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60 2 LItk Sd MBS BEREC ddd HRALE BHEEE FHO A
FH7 ARsA 2 @R 4 REREKS Efd HstdE B Bk 2
Aol AFH e o2 &3 ol &F9 ML 197089 & Rkl BR
9 KEo® oi¥d [RES B (dethronement of growth)zt= A z=¢ MASK
AFe] Agstell H s AL LS +UE 5 gt

ol 7L BRKY Bl.Lol A KER 47 BBE WED FEIERY BRF
#EE Aok 5 B AT HEH HRSRY T ol F #itdr A8 X
BER B2 Biacl ¥ BA Bl T MR FHSRES #Hite SRR
ol A% BUAE &7t 457 REEA I%z 238 ARBEA 9o
FRoES #EtER7T 94 BRI 2 o) Fd BMpgsBES HAWHES B

* BEMREER. o RN RBENBES [EUERE A RKEKEAGAH](1984.8.20
~21, Ag)elA TS BERR MBENE ol 2RARS TE T Bks
dd e A - gt Aol

D o3g BEe: REARE TAs%s BEASY H4E Bikd /724 Brse:
BiEst, REY =g 5 (redistribution with growth)el ] 4T ¥ B (meeting basic
needs)o] ol 2 ST #Fol Axd vl Ad.

2) FEAEE AAE ol F& 19631 %8 HEWEKY WMEMES T E58 3¢ 7z
A5 E 47 A% FEE oI5 AFLUAANTY 2542 E 248 8 A2 Az
A9 AEeE Aolsk vz Q)
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ARE & o8 #EI A

Aol A B4R AAd Fz A& AL KBH BHE V122 S oW &
Bl AAAE SATRERE = KEBH RBY MES —FEi HES Ao e
S QL E B Fa5S BEBEE A AL FIREMY HO #
Bt o fgEel F9E Agdstd ok o T A HEEERCl £iHT 12A
8Y o SR #EHE o839 ee WiozA Ep b MEREE TR ¥
ol A, olgAEe RBRES SHH KRS KB & Y& THEES A9 &
HelA g HmESL Soheith. w95 ol 4% AL HEHEKY T4 KY &K
o) E P2x Gz HESH HiEES BRE W53 oo BES BTHESS
EHSE BRI Bh9 BEe) ddx B ohd Re g4z AdtE Aelth

EAZ MR ERS FES #EHE 3723 oSl #Ee: BEEL £ MB
B EEY SRS B 9 Bt LERY o & AKERA 2 BHY A
24 BAL 8T A3 BRY JFAAE FASE AP e Ao+
Zvhetel BB B84SR HEtE H22 BEY 9 A v (Harry Oshima) #uZel
WEFE 2eeAU Y 13 FoAd HHE obYw (rma Adelman)s) Aol K
£ 4ol 2% it 2 59A AR 49 3IAE D 9 HRETS Ads
(Sussex) KBRS ZE T [RES =& FH4E]Redistribution with growth)
of 2% $-elvtete] Bjel oldwtmsE Zel<(Morrison)o] HRREE T
2 39 1970 BRI - BEERG EAt F8AHE REsas Y $Evet
KOFHAZERS] HiFS 3ozt otk Aol WER 2 FRA FBIHE
Asglel WEde AKY 4+ & B BEKW BRe AW Artels #it
9 7L AN er FadtE evtoz £ & el Utk

3) Harry T. Oshima, “Income Inequality and Economic Growth: The Postwar Experience
of Asian Countries,” Malayan Economic Review, Vol. 18, No.2-4 (1973).

Irma Adelman, “Redistribution with Growth: Some Country Experience-South Korea,”
in Chenery, et al., Redistribution with Growth, 1974.

Moon-Kyoo Chae, “Income Size Distribution Korea,” Paper Presented at the Working
Group Seminar on Income Distribution, mimeo., Manila, Jan. 1972.

Toshyuki Mizoguchi, Do Hyung Kim and Young Il Chung, “Overtime Changes of
the Size Distribution of Household Income in Korea, 1963~71. “The Developing
Economies, Vol. 14, No.3 (1976).

