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Table 1. Numerical and Percentage Distribution of the Population by Provinces,
1966 ~1985
Al AO2l 4% X BHEK, 1966—~1985 (Unit : Thousand, %)

Province Population (’000) Proportion
1966 1970 1975 1980 1985" 1966 1970 1975 1980 1985
Whole Country 29193 31466 34707 37436 40467 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00

Seoul 3803 5536 6890 8364 9646 13.03 17.59 19.85 22.34 23.84
Busan 1430 1880 2453 3160 3517 4.90 5.97 7.06 8.44  8.69
Kyong Gi 3108 3358 4039 4934 6182 10.65 10.67 11.64 13.18 15.28
Kang Won 1833 1867 1862 1791 1726 6.28 593 536 4.79 4.27
Chung Bug 1550 1481 1522 1424 1391 5,30 4.71  4.39 3.80 3.4
Chung Nam 2905 2860 2949 2956 3002 9.95 9.09 850 790 7.42
Jeon Bug 2523 2434 2457 2288 2202 8.64 7.74 7.08 6.11 5.44
Jeon Nam 4051 4006 3984 3780 3749 13.88 12.73 11.48 10.10  9.25
Kyung Bug 4477 4559 4859 4954 5044 15.34 14.49 14.00 13.23 12.46
Kyung Nam 3176 3120 3280 3322 3519 10.88  9.92  9.45 887 8.70
Je Ju 337 365 412 463 489 .15 1.16 1.19 .24 1.21

Source . EPB, Korea Statistical Yearbook, 1985.
1) EPB, Provisional Report of 1985 Population and Housing Census, 1986. 3
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30,
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5) dtiEgE, mEe] Anel ADEGK, WEPAEGERE, 1978.




Table 2. Percent Change in Population by Provinces, 1966~1985

WAl ACS| HME AOMMHNK, 1966~1985 (Unit: %)
Province 1966~1970  1970~1975  1975~1980  1980~1985  1966~1985
Seoul 45.57 24. 46 21.39 15.33 153. 64
Busan 31.47 30. 48 28. 82 11. 30 145. 94
Kyung Gi 8. 04 20. 28 22, 16 25.29 98. 91
Kang Weon 1.85 —0.27 —3.81 —3.63 —5.84
Chung Bug —4.45 2,77 -6.44 —2.32 —10. 26
Chung Nam -1.55 3,11 0.24 1.56 3.34
Jeon Bug —3.53 0.94 —6.88 —3.76 —12.72
Jeon Nam —-1.11 —0.55 —5.12 —0.82 —7.45
Kyung Bug 1.83 6.58 1.96 1.82 12. 66
Kyung Nam —1.76 5:18 = 1.28 5.93 10. 80
Je Ju 8.31 12.88 12. 38 5.62 45.10

Source . Calculated from Table 1.
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11, 1958.

8) Duncan, op.cit., 1958.

9) ESCAP, “Country Monograph Series No. 11, Population of Japan”,b 1984, p.97.
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Table 3. Indices of Concentration, Gini Concentration Ratios for Korea, 1949~1985

Feluzl AOe| E£4iEHet "X JREe| S, 19491985

Year _ Index of Concentration Gini Concentration Ratio
Korea®(%) Japan® (%)

1949 18. 7% 27.7 =

1955 17..3% 29.7 =

1960 18. 0¥ 31.5 -

1966 20.0 34.3 .3061

1970 23.0 36.6 . 3505

1975 26.3 37.8 . 3848

1980 31.8 38.0 .4334

1985 35.6 N. A .4703

Source . Calculated from Appendix Table1.
a) ESCAP, Population of the Republic of Korea, Country Monograph
Series, No. 2, 1975.
b) ESCAP, Population of Japan, Country Monograph Series, No. 11, 1984.
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Figure 1. Lorenz Curve for Measuring Population Concentration in Korea, 1966~1985
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10) H.S. Shryock and J. S. Siegel, The Methods and Materials of Demography, U.S.

