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In this chapter we look at five measures of ethnic Korean integration in Yanbian 延邊 prefecture 

(China) over the past century. First, we find that the number and socio-economic background of 

new migrants have varied little over time. Yet, partly due to Chinese policy, return migration was 

much higher at the end of the twentieth century than at the beginning. Second, even though ethnic 

mixing, e.g., through intermarriage increased, rates remained low. Third, throughout the twentieth 

century Koreans had on average higher levels of education than Han Chinese. Fourth, their 

occupational position converged with that of Han Chinese in the second half of the twentieth 

century. Fifth, we find that their position was strengthened by geo-politics, closeness to Korea, 

and the clustering of Koreans in Yanbian. Overall, the conclusion is that the long-term settlement 

process produced mixed results, with structural (socio-economic) integration being well advanced, 

whereas identificational integration was limited.    

 

1. Introduction 

Migration in Northeast Asia is widespread, partly caused by the very fluent boundaries over the 

past millennia. At the end of the nineteenth century this part of the continent even became one of 

the three global hotspots of intense migration. Comparable with the tens of millions of migrants 

who left Europe for the Americas and similar numbers of Indians and Chinese who were drawn to 

the plantation economies in South-East Asia, some fifty million Asian migrants flocked to North-

East Asia, comprising Manchuria, Siberia, Central Asia and Japan in the period 1846‒1940.2 The 

 
1 We thank Christine Moll-Murata, Karen Finney-Kellerhoff, and the participants of the workshop “The Frontier of 
Continental North East Asian Industrialization” (February 2019) for their helpful comments on earlier drafts of this 
paper. 
The research leading to these results received funding from the European Research Council under the European 
Union’s Horizon 2020 Programme / ERC-StG 637695 - HinDI, as part of the project “The historical dynamics of 
industrialization in Northwestern Europe and China ca. 1800-2010: a regional interpretation”. 
2 McKeown (2004). See also Gottschang / Lary (2000), 47, 64 and 171. Due to the lack of sources it is not known 
how many Chinese and Koreans moved to Manchuria before 1891, but we know that in 1876 alone some 900,000 
Chinese migrated to North China. Ge Jianxiong et al. (1993), Jianming Zhongguo Yimin Shi, calculated that between 
1860 and 1907 some 14 million Chinese moved to Manchuria. McKeown (2004), 187. 
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Chinese who moved north profited from the gradual relaxation of migration restrictions to 

Manchuria from the 1860s onwards. For geopolitical reasons both China and Japan stimulated 

colonization via migration through homesteading arrangements in the 1880s.3 The construction of 

railroads further speeded up Chinese migration into Manchuria, which totaled some 300,000 

migrants per year in the period 1860‒1907.4  

 A second group of migrants who, due to a combination of geopolitics and natural disasters, 

left for Manchuria, were Koreans. This chapter focusses on the heart of Manchuria, the Yanbian (

延邊) Korean Autonomous Prefecture located in the Chinese Jilin Province which borders on 

present-day North Korea, and is also known as the ‘third Korea’.5 The history of this prefecture is 

relatively well known: it experienced large-scale economic migration in the late nineteenth century 

and another wave during Republican China due to war and poverty.6 After World War II, when 

the occupation by Japan (1910‒1945) ended and Korea became an independent state again (until 

separation in a southern and northern part in 1948), more than half of these Koreans stayed in 

northern China. Until the 1960s the border between Yanbian and North Korea was quite porous 

and ethnic Koreans (termed Joseonjok 朝鲜族 in Korean) could choose to live on either side of the 

border. Today, whereas between 1‒5% of ethnic Koreans live in most prefectures in the three 

northeastern provinces of China (Liaoning, Jilin, Heilongjiang), in Yanbian prefecture (some 2 

million inhabitants in the late 1980s) this was no less than 36% (see Figure 1), many of whom 

(some 100,000) at present work in South Korea, Japan and overseas.7  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
3 Lucassen and Lucassen (2014), 36; Kessler (2014), 86. 
4 McKeown (2004), 158. Many migrants travelled partly by boat from Shandong to Liaodong, crossing the Yellow 
Sea. 
5 Han (2013), chapter 4. 
6 E.g. Sun (2009). 
7 Luova (2014), 53‒54. In 2007 these overseas emigrants sent 1 billion US dollars in remittances. 
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Figure 1. Share of ethnic Koreans in Northeast China by prefecture in 1982 

 
Source: Minnesota Population Center (2019: National Bureau of Statistics, China, 1982 census). 