4) LA stE bk BRF FHEBNBEERT 1966 AAY Bigs HRTE 23 Bl
WAEGEZA 39 FEIHE Agoz FAstged, old o &% HiME: &
T 799% R, BN 971FE DS Fe EAMS A7 1A~3ACRE AZYFTY
ARG NEz Yo A $vdete) FESHE vehlsle FA4 e

5) Irma Adelman, “Redistribution with Growth: Some Country Experience-South Korea,”
in Chenery, et al., Redistribution with Growth, 1974.
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TA€ oA AYT ARPHK] A3 HHI G BE I 5IAHAY &
BER#ES ERET A7 343 it o3t BR FER Hel HEn
£ Aelth

AEEFIR A7 o121 2 HHI FHESEE AEdoldolAx Feot &
T . 2 —flI=A FES. Gupta)d] RPBIEEREC 43 AEHoldd =z
W BERES TREEL mud & Ao #RAz Jdou” olAdL SRS
—7ET MR (meanvariance ratio) 8| RETol FBRBEESS FIBHES FHo
2 g7 A £l FHMEBY Emd =t ENfKEe: BEYoE £4Es)
wolA £ Hiat Lo & Felt. whoF FHHE S S8 (variance) o] #kol whet Hig
HE S Bt MEMM(class interval) & o) 2 MEA N EEEE St
o] MBS FBIE BMLE THA LA FHEROSY SERE)T BREOY 238
9 vmezg felve e BERETAAE 3493 SR/ Bhds Aoz 4
ol A5t vehhol & Relrh.

&AW St Ao & AL WEBES THEUY BHIRBL EET R
Lt AR BAR SAF-ES BHe BRI &z, 2 BmEld AR #f
STEMS HE BEAY dEdl = AAE A s Eo)A gAY FAT B EH
(bias) 7} FHESH HRA 2R 4F¢ Eohe AL FI8A gz 2T #
Roll 2H X HETKE A& dale d &&ste @EAC] Sthe Bojdh

Il mENE BRI B

B g vhsolh 22 KRR BT SEHET A TRMEITERY #fe Agd
= BT @AEBES AXEREREST vt BB Astd  mEtk
= B Fﬁf%ﬁ}?ﬁ(probable size distribution)] #Etel A8t AL ol HEHB
FROE Foizl As9 AFAL A A BERAE dAAUE HMmY #E
24 fevzte] F8SES] BeE vebd 4 vtz AZGSEs] A Eolvh =d
*1£?'§}‘3ﬁ§“i‘°ﬂ QM= BEOBuEH ol AL wtole 28] EEd 24 HEsE

6) Felix Paukert, “Income Distribution at Different Levels of Development: A Survey
of Development: A Survey of Experience,” International Labor Review, Vol. 18
(1973).

7) S. Gupta, “Alternative Development Strategies of Korea (1976~1990) in an Input-
Output Dynamic Simulation Model,” World Bank Staff Working Paper, No. 250
1977).
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(< 1) 1982d 2E U HM7 HESE HH ER (29 : %)

iR R A ES B E * B =

1 6.86 7.57 6.68

2 11.94 13. 24 11.61

3 16.24 17. 64 15.83

4 22.17 23.25 21.59

5 42.99 38.30 44.29
A 4 % B 0. 3574 0. 3061 0. 3705
+ 4 fr 5 B & 18. 80/42. 99 20.81/38. 30 18.29/44.29

ER  pseh . PR, (19824 PERE FSSES #EHS BBEXR), MEMBEFEL %
6% £ 1%, pp.2-18.

