggi

Source: E.P.B. Population Census Report, 1966, 70,
75, 80
E.P.B. Preliminary Population Census Report,
1985.



o fpy ARMnds 53 A kHHES ¢
2l veb 2B 9 el R Ming e Mg
B HE &Ra Aolvh. HelA i A &3} A
SRAHESY ARENES 55 E3lez 3
ot Arles EinEE A o FokAxz e
N Z2F ol Fx vt dH ZES F£TH AME
mzsel o & A S AHITHE A MR A
£ 1975~804F 7| 7tF T 7Hag kot 80~85% el
A Zastg e, Wil g AL 705l
& AY e AL FAsT Ak weEbA A g
o W& ARdEro] ShatE . gicka et
o & ot o] & zto] glrt shAlrh

ol g} ol At 208R4EMA AA AP H o &
ARGl = Hifdld vkl 4r1e] R
2 AFA Eg delE q8 E¥Ae EEF
Ag 4 Ao B3 O WEMEHK Mt
— M B, @ Bt kEEES A4 £
B, @ A9 A2l g BERAES
st A=Al AHNAY R, @ RES
Fmer Agol Yodd FF=2A, FAZ/FA F
5o AAF T Aot 1 EFTREE, 1978).
ol ghzre Hakel MEH ALY FAA oY
= MAEKE S WIS vgel ¢
2 % S pfEgiEc]l A A A gl HAF
Hol dAT s i@y Qs =0E #5E
3 Bl 2 4 A Aol (@iE, 1982). ¥
gk opui gt ol ytel & EiEEES F48sr HEE
MERMS A%, S 84t R B
FiEy 79 Teh, HERFBRAYS HEIEH: Ao
5 B ZEAQ FAE AdaAdE el

(Hwang, 1985).

74

V. AASHERE

AvkzE 2565 gk AR TisEMLe] FA &
b 2 A8 E93 [HREST 4 5 KRR
Mo 29 AR#Edeoz Q3 Filftz vAbg
G gtk oW olee AmfEdel bz
F2 EriiRe s e AnBEll sl
Aolglrh, At 25%EF kel WAALMMS o
Autrteke ERto R Yol ANBENel o3
wima Bobw ool 2 950ubE o] B A DL 254

37

ot RS wd Aol =i

ukebA] G el vebe] ARgiRe AdbA e
B i) AK#Eo] o Ax Hwj, ow FT
17 ol Bfgol ol 5 Hlqlriet "gg ™
£ @A Aolch. =A A Kol 2000
el shA] o 2F 80% Kol A HEvhs BaEs
o asztAY ARe aREmE =tz #
MARRER iAol An#Bghe] #HEM 7149
=7k #AL vlsdtvte 3y HAR 5~6008
£e BRADZ dto2E ERE wu #HE
BEY A0E Jd3dc was gy ARg
B2 olgol vz BEEA EF=e 2
= dats @A He oold o] Ee fiEME %
2 ipetst At H Witk Bl 2alA &
7t s R e

—fie s g Abs]9 #rifhe
Biize A3 ApfEdol dojrvii= gyl
iifhel dAE A BEFEHES hoozd
KEFTHIEC] R AEHEE-t F44%)
A S Y WHLE BAED g8 o9
A wAE o AvA s EXEEs 2w
KRAFTHRES] Rl T3 WA Az, A%
o] %2 EHER kA B kEHEe R
a7 "ot ol 9h o]l AD#irhiife] mik
v Eo] 3 vebe el o] HE ok
AR A ot KRR B E BHHs
#rh [ 8 (polarization Ha)
(Richardson, 1977). @] o] 8}zk.8- farhfTi
& rhbel sl KEHEANA A LT
AR Az wE SBoRfe A

EREE w1

reversal) o] g} 37

Table—6. Stages of Urban Development

mwi{eel EER
T 7 Pop. Change
Type Stage Core Ring Argagt’li(())rrile.
I Abs. Centralization + _ if;
I Rel. Centralization 4 + +
I  Rel. Decentralization = + + +
IV Abs. Decentralization — + +

V  Rel. Decentralization — +

So{xggé: N. Van‘hove~& L. 'i{wlra!a‘ssen, Regional Policy:
A European Approach, New York: Saxon
House, 1980, p.188.
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(Abstract)

Characteristics of and Prospect for Population Distribution in Korea

Jin Ho Choi

The purpose of the paper is to examine the nature of population distribution during the past 25
years; to evaluate effect of population redistribution policies which have been adopted by the
government; and to suggest desirable future policy directions.

The distinctive features of population distribution during the period of 1960~85 can be summarized
as progress of rapid urbanization, decrease of absolute number of rural population and heavy
concentration of population in the Seoul metropolitan area which have resulted in population
maldistribution among regions.

The problem of population concentration in the selected one or two large urban centers was first
recognized by the government as early as in 1964. Since then numerous policy measures have
been adopted to reduce the population concentration into the Seoul metropolitan area and thus to
guide a sound population redistribution among regions. The overall assessment of various policies on
population redistribution, however, revealed that the effect of the policy efforts has not been great
as they originally anticipated.

Various reasons can be cited for the failure of the past policies. Among them the followings were
frequently mentioned; lack of integration among policy measures; weak linkage between relocation
and accommodation; and non-existence of single authority for overall implementation of the polices.

Based on the past experiences the followings are suggested in pursuing future policies. First,
the short-term objective or target should be clearly defined. Second, policy measures have to be
designed to go with rather than against market forces. Third, indirect incentives or aids are more
effective than direct controls or regulations. Fourth, local participation has to be secured in every

phase of policy formulation and implementation.