 

Notwithstanding the long history of settlement of Koreans in Yanbian, their level of integration 

is lower than might be expected. On the one hand, by far the most Koreans opted for China due to 

generally more beneficial educational, political and economic conditions. Yet, even though, 

compared to the local Han Chinese, they are well educated, their access to the labor market is 

limited, which party explains why they still feel ethnically Korean. In other words, their structural 

integration, measured by their socio-economic position, is mixed, while their identificational 

integration, defined as the extent to which they define themselves primarily as Chinese, is very 

limited (on this distinction see Lucassen 2005).8  

In the following section we deal with the new migrants who arrived in Yanbian over the 

past century. In Section 3 we will use three further indicators, mostly driven by data availability, 

i.e. ethnic persistency, education and employment. The policy regarding Koreans will be dealt with 

 
8 Lucassen (2005), 19. Needless to say, various variables are of limited importance as they might affect each other, 
e.g., Huddleston (2013), 37. 
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in Section 4. We end in Section 5 with a brief conclusion, finding a mixed picture with geographic 

closeness to Korea, the large share of Koreans in Yanbian, and geopolitical interplay between 

Japan, Korea, China and the USSR, leading to a relatively high degree of freedom for the Koreans. 

Whereas they have managed to exploit this in terms of education, this was less the case on the 

labor market. 

 

2. Korean migration to Yanbian prefecture  

Yanbian prefecture9 became a focal point of Korean migration at the end of the nineteenth century 

when, after centuries of indetermination, the Chinese Qing dynasty and the Korean Chosŏn 

dynasty set the Chinese-Korean border at the Tumen river. After the defeat in the Opium Wars and 

China’s perceived weakness, the Qing opened up Manchuria both to North Korean and Chinese 

peasants.10  Yet the region remained vulnerable and in the 1880s, after harvest failure, many 

Koreans from North Hamgyong province (咸鏡道 in the North of Korea and bordering Yanbian) 

migrated to Manchuria.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
9 When considering the educational situation of Koreans in present-day Yanbian prefecture in the long run, we first 
have to identify the territory. In 1952 it consisted of the, identically named, Yanbian prefecture plus Dunhua 敦化 
county, which in 1952 had not yet been included in Yanbian. For the pre-New China period (before 1949), we 
equate the present-day prefecture with what the Japanese called “Jiandao province” 間島省. Hence, when we speak 

about Yanbian prefecture, we use present-day boundaries of the Yanbian Korean Autonomous Prefecture 延边朝鲜

族自治州. Even though the boundaries of Yanbian, with the exception of Dunhua county, remained constant, the 

same cannot be said for its constituent counties. Prior to 1952 Yanbian prefecture consisted of Hunchun 琿春, 

Wangqing 汪清, Antu 安圖, Yanji 延吉, and Helong 和龍 county. In 1953 Yanji city 延吉市 was split off from 

Yanji county 延吉縣 and in 1965 Tumen 圖們 was also split off from Yanji county.  In 1983 Yanji county was 

renamed Longjing 龙井 county. Consequently, today counties and county level cities of Yanbian prefecture are 
Hunchun, Wangqing, Antu, Dunhua,Yanji, Longjing, and Tumen. 

10 Shen / Xia (2014), 135. 



5 
 

 

Figure 2. Timing of migration to Yanbian prefecture, ca. 1890‒1940 

              
Note: includes only those migrating directly from North Korea to Yanbian. 

Sources: Helong xian gonganju (nd. a, b, c, d); Helong xian gonganju (1952a, b); Yanji xian gonganju (1952). 

 

        Migration increased after the Japanese annexation of Korea in 1910, as can be seen in Figure 

2. Many left in order to flee the harsh policing measures by the Japanese but also because they 

could obtain cheap land, offered by the Chinese state.11 This migration from North Korea to China 

in fact continued up to the 1950s when the Korean War caused further large-scale migration. After 

the 1950s, migration from Korea to China declined before it increased again in the 1990s. In the 

last few decades the presence of irregular migrants in Yanbian has declined again, mainly as a 

result of increased – forced – return migration following the stepping up of identity checks by the 

Chinese authorities, after some irregular North Koreans had forced their way into foreign 

embassies in China.12 As a consequence, some 50,000 irregular Korean migrants, who lived in 

Yanbian around 2002, were targeted, and soon this number dwindled to ca. 10,000‒20,000. 