(¥ 2) KRB 2RO FMANHt HAEDPE (%9 %)
HGRERT | 1965 1970 1976 1982
1 5.75 7.34 5.70 6. 86
2 13.59 12.29 11.15 11.94
3 15.53 16. 34 15.41 16. 24
4 23.31 22.41 22.40 21.97
5 41.81 41.62 45. 34 42.99
A Y k¥ 0. 3439 0.3322 0. 3908 0. 3574
+ o hr s Bl g 19. 34/41. 81 19. 63/41. 62 16. 85/45. 34 18.80/42. 99
g (E D 2R

Eol REd A 1980714 Eiiwa Al Fiid ERRol Tz oA 1
Aoz 2R WLolch. olgdd L detel slelA FELME 19654,
1970, 1976, 1982:d9) 47} HEcplEel HAstel RO X BAEH=ZA HEr= A 8l
t}, ®

HA 198249 2 2 BB FESAE AHE b FIBAERS RERY
SEEE] ANFEES o sEREd o8 pRgeEEs OG89 & DA 2t
19824 &% 0o FIESERES XU &K 0.357015 Thr 40% FrigHEs A7
BEEED L 20% FEKES FiB5E%S KA +osRE2E 18.3/
43. 00 2 HES 2 ).

BERe FESERE AVERSE 0.306, ToMSREEE 20.8/38.32324 &

8) Choo, Hakchung and Daemo Kim, “Probable Size Distribution of Income in Korea:
Over Time and by Sector,” Seoul, Korea Development Institute, Nov. 1978.
gtk - FHE, (19824 HRE FELEY #id RHER), REMBRALL £6
% F 158(1980).
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(3 ERY BR FASHY MAKPR (24 : %)
Faligd sy gl 1965 1970 1976 1982
1 9.05 8.36 6.78 7.57
2 13.58 12.88 12. 67 13.24
3 16.79 17.11 16.94 17. 64
4 22.56 23.01 22.99 23.25
5 38.03 38. 64 40. 62 38.30
A Y F K 0. 2852 0. 2945 0. 3273 0. 3061
+a L 22.57/38.03 21.24/38. 64 19. 45/40. 62 20.81/38. 30
"B E D B8R
(4 HRY FRR FAFTHL APl (29 %)
A5 fr bR A 1965 E 1970 1976 1982
1 3.24 7.23 5.20 6. 68
2 10.81 11.64 10.16 11.61
3 15. 65 15. 86 14.39 15. 83
4 23.35 22.23 21.55 21.59
5 46. 95 43.04 48.70 44.29
A Y &K 0. 4167 0. 3455 0.4118 0. 3705
TR AECR 14. 05/46. 95 18.87/43. 04 15. 36/48. 70 18.29/44. 29
"I (E D 2R,

KO ERRK SERERT BES Aoz Jegd. 39 FERY MEsSE
T AVBREE 0.37L, +OMSREZE 18.3/44.30.24 MK vwdld HAFH
#HBKEE ez gl

el vete] @ sRRES BMEE HEEES BRFIBMELEA ddnm (k2
oA ®E uhe} Zo] £vel 2ENS KEES FEsEEe AYERERE 197639
0.3910] ®]dted 1982ulol & 0.3572 A A ®ES Qo) 196519 0. 3449) 1970
19 0.33200 wistel MEEICR o HFT Ao JEgd. +ofrop g
T RRIIBE 2R A9 2L Fol & Bolxm Ut

BEY FRoERE #Mbes Gk DA & F o] AYFREE 19769
0.327¢] ®]3le} 1982Wdo] & 0.306 0% HESA Folzl o) 19651 0.2859} 1970
o] 0.295¢0 uletd BTSLERE] Aoz BAEIEE ¢ 5 A=z o
SEA] & BRF MEE AR AAE Jegz dd o]H 3 BKS 2F
A9 FiSSE SEEBAA R sl 2 delg Aol =3 AR FEBSE
RiEE ZFEOU FEFR vstd dA oz B3 SERES AL Az
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Ak o= ¥ MRAEATS MMM WEE BERKOLEY da A2 A5l
Z2FRAY Pigafiol WAL JF Bz U

JEMES] FIEPE BUEEBE S4ond & DA £ F dXo] AUBEHE
A 19761d9] 0.412¢] H]3he] 1982 el & 0.3712 €A dA FBSE7T XEEHIL
197098 gEKEE + H AR Fekxz ¢leh 197610l wlshe] 1982d FEMEK
KOS FRSEE BWEAZ AL 224 ATEA, AURKEE 0.309, 7L
FEBEZE 21.2/39.4F YRz glon o33 SEREE FBSEST vzl
AP 19701 2 v] 53k Kigel gt

