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An opening remark

Within South Koreas society women faces problems concerning their family,
structural changes of economy, politics and other socia issues. In their everyday
life women experiences these problems and they have to overcome the
pressures. In order to find out 'the lives of women and their change patterns in
a longitudinal prospective, Korean Women's Development Institute have
conducted a national level pane survey of women from 2006.

As of this year, we are proud to present our 5th pand survey results. To
congtruct a nationd level of longitudinal data, it is required to visuadize the
changes within a women's life, such as women's family life, career, work-family
balance and ordinary life. After our successful release of 1st and 2nd KLoWF
data in 2008 and 2009, we need to release more sophisticated and practical data
compared to our previous data

In order to identify the problems and structural changes within women's life,
the existing panel data are diversfied by their own policy objectives which
makes it unable to proceed researches concerning women-family policy issues.
Also many existing panel data are not equivaent to analyze the lives of women
and structurd changes of family. These old data do not have enough women
samples. Futhermore, adequate gender-sensitive research tool is needed to
identify the status of women and families.

The KLoWF data was edtablished aong with these policy necessity. The
KLoWF data is the first women panel data to comprehensively examine the life
changes of women and structural changes of families. The KLoWF data has
overcome the difficulties of existing data. The KLoWF will be a valuable

source to academic researches and policy makings. Since 2nd year data, it is



now feasible to analyze in a longitudina prospective for KLOWF, and we are
proud to announce that we are able to provide extensive research data.

This year's research paper on KLOWF verifies the changes of women's family
relationship and economic activities during 2007 and 2008. Also, the KLowF present
further research topics, such as the "The impact of public expenditure to women's
economic activities' and "The determinant factor of women's job mobility”.

We are doing our best to make KLOWF to hold statistical representative.
Also to hold comparativeness with leading overseas pand data and to possess
globa standard. The KLoWF data will provide women's consciousness and
action towards society structural changes. The comprehensively collected data
will dlow us to analyze and explain the impact of socid sructural issues
concerning women's life by multidisciplinary approach.

The KLoWF will be a base data to establish policies, such as promoting
women's economic activity participation, improve women's economica
independence and prevent women's poverty. The KLoWF can aso be used to
identify family sructural changes and family objective issues, to establish
family related policies.

Also KLoWF will provide sophisticated information about women's decision
making or quality of their life to examine the impacts of diversified policies,
such as future day nursery policy, work-family coexistence support policy and
economic activity promoting policy. These data will make it feasble to
establish and evaluate women related policies.

Lastly, thank you to al the researchers and participants for your sincere

participation, consultation and evaluation to improve the quality of this research.

President
Korean Women's Development Institute
Keum-Sook Choe



Contents

T . TIETOQUCHION «+eerereerseeresrsrerereursisssssssssses st et bbbttt 1
1. PUIPOSES Of the RESBAICK +rrrsressersseessssssssesssssss st 3

1) Significance and DistinCtiveness of KLOWE «weeesereressressriinssinseiseiennes 3

2) Purposes and Expected Effects of KLOWE wreereeerrmreiseisnsiisiisnniens 5

3) PUrposes of the 2010 SUNVEY RESEAICH - wrsrrrrsrmmmrsisssnisesisssnsienes 6

I . Research Contents of the 2010 KLOWE s 9
L MaEIN RESEAICH COMENES ++reererersererererersressesesesesenessssssnsesesesssssessssssssesesssessssses 11

2. PrOGress in MaiN FESBAICHES «+xrrsrersserssersssssssissssis s 1

1) Veification and cleaning of the second wave data -« 11

2) Weighting of the SECoNd Wave daa -« wsereeesessmnesinsisssisiseenes 15

3) Progress in the third KLOWF Main SUNVEY «weeeseesresessssssssesssenennes 17

) SYMPOSIUITIS +++++vssserssseesssessssasasssessss st 19

B) PanEl FOMUMS «+everesserssesssrsssrsisisssssissss s 20

6) PUDICAtioN Of Pangl Bigf -+ eeseeeseesssersssesnsissssssssisessssssssnsssssnneas 20

Il. Weighting of the First and Second Wave KLoWF Data ::-oooeeveesevinenne 21
1. OVErVIEW Of WEIGNtiNG PrOCESS «+rrsseessseessserssesssmssssssssssnsssssssssssssssssssssssneas 23