 

 

 

 

 
11 Cathcart (2010), 28. 
12 Smith (2005), 171‒172. 
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Table 1. Socio-economic characteristics of persons who migrated from Korea to Yanbian, 1890‒

2000 

  region of origin education     employment 

  North 
Hamgyong 

South 
Hamgyong  

other Korean 
provinces 

no education primary 
education 

secondary 
education 

tertiary 
education 

share 
farmers 

1890s 83% 0% 17% 50% 50% 0% 0% 100% 

1900s 88% 0% 13% 48% 39% 13% 0% 95% 

1910s 91% 3% 6% 58% 36% 6% 0% 87% 

1920s 56% 8% 36% 52% 40% 8% 0% 78% 

1930s 73% 0% 27% 33% 67% 0% 0% 79% 

1940s 84% 0% 16% 47% 37% 16% 0% 93% 
         

1990s 78% 12% 10% 0% 9% 85% 6% 12% 

                  

Source: See below Figure 2; Robinson et al. (1999), 293. 

 

During the twentieth century the reasons for migration remained quite constant, as did the 

socio-economic background of the migrants. Indeed, in Table 1 one may observe that, throughout 

the twentieth century, migration from North Hamgyong province dominated. The main reason for 

Koreans from this province to move to China was economic, while political factors seem to have 

played a very minor role. Not only does the out-migration predate the rise of the Communist 

regime in North Korea, it is also remarkable that during the 1990s people from other North Korean 

provinces sharing a border with China, with similar options to migrate, did not do so. This suggests 

that the political regime did not function as a strong push factor.  

In fact, throughout the twentieth century it were the poor agricultural conditions in North 

Hamgyong that stimulated Koreans to leave. As pointed out by Lee,13 this out-migration started 

with a series of famines in Hamgyong province, leading to ca. 100,000 migrants leaving for 

Yanbian around 1900, i.e. an annual net migration of ca. 7,000 persons. Given a return migration 

of probably close to 35%,14 this implies ca. 10,000 migrants per year around 1900. These numbers 

increased in the 1920s‒1940s when mostly poor farmers moved to Yanbian.  

 
13 Lee (1986), 16. 
14 Idem, 23. 
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This was not much different in the 1990s since, as pointed out by Smith (2005), per capita 

grain production in North Hamgyong province was the lowest in all the provinces of North Korea, 

which goes a long way to explaining why especially people from this province migrated. In 

addition, many people from North Hamgyong already lived in Yanbian, with some of them helping 

refugees from North Korea.15 It is important to point out that, since many migrants lived in poverty 

in Yanbian in the 1990s, a large number stayed only for a short time,16 resulting in much higher 

return migration than in the first half of the twentieth century. 

 

3. Integration of migrants: intermarriage, education and occupation 

In order to explore the level of integration of ethnic Koreans who settled in Yanbian in earlier 

periods, we analyzed their identificational (with intermarriage as a proxy) and structural and socio-

economic (education and employment) characteristics, for which we have sufficient data. The 

policy regarding Koreans will be dealt with in Section 4. 

 

Table 2. Share of people who defined themselves as ethnic Koreans in Yanbian, 1939‒2003 (000s) 

 1907* 1939 1953 1958 1964 1982 1990 2003 

Koreans 50 544 538 580 623 754 834 829 

Han Chinese 12.5 171 208 421 644 1,074 1,172 1,292 

Total 62.5 731 764 1,019 1,314 1,874 2,070 2,186 

Ratio 

Koreans/total 

80% 74% 70% 57% 47% 40% 40% 38% 

* Yanji county only. 

Source: Lee (1986), 17; Yin / Tian (2009), 271‒282; Han (2013), 68. 