Sl Az 45 ¥MgkRe] 19829 $2viele] HBFERES AYHREE 0.3572
A 1976119 0.391] ®l3te] H#EH SEREE RoAFa glort 19656619 0.344,
197049 0.332¢1 & RulA= Aok F BE F=vhebe] FBSEE 70d9 i
2o BiFAE #A 60dd o 70w 29 SEKEE s BEd YEE ¢
T ok 2y $geke oEd B KB BEEILEC] oA ¥y
T A 2A B LER gAY FRkEE e BEFY ZoE HisEx
et @

0l Figsme #HER

mEBE) S BBl el FRSE BtE 43 5 Jt gHEd A9y ®#
mye 2y KEez 33 Agse . ol SEAEA A8 wyEg
BAE wE wtet REE oL 2t glovt? o) & Bl Adste Bk
= B89

FRSES BHES d93te o oA olsk L AARE Ty Mol o
3t shve] AR AAE QAAFE AL AR et F 2 HFASE
o WE2 o=sbx BERS 4 22z 2 HEFRHC #HAMmLE FEde Ao
2 29 RE"d TLBKE BRMAN FrEste AL A%z o

9) Choo, Hakchung, “Economic Growth and Income Distribution,” in Park, Chong Kee
ed., Human Resources and Social Development in Korea, 1981, p.301.

10) 42 (Gian S. Sabota):= “Theories of Personal Income Distribution: A Survey,”
The Journal of Economic Literaiture Vol. 16, No.1 (1978), p.34o1A “PiE5& =
= ubH & Fz Folo] Hholz Folo] 4AANzH AEA Rtz etz 3o
47t £ (A.B. Atkinson)& The Economics of Ineguality, 1975, p.2580) A “Ar8 7 EEHF
%29 o o] =¥ Bl ¥ TIE ofF AMDA A=A o} 25EHe &
o BuL 849972 A2 .

11) Harry T. Oshima, op. cit.




201

WERELUT A2 & B REY BEC ¥ o HEe] oh& ¥ E (vector)
24 A43t FIRSES HRF B Ak o B 23H BES BE
HEES) BRI Keikol w2 cada s

1A St SlelA FBSEL R WEhel cistd FES o T A2 S
fael lolA] f-Elvtete] Eold Wapy HROZ A3 AW - Py EY XS o
AiikRgo] o

vt M S5 Bel B2 Bt kE U 60151‘41 E7NA o
ol - it@re] BMELE Q1Y AR - By BEASHY T4 ol FolH S
+ AAE ¢ 41?2 60dv 2744 FERd v GFERA BEN B
B2 HAY HERBETAA BEAS AR - 489 BEEX B viAds
Az Huol & 4F HEBES Sddez g=Eigen] B 2 RE BRI
BEAMS A¥73 7 Folzda AMREBS 53 mtaEHBarr BRERSS
£ T Ik =% HEA FiEEES BAELS T 23 BidaE, 6. 258Rl
9 dd, RN RAREE, FEEMRE 5oz EEY FIES fRdez
A3t FA R LE F3 et FESES BEH 55 A 983 R
o2 BERd.

oy e vel FiESEC BREA EETE olsd Bhp BEES 60dd #
SHE AR 2 dFgHo FoEA HAL F HEBEMNA £FY AZFEAL
ERS] SEBAL £EFEAA &FEA A8 BEERS 154 9=, 19734
8. 3% B BFAEMES 1949 v9y JEEEE BES 0% $384 BHRe
ste 24345 S =3 FHE ®@EY 25 Ads59 A5 L mEksge
o ARBESES BEEEA T ERBHEE T Ad73d FRSA Aoz
A FAAL HIEERY Big BERE A Bastes A4E: 29399 o3
FiBoEe BEr REERS MBS 343 #He 2984 ot &
AFETE BEN HEERez F48 Aoz WL D, FESE B #EN
ERoc =+ EREBES M & BEY ROBR, BEY == 2354 934
=, AN FEER 59 MEE & & 9