2. VariahleS fOr POS-SUIALfiICALION +++r-rererereeresrrererersrermenmererereeseenesessssessseneeses 25

1) ESHMAHON OF A wreeresreerseemsiesisesis s 26

2) ESMALION OF B wrrrseessreesmesssessssssssssssssssssssssssssssssss st 29

3) ESMALION OF C rrerreessreessmessmesssssssssssssssssssssssssss st 30

4) ESHMABHON OF D «rererrerssseessmesssesssseisssssissesss st 31

5) ESHMALION Of E «reerereesremseessessssessssssissessssssss s ?)



B) ESMALION OF | wrrreeersresssseessimesssnenssssssssssssssss st 33
3. ReWEghting Of firSt Wave data - s weseessseresssensssenssiisssisssissssnenaes 4
4. Weighting of the Second Wave Datay - 37
1) Longitudina enumerated individual weights of
thE SECONM WAVE QLA +++++e-srserererererersrsmsmsmsmsesesereressssesasesssesessssssnsesnsesesesens 37
2) Longitudina responding individud weights for
thE SECONT WAVE CaLal -++e+eeserererererersererererererssseersrsesesesessssesesesenesssessssesssens 38
3) Cross-sectional enumerated individual weights for
the SECONM WAVE QLA ++++re-seserererererersrsmsesmseseseseresessnsnsesasssesesssessssssnsesesnsens 40

4) Cross-sectiona responding individual weights for

the SECONT WAVE GEA -++rrerererererererrrrermrerereseseserernssmsesesssesesesesssssseseesssesenas a1

5) Second year cross-sectional household WEIGHS - essseerseeesssesssenssnennns 42

5. ReCOMding Of Final RESUILS +rrsseesseesseessmessssesssnssssssssssssssssesssssssssssessa 42
IV. Descriptive Analysis of Changes in Households and Individuals - 45
1. HOUSENOIQS «+++e+e+esesererersrererenssrsesesnsnsnetsssssesesesssnessssssesessssssssssssssesesessesssssssnens 47
1) Households and household MEMBDEXS - errssereserssemssseriririsssisnes 47
2) Characteristics of hoUSENOId REAHS «+++rs+serrsseerssrrssenssseniieinisssiinens 49
3) MOVING A0 NOUSING «++vvsrseeessesssseessssssssssssssesssssssssssssssssssss s 54
4) Household income and eXPENGitures -+« wsseeessersseesssesssesssssesssnssnnens 57
5) ASSES aNA EDES «+rrvveerssrrssserssensieisi it 63
6) CUITeNt ECONOMIC CONDItIONS «+++rressrersrressermsseesisssissessisss s 70

2. FAMIlY REIGHONS ++rrrrersserssseessensssessssessssssssssss s st 72
1) Marriage experience and intention tO MAITY s eeesersssesssessssesseesaes 73
2) Marriage and marital relationships -« eeesersmrssnsemseesesiiinens 77
3) HOUSBIWOTK ++++vvesseressesssesssss it 82
4) SEPAALION AND GIVOICE rrvrsereseresssersserssesiseis s 88
5) Childbirth, Family Planning and Child EUCELION =« exeeereesensnnnnnenes 93



6) Relationship With Adult Children « e eeeseeseessemsnsesenssssssiseeees 101

7) RelGiONSNIP With Parents - s eesssseeesssessssmessssssssssssssssssssssssssss 106
8) Attitudes toward family iSSUES -, 113
9) Views of marriage and marital relationships - eeeeeesseessssresnneens 115
10) Persona concerns, health and 1@iSUre - e, 116
11) REHremMEnt Plan -, 119

3. Economic ActiVities & Paid WWOIK ««-«eeeerereereemermsemmeesesssesssesssesiseseessees 120
1) Current ECONOMIC ACHVItIES «++xrvseesesesesmissisisisisisisi s, 120
2) CUITENE JODS +orevressessissisinisstsissiis st 122
3) JOD SAISFACHON «:ovevrressssssisiniiis s s 144
4) JOD SEEKEN'S PIEFEIENCES wrerrreresssrerssssessssssssssssssssssssssssssss s 146
5) Work and Family Bdance, and Workplace Discrimination -««--«---- 151