Department of Commerce, 1980, p. 625.
11) United Nations, “Methods of Measuring Internal Migration, Manual VI”, Popula-
tion Studies, No. 47, 1970, p. 44
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Table 4. Net Migrants and Their Proportion in Intercensal Period by Provinces,

1966~1985

Mg B MAMARC MB#HE X HHE, 19661985 (Unit : Thousand, %)
Province 1966~ 1970 1970~1975 1975~ 1980 1980~1985

Mi?reatnts % Migfatnts 7 Mi[;:;ms % Mgitxms %

Total - - - - - - - -
Seoul 1437 80.5 784 52.0 932 45.6 604 38.9
Busan 339 19.0 380 25.2 514 25.2 101 6.5
Kyung Gi 8 0.4 335 22.2 577 28.3 848 54.6
Kang Weon —109  —6.1 -197 —13.1  —217 —10.6 —210 —13.5
Chung Bug —-190 -—10.6 —111 —7.4 —218 —10.7 —148 —9.5
Chung Nam —271 —15.2  —206 —13.7 —225 —11.0 —193 —12.4
Jeon Bug —285 —16.0 —228 —15.1 —362 —17.7 =271 —17.5
Jeon Nam —360 —20.2 —435 —28.8 —517 —25.3  —337 —2L.7
Kyung Buk —267 —14.9 —170 —11.3 —287 —14.1 =311 —20.0
Kyung Nam —304 —17.0 —161 —10.7 —216 —10.6 —T2 —4.6
Je Ju 2 0.1 9 0.6 19 0.9 -1 —0.7
Ry +1786 +1508 +2042 +1553
Av. Population 30329 33086 36071 38951
ry (%) 5.9 4.6 5.7 4.0

Source . Calculated from Appendix Table?2 .
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Table 5. Proportion of Net Migration and Natural Increase to the Population Change
in Intercensal Period among Seoul, Busan, Kyung Gi Province, 1966~1985
ME, FU ¥ F#igol UM MMAR ACMEHO| CHSE BRBHNL MEI8
EREo| Hatb®, 1966~1985

(Unit : Thousand)

Population Net Migration Population
Change in in Intercensal Change due to
Intercensal Period Natural
Period Increase
Number % Number % Number %
1966~1970
Seoul 1733 100.0 1437 82.19 296 17,1
Busan 450 100.0 339 75.3 111 24.7
Kyung Gi 250 100.0 8 342 242 96.8
1970~1975
Seoul 1354 100.0 784 57.9 570 42.1
Busan 573 100.0 380 66.3 193 33.7
Kyung Gi 681 100.0 335 49.2 346 50.8
1975~1980
Seoul 1474 100.0 932 63.2 542 36.8
Busan 707 100.0 514 127 193 27.3
Kyung Gi 895 100.0 577 64.5 318 35.5
1980~1985
Seoul 1282 100.0 604 47.1 678 52.9
Busan ' 357 100.0 101 28..3 256 7.7
Kyung Gi 1248 100.0 848 67..9 400 32.1

Source . Calculated from Appendix Table2.
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Appendix : Table 1. Computation of Gini Concentration Ratio and Index of Concentra-
tion(A) for Korean Provinces Arrayed by Population Density 1966
A higgel MU FRHel tEBF2. 1966

Province Proportion |x,—y. Cumulative Proportion X,—Y, X,,Y, XV
Population Area Population Area
(xt) (yt) (Xt) (Yt)
Total 1.0000 1.0000 .3994 —~ = 3.3965 3.7026
Kang Weon  0.0628 1704 .1076 1.0000 1.0000 e .8296 .9372
Je Ju 0.0115 .0184 .0069 9372 .8296 .1076 .7603 .7680

Chung Bug 0.0530 .0750 .0220 .9257 8112 1145 .6815 7079
Kyung Bug 0.1534 .2007 .0473 8727 1362 1365 4673 .5295
Kyung Nam  0.1088 .1196 .0108 .7193 5355 .1838 2992 .3269