 

 
15 Ai (2014), 35. 
16 Robinson / Lee / Hill/ Burnham (1999), 293. 
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As pointed out above, up to ca. 1950 migration was an important driver of the increase in 

the number of Koreans in Yanbian. However, this declined significantly and, from the 1960s 

onwards, migration was limited and population dynamics were primarily driven by the fertility 

rates of those living in Yanbian.17 As we can see in Table 2, the share of Koreans dropped from 

1950 onwards. Yet, this downward trend is less strong than one might expect, which we may 

attribute to three main reasons. First, while the immigration of Han Chinese, naturalization of 

Koreans, and repression during the Cultural Revolution, especially in the 1950s and 1960s, led to 

a declining share of Koreans in the population of Yanbian, the low rate of intermarriage further 

reinforced the trend. The rate of intermarriage largely depends on the share of each ethnicity in the 

local population: in many cases, if one ethnicity dominates, the intermarriage rate is likely to be 

higher in the smaller of the two ethnic groups. In order to correct for this effect, we use the 

Herfindahl index, 

𝐻 = 𝑠  

which is the sum of the squared proportion of each ethnicity s. 1‒H then gives the % chance of 

intermarriage if marriages were completely random. The actual rate of intermarriage divided by 

the chance of intermarriage equals the diversity-adjusted intermarriage potential. This implies that, 

with the exception of the 1930s and the Cultural Revolution period, when there were attempts by 

the Chinese state to prevent marriages between Korean women and Han Chinese men, 

intermarriage was at close to 10% of its potential (see Table 3). This is not much different from 

the intermarriage rate among all ethnicities in the USA in the 1960s‒70s and is relatively low.  

 

 

 

 

 

 
17 e.g. Lee (1986). 
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Table 3. Rate of intermarriage in Yanbian 

 
intermarriage 

rate 

share of Koreans in 

total population 

diversity-adjusted  

intermarriage 

propensity 

1900s 0% 86.0% 0.0% 

1910s 0% 86.0% 0.0% 

1920s 0% 86.0% 0.0% 

1930s 0% 74.0% 0.0% 

1940s 4% 65.4% 9.3% 

1950s 3% 56.8% 7.1% 

1960s 2% 48.1% 4.6% 

1970s 1% 39.5% 2.9% 

1980s 3% 39.5% 6.0%f 

1990s 6% 36.5% 13.7% 

    

Note: Before 1940 Helong and Yanji county only. 

Sources: See below Figure 2; Minnesota Population Center (2019: National Bureau of Statistics, China, 

1982, 1990, and 2000 census). 

 

  

The second factor concerns education. Education levels among migrants were relatively 

high, and one of the first things these migrants did was to set up private schools (seodang 書堂).18 

Indeed, around 1932 there were 137 schools run by Koreans in Yanbian. Assessing the educational 

 
18 Lee (1986), 30. 
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attainment of Koreans in Yanbian (see Table 4), we find that, up to today, illiteracy rates are lower 

and secondary and tertiary education higher than among the Han population. The reason for this 

remarkable educational development is often attributed to Koreans traditionally placing much 

value on education. Indeed, private schools, which teach reading and writing, calculus, and basic 

Confucian texts, had traditionally been very popular in Korea, and had traditionally been strongly 

supported by the Korean government, contrary to China.19 Even when the move towards “modern” 

education occurred after 1880, ‘[m]ore schools were founded in Yenpien [i. e. Yanbian] as a result 

of the “patriotic cultural enlightenment movement,”20 a movement that reached its peak after 1905 

and tried to stimulate Korean nationalism by concentrating on culture and enlightenment.’  

 

Table 4. Educational attainment by level and ethnicity, 1952‒2000 (%) 

ethnicity   
no 
education 

primary 
education 

secondary 
education 

tertiary 
education 

Korean 1952 34.6 44.4 20.4 0.6 
 1982 10.9 28.0 59.0 2.1 
 1990 9.7 32.3 51.5 6.4 
 2000 3.8 24.4 57.8 14.1 
      

Han 1952 46.4 45.5 8.1 0.0 
 1982 19.9 36.2 43.0 0.8 
 1990 12.5 38.6 44.5 4.4 
 2000 7.5 32.6 49.8 10.1 

            
Sources: See below Figure 2; Minnesota Population Center (2019: National Bureau of Statistics, China, 

1982, 1990, and 2000 census). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
19 Dittrich (2014), 268. 
20 As argued by Tsurushima Setsure (1932); op cit. Lee (1986), 31. 
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Table 5. Occupation breakdown by sector and ethnicity, 1939‒2000 (%) 

Ethnicity 
economic 
sector 

1939 1952 1982 2000 

Korean agriculture 68.5 84.0 59.4 47.9 
 industry 2.9 5.4 22.4 16.0 
 services 28.5 10.5 18.2 36.1 
 sum 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Han/Manchu agriculture 52.2 46.9 61.8 47.9 
 industry 7.7 31.3 23.9 24.0 
 services 40.1 21.9 14.3 28.0 
 sum 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

            

Sources: See below Figure 2; Yin / Tian (2009), 271‒282; Minnesota Population Center (2019: National 

Bureau of Statistics, China, 1982, and 2000 census). 