V. Characteristics of Non-Responding Households in the Second Wave

KILOWTE DALa veeeesreeeesreemremsremuemuesseessesasesasessssssessstsssssssssesssesssesssssesssesssenns 155
Q. INErOCUGCEHION +reerrrerrrerrernmsenrerse s 157
2. Panel Retention Rate of the Second Wave KLoFW Data
(based 0N hOUSENOIGS) «++v++sreesseessressersersiss e 158
3. Differences between Responding and Non-Responding Households ------ 159
4, Edimation of Non-Response Probability Using
A Binary LOGISHC MOGE! «+reveseersserserssenisensisssisi s 168
5. Concluding REMErKS -+ -+ wsserresessimssmssssinsinss s 170
V[. Plans for Future Research -« e 173
1. ReEaACh Plan fOr 2011 -eeeeeereereesrrmmmmmimmmmiiiies e sinss s ssss s ssssssssnesssnans 175
2. Research Plan fOr POS-201L eeeeererereessrrmmemmsmrieiiinissisnssssisssssisnsssssases s 176
Bibliography and RESOUICES :---ssresssssrressssrrsssssssisissssssissss s 179

i



<Table
<Table

<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table

<Table

<Table

<Table

<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table

m-1>
m-2>

Im-3>
Il -4>
II-5>
I -6>
m-7>
II-8>
Ir-9>
IM-10>

m-11>

m-12>

m-13>

m-14>
v-1>
v-2>
V-3>
V-4>
vV-5>

Table Contents

Overview Of Welghtlng ProCess +rsrereerrereerrereeseentaneniitiiiiiinieae. 24
Summary of population information necessary for

POSt-STALICAION +++++++++reoessseessssssssssss st 25
Estimation of A by Alternative 1 s 27
Estimation of A by Alternative 2 «weesserseemsssmsnssninieniens 28
ESHMAtiON Of B «rrerererereresemsmsesmsrsesssssssssisssisiessssesssssssesssssesesssssenes 29
ESHMAtiON Of € «eeeerererrrmimeseseseseseseisississsss s esesese s 30
ESHMAtion Of DD -+eerereresesesesesessssssssissessinseissesesesesssss s senans 31
ESHMAtON Of | weeerereerermsmmmsmsemsnsesesesesssesesssesssssssssssssssssesssesesns 32
ESHMAtON OF | weerererereressermsmmimisnsimsesisssssssssssssesssssesssssssssssssssns 33

Estimation of the response probability of responding household
members among the first year eligible responding household
members .......................................................................................... 35

Estimation of response probability (enumerated probability)
of the second year enumerated individuals

among the first year enumerated individuals ««-eeseeeeeesseeseeseesees 37

Estimation of the response probability of second year respondents

among the ﬁrst year respondents .................................................. 39

Estimation of the response probability for second year

respondents among the eligible second year respondents -« 41
The Type and Form of Final Weight «+wrsseeesssssessssssessissninnens 43
Distribution of Household Members by Number «-«eeeeeeeeeeeeseeeees 48
Change in the Number of Household Members «««+:«xeseeessereseeess 49
Change in Work Force Participation of Household Heads -+ 50
Change in Types of Occupations of Household Heads -« 51
Change in Marital Status of Household Heads -« eeeeeeeeeseseseesess 52

]



<Table
<Table

<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table

<Table
<Table

<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table

<Table

V-6>
v-7>

vV-8>

IV-9>

IV-10>
V-11>
V-12>
V-13>
vV-14>
V-15>
V-16>
v-17>
V-18>
V-19>
IV -20>
V-21>

v-22>
V-23>

IV-24>
IV-25>
IV-26>
v-27>
IV-28>
IV-29>

V-30>

Change in Living Arrangements of Married Household Heads ‘- 52
Change in Reasons for Married Household Heads Living Apart