Kyung Gi 0.1065 .1116 .0051 .6105 .4159 .1946 .1858 .2096
Jeon. Bug 0.0864 .0812 .0052 .5040 .3043 1987 1124 271
Chung Nam  0.0995 .0891 .0104 4176 .2231 .1945 .0560 0710
Jeon Nam 0.1388 1235 .0153 .3181 .1340 .1841 .0033 .0240
Busan 0.0490 .0044 .0446 1793 .0105 .1688 .0011 .0014
Seoul 0.1303 .0061 1242 .1303 .0061 1242 8= : -

2 XY= 3.7026

1
?Z'xz ¥l =.1997 2 XY, —3.3965

A =19.97% Gini Concentration Ratio= 0.3061
Table 1. Continued 1970
Province Proportion | x.—y:| Cumulative Proportion X.—Y. X:..Y: X.Y.u
Population  Area Population  Area
(IIJ) (y.-) (Xi)i (Y,)
Total 1.0000 1.0000 .4614 = = 3.3808 3.7313
Kang Weon .0593 .1704 111 1.0000 1.0000 . =2 .8296 .9407
Chung Bug L0471 .0750 .0279 .9407 .8296 L1111 7099 7413
Je Ju L0116 .0184 .0068 .8936 .7546 .1390 .6579 .6656

Kyung Bug .1449 .2007 .0558 .8820 7362 . 1458 .4723 . 5427
Kyung Nam .0992 .1196 .0204 7371 .5355 .2016 .3066 .3416

Jeon Bug L0774 0812 .0038 6379 A159 2220 2135 2331

Kyung Gi .1067 1116 .0049 5605 3347 2258 L1250 1519

Chung Nam 0909 0891 .0018 4538 .2231 2307 0608 .0810

Jeon Nam 1273 1235 .0038  .3629 1340 2289 .0038 .0316

Busan .0597 .0044 .0553 .2356 0105 .2251  .0014 .0018

S eoul J759 0061 .1698 758 .0061 .1698 - =
%ZI Z—yl=.2307 gii‘;{": gggég

A=23.07% Gini C.R. =.3505



Table 1. Continued

1975
Province Proportion fx,~y,) Cumulative Proportion X, —Y, X,.,Y. XY
Population Area Population  Area
(z) () (X,) (Y,)
Total 1.0000 1.0000 5263 - = = 3.4035  3.7883
Kang Weon .0536 1704 1168 1.0000 1.0000 = .82% .9464
Chung Bug .0439 L0750 0311 .9464 .8296 .1168 7142 .7487
Je Ju 0119 .0184 .0065 .9025 .7546 .1479 .6644 .6720
Kyung Bug 1400 .2007 .0607 .8906 .7362 .1544 .4769 .5526
Kyung Nam .0945 .1196 .0251 .7506 .5355 2151 3122 .3513
Jeon Bug .0708 .0812 .0104 .6561 4159 .2402 2196 2434
Jeon Nam 1148 .1235 .0087 .5853 3347 .2506 1236 .1575
Chung Nam .0850 .0891 .0041 4705 2112 .2593 .0574 .0814
Kyung Gi 1164 (1116 .0048 .3855 1221 .2634 .0040 .0329
Busan .0706 .0044 .0062 2691 .0105 .2586 .0016 .0021
Seoul .1985 .0061 1.924 .1985 .0061 .1924 - -
| 23X:Y ;1 =3.7883
- X,—Y,.| =.23 i
R Ll T o Y =3 4035
A26.34% Gini C. R.=.3848
Table 1. Continued 1980
Province Proportion |x,~y . Cumulative Proportion X,—Y, XY XX
Population  Area Population Area
(x:) (y.) (Xy) (Y,)
Total 1.0000 1.0000 .6350 = = - 3.2216 3.6550
Kang Weon .0479 L1704 1225 1.0000 1.0000 = .8296 .9521
Chung Bug .0380 .0750 .0370 19521 .8296 .1225 7185 .7583
Kyung Bug .1323 .2007 .0684 9141 .7546 .1595 .5063 .5899
Je Ju .0124 .0184 .0060 7818 .5539 .2279 .4187 .4262
Kyung Nam .0887 .1196 .0309 .7694 .5355 .2339 .3200 .3645
Jeon Bug .0611 .0812 .0201 .6807 4159 .2648 .2278 2577
Jeon Nam 1010 .1235 .0225 6196 3347 .2849 .1309 1736
Chung Nam .0790 .0891 .0101 .5186 L2112 .3074 .0633 .0928
Kyung Gi 1318 (1116 .0202 .4396 1221 3175 .0046 .0376
Busan .0844 .0044 .0800 .3078 .0105 .2973 .0019 .0023
Seoul 2234 .0061 L2173 2234 .0061 2173 = =
%z | XY, | =.3175 TXY 1 =3.6550
ZX1+|Y¢=3_2216
A=31.75% Gini C.R.=.4334