RER LA BESR 43¢ oA #Ew BERS sosd (& sHst 2
o WA REREC Wzt ROE BERN ROBRS 19659 MR AR HE
o] 77 55.5%8F 44.5%1A4 1982119 MR 22.5%<) FRRILE 77.5%=2

12) @+, [HEY AR SXE Bem %), MR REsRY REER(T)L
BRMABF LR HEHE 49, 1082
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(& 5) @A EEE 0X = wEd XE

B OE E K | 1965 | 1970 | 1976 | 1982
¢ 1=1 1%
. £ = 55.5| 45.7] 36.5| 22.5
JERF LA 44.5| 54.3 63.5 77.5
(BHBERHE) (32.3)] (35.2)] (41.2)| 47.3)
CE&H=>
B ESRETERESER FTHRE/2BE T5k —| 270.9 343.6] 254.8
B) a971d)
BED BELMECKTE FHi/BFEE FHeR) '“ag?i’i’-i? 425. 4]  347.0
(¥ 9 AZ2RE
. =S £ s 3.1 1.6 1.0 0.9
FEEHEELR(FZ 1847 v5h) 6.2 4.7 2.0 0.3
TR KEHE HE o 13.5 7.4 63 6.0
FREREELF(FZ 1847 vah) 1.3 0.8 0.3 0.1
(ERIRR PITSERZED
g E RoFLad o ARTHABLSE 99.7  67.1] 100.4 103.2
B ke - FEE, (19823 RG] A44SR #iHe SBHER), TREMBFEEL £
6% $ 1%, p.13.

A #MEE R olH T & #be BERE € BREERDY H54q
winet $EEROY T WnzA ReAE  $dEtel oA BER KD
Fi8a#e HEe HFEES 2dsd e ZE SEHERY 8ot o side
5 o9} e KO #RIY #bologx 2KNA9 MBHRE El: RS
2 gt

Felvetel el A BEEHEHER T 1971 o) Fol #HEt=l o gle] 19651 o] 2o
A BEMEd dstd ERE F fou 2BE Tkl 93 TEREER I8
fHAEz vebd A3 JFAAE ARy 197196l 270.9011 Ao] 1982
ol £ 254.82 ol ow ol TELHEY HEFAREEL Aoz A4

BR B&EES 19765 EH] 2 HEC o=z By BEemEs ®BEd 2
< WHE VeEdd. BeRET $%E ROFEIHY b REHe FRS
3z gt

1965'd LART= 1970l wiwista $-2luvte} FigsRls) € BRoZ fEAT A
S REENE, 53 FHEE LEEHEIU LEEHEY FE2iEEEe
B sk A A FESEY 28 fEd L 94F%E UL A=
Balth,
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(E 6 @SR BRE ol s ¥R (29 1 %)

s | INEGNP | R ®HE|DEY E SRRME (B

BAREE |6 & |2 A & | b B & | % M3 EW)

1976 14.1 12.3 12.1 15.3 1580519
1977 12.7 11.0 9.0 10.2 | 16.0~19.0(77. 7)
1978 9.7 8.1 1.7 14.4 19.0(78. 6)
1979 6.5 4.9 18.8 18.3 19.0(79. 9
1980 —5.2 —6.7 38.9 28.7 {2000 1
1981 6.2 4.6 2.4 213 {1o.008 10
1982 5.6 4.0 1.7 7.2 {16002 1