 

The third aspect of integration for which we have data is the occupational structure. As 

shown in Table 5, for Koreans in Yanbian there was a trend away from agriculture to services in 

the final decades of the twentieth century. Essentially this is a convergence in occupational 

structure between Koreans and Han. This trend is partly due to an increasing return to education 

during the Reform Period since the 1980s,21 which on the one hand particularly benefitted Koreans 

in urban areas because they have a larger share of urban household registrations (hukou 戶口) than 

Han22, enabling them to profit more from education. On the other hand, the opening-up of China-

Korean trade created jobs for people with Korea-specific skills. This urban-rural differential is, 

however, also a story of Yanbian’s decline. With Koreans spreading across urban regions in China 

or migrating to South Korea, those remaining in Yanbian often work in agriculture with relatively 

low incomes which causes a further out-migration of young people.23 

 

4. Politics and treatment of Koreans 

As the experience of Koreans in, e.g., Japan and the USSR shows, external factors also have a 

major effect on integration. Whereas in the USSR Koreans were, around 1937, deported and forced 

to assimilate with the local (Central Asian) populations, in Japan in ca. 1949, there was a policy 

 
21 Fu / Ren (2010), 602-604. 
22 Gustafsson / Yang (2016), 6. 
23 Choi (2016, 251. 
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of keeping Koreans apart, while discouraging the establishment of Korean schools and limiting it 

to a small number of private institutions.24 Yet, contrary to the processes of assimilation in the 

USSR and Japan, the geopolitical interplay created some agency for Koreans in China. Partly due 

to pull factors, i.e. the opening of Manchuria in 1881 by the Qing, and partly due to push factors, 

i.e. harvest failures, many farmers from the neighboring northernmost Korean province North 

Hamgyong moved to Yanbian.25  

The position of Koreans in Yanbian was regulated by three Sino-Japanese treaties, the most 

important one being the Agreement relating to the Chientao Region signed in 1909. This treaty set 

the border at the Tumen river, but allowed the Japanese consular police jurisdiction in Yanbian.26 

Moreover, the treaty stipulated that Koreans were, contrary to Koreans living in other parts of 

Manchuria, allowed to purchase or lease land, to be treated equally to Chinese in judicial matters,27 

were allowed to trade freely across the border, and to move between the two countries. In 1910, 

with Japan’s annexation of Korea, Japan considered Koreans in China to be Japanese citizens. This 

created a complicated situation since the Japanese now argued that, as Koreans had become 

Japanese citizens, the Sino-Japanese Treaty of 1915 applied, in which the Japanese obtained the 

right for their citizens in Yanbian to trade freely in South Manchuria. Yet the Chinese challenged 

this view, claiming that the 1909 treaty remained valid.28 This period saw the settlement of a large 

number of migrants, of whom 93% did so for economic reasons.29 

 During the 1910s and 1920s China was unable to keep order in Yanbian. In addition, anti-

Japanese resistance groups were set up among Koreans, making them popular with the Chinese 

who viewed it as a common struggle.30 At the end of the 1920s these groups split into nationalists 

and communists with changing fortunes in the struggle for power of both groups. In the 1930s the 

Koreans in North China became the target of anti-Korean sentiment by both the Nationalists and 

 
24 Min (1992), 11-12. 
25 Han (2013), 67. 
26 Commission of Enquiry (1932), 58. 
27 Lee (1986), 18. 
28 Commission of Enquiry (1932), 57. 
29 Lee (1986), 22. 
30 Larsen (2018), 132-135. 
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the CCP. In the latter case, the well-known Min-sheng-Tuan 民生團 Incident of 1933‒1936 

resulted in a purge of senior Koreans from the CCP ranks.31  

In 1945 Japan was defeated and a movement soon swept through the land that led to the 

persecution of collaborators (including Koreans in the CCP). This was a period of systemic 

violence, but nonetheless re-migration to Korea was limited (only about 33% of 1.4 million 

Koreans re-migrated). This can be explained by the fact that the political and economic situation 

in North Korea was not much better.32 Later in 1946 the CCP started a campaign of persuasion by 

distributing land, which worked especially well in rural Yanbian. Also due to its high share of 

Koreans, anti-Korean sentiment was less widespread in the prefecture. Finally, after the Nationalist 

defeat, Yanbian became communist from 1947 onwards. However, continued fighting in Northeast 

China as well as broken links with Korea and Northeast China led to the impoverishment of 

Yanbian.  