Table 1. Continued

1985
Province Proportion |z, ~y. Cumulative Proportion X,—Y, X,,Y, X ¥
Population Area Population Area
(x,) (y) (X)) (Y,)

Total 1. 0000 1. 0000 L7120 ~ = = 3.3034 3. 7137
Kang Weon ~ .0427 1704  .1277  1.0000  1.0000 - 8296 L9573
Chung Bug . 0344 . 0750 . 0406 . 9573 . 8296 w1207 224 . 7656
Kyung Bug . 1246 . 2007 L0761 . 9229 . 7546 . 1683 5112 . 6024
Je Ju .0121 .0184 . 0063 . 7983 . 5539 L2444 4275 <4355
Jeon Bug . 0544 0812 . 0268 . 7862 .5355 . 2507 3572 . 3919
Kyung Nam . 0870 1196 . 0326 . 7318 . 4543 i) . 2449 . 2929
Jeon Nam . 0925 1235 .0310 . 6448 . 3347 .3101 . 1362 . 1849
Chung Nam .0742 .0891 . 0149 . 9523 2112 L3411 ., 0674 . 1010
Kyung Gi . 1528 1116 L0412 . 4781 1221 . 3560 . 0050 .0397
Busan . 0869 .0044 . 0825 3253 .0105 . 3148 . 0020 . 0025
Seoul . 2384 .0061 : 2323 . 2384 . 0061 - 2823 = =

Tz~ yd=. 3560 3 o L L

PR—— £, Y,~3.3034

18
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Appendix:Table 2. Estimation of Net Migration and Population Change due to
Natural Increase by Korean Provinces : 1966~ 1970
HoiE A MEENE L BRIEMES| H#HFE, 1966—~1970

Province Population Ratio of Net Migration Population
Change of Net Migration in Intercensal Change due to
Intercensal (per 1000)° Period(%) Natural
Period (" 000) Increase
Total 2,273 = = 2L273
Seoul 1,733 377 .83 1,437 (80.5) 296
Busan 450 236.82 339 (19.0) 111
Kyung Gi 250 2.58 8 (0.4 242
Kang Weon 34 == 59,31 — 109(— 6.1) 143
Chung Bug —69 —122 .38 — 190 (—10.6) 121
Chung Nam —4b — 93.35 — 271(—15.2) 226
Jean Bug —89 ==113..14 — 285(—16.0) 196
Jeon Nam —45 — 188,97 — 360(—20. 2) 315
Kyung Bug 82 ~ 59,55 — 267 (—14.9) 349
Kyung Nam —56 — 95.49 = 304 (=17.0) 248
Je Ju 28 5.22 2 (0.1) 26
Table 2. Continued 1970~ 1975
Province Population Ratio of Net Migration Population
Chang in Net Migration in Intercensal  Change due to
Intercensal (per 1000) Period (’000) Natural
Period Increase
Total 3,241 = - 3,241
Seoul 1, 354 141.58 784  (52.0) 570
Busan 573 201..79 380 (25.2) 193
Kyung Gi 681 99.80 335 (22.2) 346
Kang Weon = 5 —105.68 — 197 (—=13. 1) 192
Chung Bug 41 — 75.32 — 111(‘ 7.4) 152
Chung Nam 89 — 71.88 — 206 (—13.7) 295
Jeon Bug 23 = 93.55 — 228( 15.14) 251
Jeon Nam —22 —108.49 — 435(—28. 8) 413
Kyung Bug 300 = 37.20 — 170(=11.3) 470
Kyung Nam 160 — b1.72 — 161(—10.7) 321
Je Ju 47 25.77 9 (0.6) 38