BR D RBSAT, TREMT AN 2 TRMHIEE, i

BREHEIT BT AL 4o v GHPSEERD FOFREd 48
RETHEHBLERZA 197639 100. 4014 1982119) 103.22 HEFEFEo) Htiwhss
HRKD THHEBE A% LBtz U o3 @Rk REFRD FEERd 8
e FESEY WEd 24 fFAT Ao AW BRY KAk 9 3
&3 FAZ Qs 088 A FAHE wuleA FRT Aoz Az
e},

ol ds AL M BRI 80 2o) UolA $elvtete] Fi@SEe o &

& 12 EE BRE 97 54 28 4 g
% EH BHER 24 5 & PO AL KO el B R,
WOANY HEEE BTSHEIT 5S¢ HEY & 9o

A2 Afote o3, 19794 9] ﬁaa’u A%, 19809 W 502 qdld
1980l = RS BERR S 71 S92 o] 4% ¥ty BEM KRB & o
5~6%% et ERE 2 &S REMAE FiE 2 MEFidd Mien
EMEE7 BO=e Aol AdntdolAn, U BHS SEME TS
Kol st e 22A9 ol MBS 2234 %3 =8 FROZ 5o
MEAR BPdezd HESE EFERY d3e ve Aode ERe
Rizal iv}

FAAA A0 AR5 olF FAF ALAE ALY o] WEE 1982 of] o]
28 HEANELAF 4.7%. IEHBELBE 7.2%: BHYD HELES o] &
SATh o] AL 198039} 38.9%5) 28.7%, 1981] 20,499 21.3%e] ¥ 5h
ALY LEES HeRz lEd o2 Qstd QZa T MEFis BeE o A
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AA Fo2H4 FiBHEY HBFERM BEcZ F43¢ Aoz 2qd. ¥4
19804 19¢ #BIHOZ 3ho] —AF BifEo] S 5[z Mo w 4 25%e] 2aEd
£F7F 19821 196 £F] 16%9] ko r HEH T 69 ttA 10% KL=
Kig 51T =e} MERSEY HEH & FBsd MBS HFERN
FEFe WA It e = ] BRE REIT

IV. A REEDIC] MBED 0l0] wE = FIEE

Likst 2ol 2vae] QoA PR BMrERS 44& 4 ERtd &
WE FHHERST 25 A AR 42 RO A 60D 2 o] o] FBSES Bk
£ $27 275t 2 MERKS AAAY He REITE AL AF oH R
R oA ¢ & A FolA SR Jbed BES Tie Aol KBl
Eiol BB € & v MEkgels] & T Tt F2 sHFHdAA
i #bel BRBEREEE AEAY 22§l

A $-2]9 PAREEL-S o) Bul HHigAN TEMAEEoZA T0dd&2AA &
B B 9l TMEGs 2 o) F 4FY BEABIE FRoE HEA
£ ok RHTEY TEARES F3ld HET AL EROH BRALY
BESES Bhoz Asted FEEERC) ¢z YW dA G KFEESF FEER
& BHBEE ATz ESES dEFSdde Aol 53 HEA
03 EfEE BABRE T0dd 2R A aA detgx 2 o Fe e Fekil
gk B BEERNOZ, EEMES B BeE R WA/ HREEN
oz g3tz gt

EA 2, THftol el EiEHke] #itrt REERHS B (the center of gravity)
& BEAA BEAZC 9 LpiE ER#IE st BHKN #F S JEdE
BRBPIY RERS S BENCZ FIETE 32 FRR LB BXE O
RE fEfko] H—3td FESES A BasE AFE vebiA A5

Az, 70492 Dkl HES F A58 BABITE #ES old #E MEe

13) olo] Mol MERFEL WA HMM FEZRE AAGozA 2SN E A4
of gohe Fabo] glou s AEF viE: MK EHPHE KoM L5542
+ 19724 ol ¥ AEY AEs) HA Rue @K ¥ 4F TS RRS] ABH
SEE Adse Aoz vt Jrge Agegn & 5 ok
sgmeh, [ - B FIBEZEY B, TRRMRHAZE), £3€ F3#® 1981
Stheh - ERE TREERS AYsS FBFIRMAE), KB+E [THBEY FFIE
o} REEHCE)N, 1979.
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B 59 BORRIRS AR SHES feEe] M A5 zdstd A
(£ 9 REEROS 2K0 FBSEE BAAE 98¢ vad o9 o
A3 KRS IRR FAR 9t AETATAA ol T4 EESFT Ad K
ot =z HrzA FHEST F2 A3t AHdA d¥ T FTHEHBS 2o &
Hel BESA o] FiRAt.