FTOM their SPOUSES ++rrvssssrersssssresssssrssssssssissssssssiss s 53
Moving since the First SUIVey s eesssssressssssssssssssssssssssssiinssens 54
Change in Housing by Occupancy Types « s sssssesseesesesssessenenes 54
Change in Types of Housing Units « e weseeseseseemsmmssssssneineens: 56
Comparison of Average Housing Price and Cost ««oeeeeeesseereeeeeees 56
Change in Earned Income and Business Income «:«eeeeeeseeeeeees 58
Change in Financial Income - sssereessmssssssesssssssssenssinsssssnnness 58
Change in Immovable Property Income «:wsessesessessssesesucesines 59
Change in Social Insurance Income =+ wewsessssrssssssssesssssssssssssans 60
Change in Transfer INCOME =+ wwssrersssssressssssssssssssssisssssisissssnissoas 61
Change in Basic Livelihood Security Recipients ««::«exxeseeseeeseeees 61
Change in SAVIRGS w++++wrreessssssssssesssssssssssssssssssssssssssiss s 62
Average Amount of Monthly Saving - wwssseesssssssessssssssssnnsans 62
Comparison of Average Financial ASSets - wsseesssssessssrssnssns 63
Comparison in Distribution of Total Amount of Financial

ASSELS +++esesesesesesesese st ettt 64
Possession of Real Estate Except for Current Residence - 65
Change in Distribution of Real Estate Except for Current
RESIAENCE +++++errvresrssrsrsesssrssssssssssssssse s sa s sa e 66
Bank SAVIngS - +eeeeeesssseeressssssss s 67
Stocks, Bonds and TIUSEs - wweswesressromssomsmmnsmismmissiinsisisieaes 68
SAVING INSULANCE w+++++reesssssrerssssssessssssssssssssssssisss s 68
Debts from Financial INSHIUHONS -+ w--s-seseresrrrereesesersssmseresesens 69
Comparison of Economic Conditions s eessesseessessemsseessnenns 70
The Most Burdensome Spending Item in the Household

BCOIMOIILY -5+ ++++400000smss s 71
Change in Burdensome Spending Items in the Household
BCOIMOIILY #5277 ++++40000sesss s 71



<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table

<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table

v-31>
Iv-32>
IV-33>
V-34>
IV-35>
IV-36>
v-37>
IV-38>
IV-39>
IV-40>
V-41>
v-42>
V-43>
IV-44>
IV-45>
IV -46>
V-47>
IV-48>
IV-49>

V-50>
V-51>
IV-52>
IV-53>
V-54>
IV-55>
IV-56>
V-57>
IV-58>

Change in Women’s Marital Status - wwsssseessseessssssssssssissninns 73
Change in INtention to Marry - sesssssessssssssssssssssssssssissssssnisoas 74
Change in Reasons for Reluctance to Marry ««eweeeeeeseeeseneenes 74
Ideal Age for Marriage by Sex rweeesssssrressssssssessssssssisissssenninss 75
Attitude toward Marriage by Unmarried Women -«-eoeeeeeeeeeees 76
Amount of Time Spent on Housework by Single Women -+ 77
Change in the Level of Happiness with Marriage ««««weeoeeeeeeeee 77
Change in Perceptions of Husbands < wseesseessememeninsniiinnens 78
Main Decision-Maker in Family -+rseeesseerssssrssssssesssssisssssssinnsas 79
Amount of Time Husband and Wife Spent Together «-«-«-e-e-: 80
Causes Of Marital CONFICE «ws-srrrrererrsrseserssrmmrrieserissmsrsriesesssesanans 81
Forms of Marital DiSpute - -ssreesssssessssssssssssssssissscsnissninsans 82
Number of Days Married Women Spent on Housework -+ 82
Number of Days Husbands Spent on Household Chores -« 83
The Amount of Time Spent on HOUSEWOTK :+swwssessssessssensssennss 84
Satisfaction with Sharing of Housework by Husbands «-«wweeeeeer 85
Marital Discord from Split of Housework «««eeseeseesesssesseseeceeess 85
Main Child Caregiver s erssssssssrsssssssssissssssssiissssssssissss s 86
Changes in Using a Housekeeper and Average Monthly

PAYIMENE +++rvvees+eeesesseeessssss s sssss s 87
Experience of Temporarily Living Apart From Spouse -« 88
Reasons for Living Apart Temporarily -+ -sseesssssssssssssseessens 38
Difficulties of Living Apart Temporarily - wwsssseesssssesssseeessas 89
Main Reasons for SEparation <+ wsseesssssssessssssissssisssssinisssnss 90
Minor Children from Separated Husband - -wsswssssessssrsssssenesss 90
Number of Minor Children with Separated Husband -« 90
Separation before Divorce and Duration of Separation -« 91
Main Reasons fOr DIVOICE «---swrsrsrrrersrerrsrsssessssssssssssssnssassesns 92

