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E 5_San Antonio2| 917157} F0|

(&2l %)
TE 1970 19804 1990 2000 2007(3%)
San Antonio 654,153 786,023 935,933 1,144,646 1,320,100
Bexar County 830,460 988,971 1,185,394 1,392,931 1,610,900
Metropolitan area 864,014 1,072,125 1,324,749 1,711,703 1,994,400
Texas State 11,195,730 14,229,191 16,986,510 20,851,820 23,904,380
vl A 203,302,031 226,545,805 248,709,873 281,421,906 301,621,157

Z2]: U.S. Census Bureau. 2000. Population Estimates Zral A2HA.
City of San Antonio. 2007. Planning and Community Development Department.
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13) The fastest growing U.S. cities — Jun. 28. 2007. http://money.cnn.com/2007/06/27/real_estate/fastest_growing

cities/
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ABSTRACT

A Study on the Tax Sharing and Annexation
in USA for Balance of Old & New Town

Keywords: Balanced Development, Tax Sharing, Annexation, New & Old Town,
Interdependence

Increasing new town development. the gap between new and old towns became a heated
1ssue. Also, Korea has carried out urban developments between the two exclusively and
independently. So, there still exists a difficulty to promote balanced development and
growth.

This study aimed to introduce the concept and characteristics of tax sharing and
annexation in USA, and examine the validity of those in Korea as practical solutions,
which help create balanced development. Tax sharing is a fiscal device to solve unbalance,
through integrating the regional tax which takes up high revenue of local governments.
Regional integration (annexation) in USA is an administrative instrument to overcome
the deterioration and population outflow within existing urban areas. Actually, it is
creating a successful result for balanced development in total aspects.

Currently, it is requested to adapt urban development and management in changing
paradigms. So we should prepare a system for comprehensive urban policy to consider
the relationship between new development and urban regeneration concurrently, and
balance of the future development among regions. Therefore, we suggest that tax sharing
and the annexation in USA have value of studying as a substantial method.
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