 But during peacetime, too, the relationship between Koreans and Han Chinese remained 

fragile, with benefits (such as education) for each ethnic group having to be carefully balanced. 

However, the Korean War changed this as rising nationalism forced Koreans in Yanbian to clearly 

state their loyalty to the PRC. Recruitment in Yanbian for the war started in 1950 with thousands 

of youths signing up to fight against the USA and South Korea. This war caused refugees to flee 

to Yanbian and led to the presence of Chinese and Sino-Korean troops in North Korea. The net 

effect was a mix of people moving back and forth across the border. After the armistice, the 

Chinese government decided that only those who had been present in China before the war were 

Chinese citizens.33 

 The situation did not change much in the 1950s and, with only minimal documentation 

needed to cross the border and an urgently required workforce in North Korea, migrants moved 

from China to Korea. This led to active North Korean campaigns in the late 1950s to encourage 

Koreans in China, the USSR, and Japan to migrate to North Korea. Supported by the PRC in 1957 

eventually 50,000 Koreans went to North Korea, with 40,000 returning quickly because of 

 
31 Lee (1966), 107-117. 
32 Cathcart (2010), 31. 
33 Shen / Xia (2014), 140. 
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“undesirable circumstances”.34 Further measures from China included pressurizing Koreans with 

dual citizenship to move to the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea (DPRK).  

Also, illegal migration from Yanbian to North Korea occurred on a small scale mainly 

because of higher grain yields in North Korea and its preferential treatment of Chinese-Koreans. 

This culminated in a mass border crossing, sometimes argued to be orchestrated by North Korea 

but certainly triggered by the Great Leap Forward between 1958 and 1961 and the ensuing famines. 

Between January 1961 and May 1962 77,000 people attempted to cross the border, with 55,000 

succeeding.35 The main reason for China not to interfere was that in the early 1960s the Sino-

Soviet split occurred and both countries tried to win over North Korea. Consequently, in the case 

of the Koreans, there was no nationality policy and Chinese measures were mostly ad hoc and 

intended to charm North Korea.36  

Up to the 1980s net migration to North Korea occurred but was soon followed by reverse 

migration when the Chinese economy expanded at an unprecedented pace. At the same time, 

borders with North Korea were opened up in the mid-1980s, due to the desire of the Chinese 

government to strengthen China’s position in Northeast Asia by acting as a bridge between North 

and South Korea. In addition, the idea was to reduce discontent in Yanbian since it had profited 

little from the economic progress in China as a whole.37 

 

5. Conclusion 

The situation of Koreans in the neighboring Chinese prefecture of Yanbian has been the topic of 

much research. On the one hand, studies have shown Koreans, at times, to be generally accepted 

in Chinese society and well-educated,38 while on the other hand it is found that recently Yanbian 

has become impoverished, the share of Koreans in the population is declining, and substantial out-

migration has been occurring.39 

 
34 Idem, 148. 
35 Idem, 150-151. 
36 Idem, 134. 
37 Colin (2003), 2. 
38 See e.g. Lee (1986), Min (1992), Larsen (2018). 
39 See e.g. Lee (1966), Choi (2016). 
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 In this chapter we have looked at five aspects (divided into a structural and an 

identificational dimension) on the basis of which the integration of Koreans in Yanbian 延邊 

prefecture can be measured over the past century. First, we find that the numbers of new Korean 

immigrants to Yanbian and their socio-economic background have varied little over time. Yet, 

partly due to the Chinese policy, return migration levels were much higher at the end of the 

twentieth century than at the beginning. Second, even though ethnic mixing by intermarriage 

increased, intermarriage rates remained comparatively low. Third, throughout the twentieth 

century Koreans had on average higher levels of education than the Han Chinese. Fourth, their 

occupational representation in the different sectors of the economy converged with that of the Han 

Chinese in the second half of the twentieth century. Fifth, their position was strengthened by geo-

politics and closeness to Korea, and clustering in Yanbian.  

 This leads to a mixed message: whereas some factors strengthened the position of Koreans 

in Yanbian, others weakened it. Combined with an initially adverse economic situation in Yanbian, 

this led to out-migration to other regions in China and to South Korea, thus reducing the Korean 

character of this prefecture. 
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