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1. Susan A. Lavin, Sample Design and Management of Field Data Collection in the Current Population Survey ,

Bureau of Census, United States Department of Commerce, 1990
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A. Seoul

B. Busan

C. Gyeonggi-Do

D. Jeonnam-Do

E. Gyeongbuk-Do

F. Incheon

1. Ulsan
2. Seongnam
3. Uijeongbu
4 .Bucheon
5 .Pyeongtaek
6 .Goyang
7 .Guri
8. Icheon
9. Mokpo

10.Suncheon
11.Naju
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13.Haenam
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17.Sangju
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19.Wonju
20.Gangneung
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23.Yeongwol
24.Chungju
25. Okcheon
26.Cheonan
27.Boryeong

28.Seosan
29.Jeongeup
30.Namwon
31.Jinan
32.Jinju
33.Tongyeong
34.Hadong
35.Geochang

National Statistical Office, Republic of Korea , http://www.nso.go.kr/eng/
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H. Chungbuk-Do

I. Chungnam-Do

J. Jeonbuk-Do

K. Gyeongnam-Do

L. Jeju-Do
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States Department of
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3.United Nation, Handbook of
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Operation and Organization of a
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Edition, 2004

4. Federal Statistical Office

Germany , http://www.destatis.
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5. National Statistical Office,

Republic of Korea , http://

www.nso.go.kr/eng/

6. U.K. National Statistics ,

http://www.statistics.gov.uk/

7. U.S. Census Bureau Home

Page , http://www.census.

gov/

8. http://www.

stat.go.jp/

55

No.605 2006.5