A2, REEEL EARERKS REd REMES KUBM $A43t9 &0
L2 Easte A3E zdstd MARES RHES o7d Red d3d SA9E
(grant element) 9] &g AAsgrt. 53 FE5L AL Hiliel oA F= 1H
Ee TR A Eel o¥ FFALos BER LHse ftekd RAL A=
BASE vl g £]/SY EFol st st LA o= & 2 %5
A FEAEE T SREERS O A% Brezd s FEE ASSx
ool wet #fEst FMSHE wlol AA G d¥E A Aoz AL

ToZ MFBRAA vebd MEBEURFS dFdl o Folvt. 80dei ol b4
BRE KEERE T4 o Fifgd PEN BI/PRE REN = e
Y BELME 80d 2ol ol Hil EEFEEAA FTHES Fu MEREE
oA Hdd FFEE IA e vtz A= BEL Fot ek {97 oM@ B
Hol 4Ed whst AL AFd Eelost FHEHRS ERHd 3 o B9
Frgs #e mEsHee ERT & s :

Frgsricel HHAY el viete] EERRS i ol EPSe MBS olf 2
€ RAd w2 dHAA BET & Aoz Ed dqr4E 2 F8% 99
AL G s R 2 o 2049 ol 38 RBERRERAA Fodrnd, SER
He A2 KEY #BR BEEEKES] 2819 MEoz 60dd 29 Mhd L],
rdshis e /hde A4std M@t L3¢ BHRE o o9 ofd
& EBH e veid 13 BT QS IE5 (7hd3 A ofelst T
Fe Z Reilete BREY T2 U1 To] o BEWKE A9 42 vk Bl
A 208EHS BRE BEARRSY € 439 253 ST&AEAE Fg 2
o & P8 FHENH (2d DI 2L HARe] REMNez gz .
MEE EAS REBEE HESA Sc RERdY =3 BREHS FEe 2
A+ RERCAA DFERG BHFF B/ = st Aold. EFEkd wat Fi)
A gslel MHER uh AAEe ART dael BEE W MR 2 BRREA 4
H BEASHY FEAE B30, B4 ARl HlEA A %R AW BEE
Be WEe.2 BRI H@EsteloF & Aelh
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(a# D RN X2 EEl BN

*R. AW XAk
g% Y ER

NeL8R

_______ T--— -—ci/xﬂ*)ﬁ*ﬁéﬂll

nr

1
_.@__ Lo oo ) R T
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i

E]
®
1
e e ] bt - 4{“:!*1"
!
W REYR MR

AAZ Srbetel] glej4] 70dd Foilel ¥+ BRREAES —Roz MAMEd 7
g Eol web @Rkt |3l A% BRY BiGk#e Y2 FopAlz e B
olth, ol wat @RS JHFEd vlFo] FBTES WF Ave Ekot &
FEE = LER 3 ol Z3A vedo. FRSEY NED RR. EMEs, &
¥9 fER 5 TR SN BERL € REMES 22 BAIHY 234 &
HByy AE, ANFHEE MERR 3 HK 5 B REOMN BREC H3= ¥
7] ool EantEe] EABRAA EHY Pl BRE + e FHEsie
®Fol 2 MMl IARSE HFY MEKES TEAZE AL FkEst =
HEz s o] BEE L SEY MK TS FHsAs BREMY &
Z TS BrEsHs] oo & MEE st "o

AR Z AolelA 24T vhs 2L FIBSE WEER st dldeoz B
B 394 ¢3¢ vepie F &) Sloe Fold. = HEpe BRo A7z -
e FRSRLS HAAHE FrEoKERe FEEEST 37 A Folvh. ol#d Em
o REEL dAHY 2 RES 93 o184 A9 WAENY e =y
A d3] HAAAd FRERES RPoIHL A= BFol otk oEgHoz
Bri@sBiel A3 #A & Fi8 2 AA 9 St o] REEIT el & £iBEA
24 ®O9 B4 9 EFEKEERC] 7] A Eol dFe = Fhd delAE

