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The Current State and Determinants of Korean Baby Boomers’ Welfare

Consciousness

Hyoung-Ha Lee *

Abstract

This study was conducted in order to assess the effect of variables influencing Korean baby-
boomers’ welfare consciousness. For this purpose, data from the gt supplementary survey of the
Korea Welfare Panel in 2013 were analyzed. The subjects of analysis were 2,035 people who were
born between 1955 and 1965 whose welfare panel data did not have missing values for the variables
of the research model.

According to the results of analysis, first, when the descriptive statistics of the major variables
were analyzed, those showing a relatively high mean score among the sub-factors of the baby-
boomers’ welfare consciousness were ‘expansion of expenditure for public assistance’ (mean 3.65, SD

.557), (mean 3.53, SD .646),

expenditure for social services' (mean 3.26, SD .424). The mean score of the baby-boomers’ overall

‘expansion of expenditure for social insurance’ and ‘expansion of
welfare consciousness was relatively high as 3.45 (SD .428), advocating the expansion of welfare
expenditure.

Second, the independent variables influencing the baby-boomers’ welfare consciousness was found
to have explanatory power of 12.9%. In the results of regression analysis, variables found to have a
significant effect were gender (5=.100, t=2.573, p<.01), personal responsibility for poverty (B=-.151,
t=-3.635, p<.01), social responsibility for poverty (5=.149, t=3.437, p<.001), and recipient’s laziness
(B=.251, t=6.578, p<.001). Based on these results were discussed major relevant policies.

» Keyword : baby boomer, welfare consciousness, social insurance, public assistance, social service
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[1l. Research Method

1. Research model
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socio-demographic
characteristics
+ gender
« education level
« family type
+ family income
+ Income status

welfare consciousness
- public assistance spending
- social insurance spending
- social service spending

poverty causes
= personal responsibility
+ social responsibility
« fatalism

welfare attitude
- equality of the income
and wealth
- growth and distribution
- beneficiaries laziness
« limited in welfare
provision to poor people

Fig. 1. Research model

2. Data collection and analysis
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Table 1. Birth Year Distribution
Birth Freque % Birth Freque %
Year ncy Year ncy
1955 214 10.5 1960 271 13.8
1956 226 111 1961 231 11.4
1957 208 10.2 1962 230 11.8
1958 211 11.0 1963 221 10.9
1959 223 13.3 2l 2035 100.0
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3. Measuring Tools
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Table 2. The Main Measure ltems
T Question Cronbach'
Distinction
(range) s alpha
welfare 10 item
consciousness
. ) (1=much less
(public assistance, :
- spending, .754
social insurance, _
) ) 5=much more
social service spending)
spending)
Feagin(1972) 11
item
poverty causes (1=not important 777

at all, 4=very

importance)
. 1 item
income and
(1=very equal
wealth oy
inequalit “HFBS, 7=very
a y unequal)
1 item
(1=growth was
importance the only thing
of growth that mattered..
welfare and 4=distribution
distribution was the only -
attitude thing that
mattered)
1 item
the poor are
oz (1=very agreed,

Y 5=very opposed)
welfare .

: 1 item
provides (1=very agreed
imited to | I yopgosed’)
the poor y

V. Results of the study

1. Characteristics of the main variables of the

study subjects
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Table 3. Summary of Respondent Characteristics

Freg;en %
gender male 977 48.0
female 1058 52.0
uneducated,
elementary 375 18.4
‘ school
edltg’va‘;‘lo” middle school | 436 214
high school 877 43.1
more than a 347 171
college
social
consideration 178 8.7
family family
type not a social
consideration 1857 91.3
family
less lthan 1 146 70
million
less than one
million to 2 289 14.2
million
less than 2
million to 3 332 16.3 average
family million =
: less than 3 443.8
income o
million to 4 348 171 million
million
less than 4
million to 5 257 12.6
million
morel tlhan 5 564 277
million
Iowfm.clome 402 19.8
Income families
status :
ordinary 1633 80.2
families

2. Descriptive statistics analysis of key

variables

2-1. The average analysis of key variables
HlolH| o] BAEE, WAl Bxjojde] tjdt Hi
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Table 4. The average analysis of the main variables

N i sD.
(range)
equality of
the income 650 (15'3’% 1.269
and wealth
growth and 2.52
RO 650 .842
welfare bdlSU;bgtpn (;;g)
) eneficiaries .
attitude laziness 650 (1~5) 1.017
limited in
welfare 2.67
provision to 650 (1~5) 1.058
poor people
personal 3.09
responsibility 650 (1~4) 488
poverty social 2.80
causes responsibility 650 (1 ’“4) 556
) 2.20
fatalism 650 (1~4) .848
public
assistance 645 3.65 .557
X (1~5)
spending
social
welfare insurance 650 3.53 646
) (1~5)
. spending
conscious
social
ness service 633 3.26 507
X (1~5)
spending
3.45
total 632 (1~5) 428

2-2. The main variables Correlation analysis
8 Rk AAAAE B <Table 5.>9} Q"jr &5
B21928 E@HS49l A (r=.090, p<.05), W1Z] A

Q1A (r=-.097, p<.05), W22 218 AU (r=.133, p<.01), &

EZa BEHE(r=.090, p<.01), AFwct Huje Fo4
(r=.086, p<.05), A= AL (=273, p<.01)2 Foln|3t
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Table 5. Correlation analysis table
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1.gender(female=0) 2.education level 3.family income