Split of Property or Consolation Money from Husband upon
DiVOrce ............................................................................................ 92

vl



<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table

<Table
<Table
<Table

<Table
<Table

<Table
<Table

<Table
<Table
<Table

<Table

<Table

<Table

<Table

<Table
<Table

IV-59>
IV -60>
IV-61>
IV-62>
IV-63>
IV -64>

V-65>
V-66>
V-67>

IV-68>
V-69>

V-70>
V-71>

V-72>
V-73>
V-74>

vV-75>

V-76>

v-77>

V-78>

V-79>
V-80>

Children with Divorced HUSDANd -+ +--s-seseseseserereremerereeereens 92
Minor Children with Deceased HUShand -+ s-ssereererererersrssunes 93
TIMENtiON 0 REMATTy s reeesssssssrrsssssssssssssssssssssssssssssiss s 93
Plan to Have a Baby rrrersssssssersssssssssssssssssssssssssisssssssnenss 94
When to Have a Baby - rwseresssersssssssssssssssisssssiissssinissnissne, 94
How Many Children Women Plan to Have Including Current

OIES #+++++sesessesesesesesese st et ettt 95
Reasons for Not Planning to Have a Child soooeeeerereeeseseeeeneeees 96
Adoption Experience and Intention to Adopt a Child ----eeeoveeeee 96
Number of Preschoolers Aged 6 or Younger Currently Living

TOEHREE ++vve++eeeessssssssessssssss st 97
Use of Public or Private Preschool Childcare Services -« 97

Common Topics of Conversation with Primary or Secondary
SChOOl Chﬂdren .............................................................................. 98

Major Worries about Primary or Secondary School Children ‘- 100
How Often Husbands Talk with Primary or Secondary School

Children ......................................................................................... 100
Topics of Conversation with Unmarried Adult Children -« 101
Opinion on Issues Involving Unmarried Adult Children == 102

Proportion of Women Providing Financial Assistance for
Unmarried Children and the Amount of Monthly Assistance - 103

Parents Receiving Financial Assistance from Unmarried Children
and the Amount Of Money .......................................................... 103

Parents Providing Financial Assistance to Married Children and
the Amount Of MOIley ................................................................. 104

Parents Receiving Financial Assistance from Married Children and
the Amount Of MOIley ................................................................. 104

Presence of Preschool Age Grandchildren and Amount of Time
Spent on Taking Care Of Them .................................................. 105

Being Paid for Taking Care of Preschool Age Grandchildren - 105
Whether Respondent Lives with Parents or not «::::eooseeeseeeeeees 106

vil



<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table

<Table

<Table

<Table

<Table
<Table

<Table

IV-81>
IvV-82>
IV-83>
IV-84>
IV-85>
IV-86>
Iv-87>
Iv-88>
IV-89>
IV-90>
V-91>
V-92>
IV-93>
IV-94>
V-95>
IV-96>
V-97>
IV-98>
IV-99>

IV-100>

V-101>

vV-102>

V-103>
IV-104>

V-105>

ReaSOnS fOr LlVlng Wlth Parents ............................................... 107