B
’m

X

— B 3§
-~ RN = §
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BRFE L TERE 5 RTREE BEHY R4 39 EHY Fige) #
itek a7 Aol Hejof @k wEk A4 ol4¥ ERE BEFEME
BRN KOFBS SRHY HEN AHE JeEE @ RFsd o BAAL
FAE I FiBSRAEN Sl ol Eul [BEHFSEIY #AN SEHS
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Economic Development of Korea and the Problem
of Balanced Development (2). In the
Aspect of Income Distribution

Hakchung Choo*

Summary

The remarkable growth of the Korean economy since the early sixties has
attracted considerable attention from economists throughout the world. In the
process of analyzing Korea’s growth performance, how income distribution has
changed over the period of rapid growth is an equally important consideration.
Earlier favorable findings from empirical evidence on the size distribution of
income for Korea, as in many instances of empirical studies for developing
countries, were attempted by a few relatively well-established economists from
advanced countries. This evidence has been generally accepted by readers with
few objections, mainly because of the lack of data and the established reputations
of the researchers.

This paper presents alternative estimates of size distribution of income of Korea
for the selected bench-mark years of 1965, 1970, 1976 and 1982. These bench-
mark years were selected by fully considering the limitations of available household
income surveys. Attempts are also made to supplement the deficiencies of existing
surveys by drawing from relevant income data available. Consequently, the
resulting estimates may not reflect a completely desirable degree of accuracy due
to the implicit deficiencies of the survey, but are ‘probable’ and consistent ones
which trace changes of income distribution over time.

The resulting estimates of all households confirm relative equity in income
distribution in Korea during the period under consideration in terms of represen-
tative distributive measures as compared to other develping countries. However,

from 1965 to 1970, income distribution improved rather significantly. This tendency

*Korea Development Institute.
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then reversed itself up to 1976, which marked the highest inequality of the four
years under consideration. The 1982 estimates demonstrate another slight reversal
toward improved distribution.

The size distribution of income farm household is far more equitably distributed
than that of non-farm households throughout the period. However, the farm
household income distribution itself shows a tendency of gradually worsening over
time until 1982, when it improved slightly. The non-farm household income
distribution repeatedly fluctuates from the worse to the better, while consistently
showing a higher degree of the income concentration than the farm households.
The 1982 non-farm household income distribution is relatively better than those
of 1965 and 1976, but is worse when compared to that of 1970.

Without the benefit of deterministic theories of income distribution, it is difficult
to provide an explnation for these changes by sector and over time. However, in
the terminology of Harry T. Oshima, there are a bundle of sources affecting
income distribution. To begin with, Korea’s history until around 1960 was deeply
affected by an oppressive colonial heritage and a series of reforms, incidents, and
the destruction of the Korean war. These factors, among others, influnced favorably
the initial distribution of income due to the relatively even distribution of income-
generating wealth, both human and material. The changes of household composi-
tion over time are generally attributed to the worsening of income distribution due
to the reduced number of farm households, which maintain relative equity as
compared to other households.

The favorable change of income distribution from 1965 to 1970 is primarily
attributable to the sharp reduction of non-farm unemployment with few changes
in wage and salary differentials. The worsening of income distribution in 1976 is
accounted for notably by the significant widening of wage and salary differentials
by occupation and by level of education, without much reduction in unemployment.
This trend of widening wage and salary differentials reversed from 1976 to 1982,
reaching about the level of 1971 in 1982.

In addition to these long and mid-term sources of change, there were three short-
term developments which may have favorably affected the 1982 income distribution

figures. First, the growth rate of the economy since 1978 has averaged about 6
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percent yearly except for 1980, without accompanying increases in unemployment
and significant wage cuts. It is hypothesized here that higher income brackets
suffered during this period of relatively mild growth. Second, price stability was
achieved in 1982, which is generally recognized as having an equity-promoting
effect. Finally, but not least important, the nominal discount rates significantly
declined from 25 percent per annum in 1980 to 10 percent in 1982, which would
affect current non-wage incomes. All of these factors are considered to have had

a positive effect on the distribution of income for 1982.



