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Executive Summary

Northeast Asian Economic Cooperation and
Korean Integrative Development

Yong-Sk Ch

The shame of Notheest Adan econamic cogperdion is a mga vaigdle to
dminish the dearat poteatid of the powes agangt the econamic integraion &
wel a the wnification in the Kareen Peninaula. In view of the aurat Northeest
Asa's pditicd and econamicd powver rddions, however, there ssams to be no way
to atan dtha two Koress' economic inteyation o ther unifiction. As the
econamic inteyaion o nationd unification is ddayed, the chance of the Korean
integrative devdopment will be fathe away and their unification cost will be larger.
It is why the Koreen themsdves mugt postivdy search far ways of thar econamic
integration and netiond unification.

A modd of “pervadve basesslinking and development” suggested in this paper is a
wey of dating faor two Koress' econamic integration, which is goproached by three
dages. At the firgd dage North Koreal's open didricts and its countapat aess in
South Korea are to be desgnaed as bases far the patid integration. In the second
dae, these bases ae devdoped as the oatrd zones of gromth in the schame of
Northeest Adan economic cogperation. And findly, such zones are to be inareesad in
number.

The unification should be dataned with minimizing the deterent potetid of
naghbar ocountries as well as minimizing its cost. To suffice these conditions, it
sans dedrable for the unification to begin with the modd of “one-country



two-sysem” and then to be devdloped step by Sep,

The integrdive devdopmant of the unified peninsula should be pursued s0 as nat
anly to complete the econamic, sodd and land integrations but dso to harmonize the
interndtiondization or glabdization with locdization. The designing of four outwerd
development zones and one inland axis ae nesded in this context. Four outward
development zones ae the Northen aea tonvad Eurasa the Pan-Ydlow Sea aea
toward China and Southeest Ada, the PanrEast Sea area toward Jgpan, the Far Eat
d Russa, and the South SearJgu area toward the Pedific Coean.

Acoording to it, a Fveu Sydam is suggeted & a new gregt-adminidraive
patition in the unified peninslla. The five Ju's ae Guanso Ju linking the
Pan-Yelow Sea economic ghae with Eurada, Guanbuk du linking the Pan-Esgt Seal
econamic ghae with Brasia Gho J as a cattrd aea o the Pan-Ydlow Sea
econamic phare, Tasbaek U as a cantrd aea of the Pan-Eagt Sea econamic ohere,
and Narhee du linking bath the economic gheres of the PanrYdlow Sea and the
Pan-Eag Sea with the Pacific Oceen aea. And the unified peninaula would have a
firmer gound for integdive devdopmet as each M's devdopmat plan is
implematted for the purpoe of strengthening nudeus menagement functions of locd
megardities to fit this gatia framenork
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