4. family type(O=social consideration family)

5.income status(O=low-income families )

6.personal responsibility 7.social responsibility 8.fatalism
9.equality of the income and wealth 10.growth and distribution
11.beneficiaries laziness 12.limited in welfare provision to
poor people 13.welfare consciousness

2-3. Regression analysis of the factors
influencing the wel fare-consciousness

Wolu|uie] Beldlo] SRIvse) JPS A e
SEIARAS AN A SRESE
(multicollinearity)e] &= A& dolrr] 3] #A4H
(VIF: Variance Inflation Factor)Z /‘45& A3} LE ¥
A VIF A57E 38 97 2ot e = o

Vb,
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Table 6. Regression analysis of Public—assistance
expenditure expansion
B B t VIF
(constant) 2.984 12.170%%*
gender A1 100 2.560%* 1.077
education level -.060 -.107 -2.633* 1.167
family income -.001 -.040 -.949 1.261
family type .093 .053 1.286 1.204
Income status -.063 -.044 -1.011 1.325
personal -.044 | -.039 919 1.241
responsibility
social 114 114 2.621%x | 1.326
responsibility
fatalism -.017 -.026 -.619 1.217
equality of the
income and .026 .060 1.553 1.053
wealth
growth and 035 052 1.353 1.049
distribution
beneficiaries | 455 | 503 5.810 | 1.037
laziness
limited in
welfare 017 | 032 840 1.041
provision to
poor people
R2 = 102
F = 5.995%

*p<.05, *xp<.01, **xp<.001

-.165,

(B=
t=4.662, p<.05)°] Froju|st “ﬂ% l
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Table 7. Regression analysis of Social-insurance
expenditure expansion
B B t VIF
(constant) 3.408 11.907 %%
gender .069 .053 1.364 | 1.075

education level .024 .037 .909 1.165
family income -.001 -.043 -1.024 1.262
family type 117 .057 1.386 1.204
Income status -.167 .100 -2.301* 1.327
personal ~220 | -.165 | —3.972%% | 1.215
responsibility
social 073 | 063 1.459 | 1316
responsibility
fatalism .010 .013 .320 | 1.218
equality of the
income and .035 .068 1.761 1.051
wealth
growth and
o .052 .068 1.757 | 1.050
distribution
beneficiaries 14| 479 4.662% | 1.040
laziness
limited in
welfare -.038 | -.062 -1.606 | 1.039
provision to
poor people
R2 = .095
F = 5.572%x*

#p<.05, ##p<.01, ##+p< 001
AR, wjolu)r o] ARIMH A AZ gl FEFE VA=
52 8.0%4 AEEs 7= Al .3
I, W2 AN (B=-112, t=-2.636, p<. 01), 1l
o ARSRQN(B=.195, t=4.392, p<.00D), FEAhs
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Table 8. Regression analysis of Social-service expenditure
expansion

B B t VIF
(constant) 2.759 12.034xx%
gender .069 .068 1.716 1.077
education level -.001 -.002 -.048 1.166
family income -0.001 .000 -.008 | 1.258
family type .035 .022 520 | 1.204
Income status .049 .038 .855 1.324
personal 17| -112 | -2.636% | 1.212
responsibility
social A78 | 195 | 4302wex | 1327
responsibility
fatalism -.014 -.023 -544 | 1.224
equality of the
income and .013 .032 .820 1.054
wealth
growth and _ B B
distribution .004 .006 148 | 1.061
belnef'o'a”es 082 | 164 |  4.181exx | 1.040
aziness
limited in
welfare 002 | .004 091 | 1.042
provision to
poor people
R2 = .080
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| F = 4.487%# |
#*p<.05, **p<.01, ##+p<.001

A, wolu] Rl Hx]o) el s nX= SHUTES
12.9%°] AHES /e 2oz BAHY. 37
AR(B=100, t=2.573, p<.01), W AHAAA(B=-.151,
t=—3.635, p<.01), ALE A A(B=.149, t=3.437,
p<.001), AR AleB(B=.251, t=6.578, p<.001)°] <]
mgk s mAE o FAFAC F, o7} A

o @ 4%, wwe] AEAgle] o

Nl

o]
=T [8 e = =2
Erh B5E, SRR AoEre Qo] B84E B4
Ho) o] %8 o= B4R

Table 9. Regression analysis of Welfare—consciousness

B B t VIF
(constant) 9.285 16.129%*x
gender 261 .100 2.573* | 1.076
education level -.030 -.023 -.560 1.168
family income -.001 -.042 -.991 1.261
family type 222 .054 1.306 1.204
Income status -.184 -.055 -1.271 1.325
personal -411 | -151 | -3.635%+ | 1.234
responsibility
social 350 | 149 | 3.437%%+ | 1.333
responsibility
fatalism -.038 | -.025 -.600 | 1.226
equality of the
income and .071 .069 1.788 1.054
wealth
growth and 089 | .057 1.479 | 1.058
distribution
belnef'c'a”es 323 | 251 | 6.578xx | 1.037
aziness
limited in
welfare -010 | -.008 —212 | 1.043
provision to
poor people
R2 = 129#xx*
F = 7.646%%x

*p<.05, **p<.01, ***p<.001

V. Conclusions
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