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A Study on National Development & Balanced
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Abstract

A balanced regional development has a great meaning of economics in the fact that the people
could enjoy the equal level of life everywhere in the country by reduwcing the incomre disparity and
economic  productivity  between regions, however as the our country was given preporderance of
economical power and development to the mefropolitan area centering around Seoul due to a  factor
of politics, social structure as well as a national economic policy certering around a rapid  economic
growth, the unbelanced regional growth gave rise to great hindrance to a national  developmert.
Especially, the unbalanced growth hetween regions gave rise to a sense of alienation to a ctizen in
a special region as well as a distortion of an effective resources distribution.  therefore it was
deepen a socid discord to hinder the unity of the people due to aways coming to mvolve social,
political  affars. The mgjor cortents of this study is to daify relations between the economic
growth and the bdanced regional developmert to fom a concept of a national development, and
this thesis mede disparities in populaion and conveniert faclities between regions through change
of converient faciliies of life, economic growth, and population between regions an analytic object
to concrete the studies. Also, this thesis made a whole courtry land an analytic object of spatial
shere. and it made a unt of ten years when the five-vear economic development plan  was
achieved from the yvear 1962 to X1 an ohject of the time range of stucies.

» Keyword : National Development, Balanced development by regon, Economic growth
and Balanced regional development.
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