Table 2. Continued 1975~ 1980
Province Population Ratio of Net Migration Population
Change in Net Migration in Intercensal Change due to
Intercensal (per 1000) Period(%) Natural
Period Increase
Total 2,729 = — 2,729
Seoul 1,474 135.30 932 (45.6) 542
Busan 707 209. 59 514 (25.2) 193
Kyung Gi 895 142. 96 577 (28.3) 318
Kang Weon —71 —116.76 — 217(—10.6) 146
Chung Bug —98 —143.02 — 218(—10.7) 120
Chung Nam 7 — 76.26 — 225(—11.0) 232
Jeon Bug — 169 —147 .41 — 362(—17.7) 193
Jeon Nam — 204 —129.83 — 517(—25.3) 313
Kyung Bug 95 — 59.08 — 287(—14.1) 382
Kyung Nam 42 — 65.82 — 216(—10.6) 258
Je Ju 51 45.16 19 (0.9 32
Table 2. Continued 1980~ 1985
Province Population Ratio of Net Migration Population
Chang in Net in Intercensal Change due to
Intercensal Migration Period(%) Natural
Period Increase
Total 3,031 = = 3,031
Seoul 1,282 72.31 604 (38.9) 678
Busan 357 32.01 101 (6.5) 256
Kyung Gi 1,248 171.97 848 (54.6) 400
Kang Weon —65 —117.26 — 210(—13.5) 145
Chung Bug —33 —104.14 — 148(— 9.5) 115
Chung Nam 46 — 65.40 — 193(—12.4) 239
Jeon Bug —86 —118.55 — 271(—17.5) 185
Jeon Nam —31 — 89.17 — 337(-21.7) 306
Kyung Bug 90 — 62.80 — 311(—20.0) 401
Kyung Nam 197 — 21.66 — 72(— 4.6) 269
Je Ju 26 — 24.81 — 11(— 0.7) 37
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Abstract

An Overview of Population Growth and Redistribution
in Korea: 1966 ~1985

Ehn-Hyun Choe** Yong-Chan Byun**

This article reveals in attempt to review some aspects of the population growth and redistribu-

tion during last two decades, 1966 ~1985. Population and housing census report published by Na-

tional Bureau of Statistics, Economic Planning Board were used as a main source of data.

1.

The major findings were as follows.

During the period, the highest growth rate was found in the case of Seoul City which was
followed by the growth rates obtained for the Busan City. Similarly, higher growth rate was
found in the Kyung Gi province also. However, the Kang Weon, Chung Bug, Jeon Bug and
Jeon Nam Provinces were shown negative growth rates and, moreover, were losing their
population.

The indices of redistribution and concentration had shown that the population by provinces
was unevenly distributed and that these trend was particularly true as for the recent decade
was concerned. These means that the population of Korea is gradually concentrating in cer-
tain areas.

The rates of redistribution due to internal migration had somewhat decreasing trend
throughout the period. Large amount of redistribution occurred in the region of Seoul, Busan
for earlier stage. However, for later stage, the net migrants were mainly received by Kyung
Gi province. These indicated that there was some changing pattern in the attitudes of
migrants which originally related with the concentration of big cities. Other provinces were
mainly shown the tendency of sending population and these had great impact on the growth

in aforementioned three provinces.

*Fellow, Korea institute for Population and Health.

##Researcher, Korea Institute for Population and Health.
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4. The impact of net migrants to the growth of Seoul and Busan was significant, particularly for
earlier stage, but, later, the impact was slowly decreasing. Therefore, population growth due
to natural increase of the cities occupies more significant effect in recent years. However,
population growth due to migration was increasingly important factor in the growth of

Kyung Gi province.
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