Share of Financial Responsibilities for Supporting Parents - 107

Frequency of Conflicts with Parents -+ ssseessessssserssssssssssnenss 108
Availability of Caregiver for Sick Parents «::oeeeeseeseresseeseeeees 109
Living Together with Parents-in-Law «--rssseeessssssssssssssnesass 110
Reasons for Living with Parents-in-Law = wwssseessessssesssssanss 110
Reasons for Conflicts with Parents-In-Law «--ccooeeeeeeeseeseeseneees 111
Availability of Caregivers for Sick Parents-In-Law «-«eeeooeeeee 112
Views of Marriage and Children-related Issues «:«eeeeeeeeeseeee 113
Perceptions of a Woman’s Roles Within a Family «ecoooeeeeeee 114
Perceptions of Marriage and Marital Relationships «««++«s+s++++ 115
Personal Problems Women are Concerned About ««::eeeseeeees 116
Evaluation of Personal Health -+« s-s-seseseseerermrrmmeiseesneenn. 117
Frequency of Leisure ACtivities = eesssssrrsssssssesssssssssissanss 118
Financial Preparation for Retirement -+ wwsseesssssrsssssscesensass 119
Maximum Age for WOrking -+ sswssessssserssssssssssssssssissssssinsss 119
Living With Children After Turning 65 sswsssssseesssssssssssass 120
Change in Economic Activities for Last One Month --«eoeeeee 120
Change in Economic Activities for the Most Recent Month
(Without Weight Assigned) = wsseesssssssrsssssssssssssssssssssnsinness 121
Changes in Types of Employment

(Wage/Non-Wage/Special Employment) --ssswwsssssseesssssssesseess 122
Comparison in the Proportion of Regular and Non-regular
WOTKEES -++esesesesesesesesesesssesesetssesessss st et st san s 123
Change in Types of the Employment of the First Survey
Respondents (Regular versus Non-regular) ««:oseoeeeseeeseeeeeeseeeee: 123
Change in the Proportion of Indirect Employment «-«eoeeeeeeeee 124
Change in Types of the Employment of First Survey
Respondents (Direct versus Indirect) -+ -wssserossssessmsssseseesns: 124
Change in Length of Employment - ssseressssssssessisssaneens 125

vill



<Table

<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table

<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table

<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table

<Table

<Table

V-106>

IV-107>
IV-108>
IV-109>
V-110>
V-111>
V-112>
V-113>
V-114>
V-115>
V-116>
V-117>
V-118>

IV-119>
IV-120>
V-121>
V-122>

IV-123>
IV-124>
V-125>
V-126>
V-127>

V-128>

V-129>

Change in Distribution of Average

Working HOULS @ Week «++reeeeesssssressssssssssrrssssssssssssssssssssssnnienss 125
Change in Average Overtime per Week «rwseosseessssessssenenes 126
Changes in Distribution of Average Monthly Wage -+« 126
Change in Availability of Menstrual Leave =«:ooeeeeseereseeeeess 127
Change in Women Receiving Menstrual Leave «««eeeeeeeeeeeess 127
Change in Availability of Maternity Leave «:«coeeeeeeseeeseeseeeee 128
Change in Women Receiving Maternity Leave ««oooeeeeeeeeseeeee: 128
Change in Availability of Parental Leave «::woeeeereesrseeseeseess 129
Change in Women Receiving Parental Leave «:eoeeereeeeeseeseess 129
Change in Availability of Family Allowance «««:eeeseeeseeeseeesee 129
Change in Women Receiving Family Allowance ««::eeeeeeeeee: 129
Change in Availability of Workplace Child Care Facility - 130
Change in Women Receiving Workplace

Child Care Benefit - +reesesesersrsmsrsesssssmssesesessiesssessssseaesenas 130
Change in Number of Annual Holidays -sewesesssssesssssssneene 130
Change in Proportion of Women Employees =« «weeeeeeeeeeeee: 131
Intention to Change Jobs (Wage Workers) «-«woeeoeeeeseseeneeeeeeee: 131
First Survey Respondents’ Intention to Change Jobs

(Wage WOTKerS) « eeesssssressssssssssssssssssssssisssisis s 132
Change in the Number of Employees Including Owner -+ 132
Change in Average Workdays a Week reeessssersssssessssancen. 133
Change in Average Working Hours a Day (Weekdays) -+ 134
Change in Average Working Hours a Day (Weekend) - 134
Change in the Proportion of Those Who Have Time Off on
FIXEd Dy +roeeessseeessssssssesssssss s 135

Change in the Responses of the First Survey Respondents
regarding Having Time Off on Fixed Days «::eoeeeeesersseeeeeees 135

Change in Monthly Income of Non-Wage Workers
(Self-EBmployed People) -+ wsewseeeessemserssinssiininisinsesiseniiins 136

X



<Table

<Table

<Table

<Table

<Table
<Table

<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table

<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table

<Table

<Table
<Table

<Table

V-130>

v-131>

V-132>

V-133>

V-134>
V-135>

IV-136>
V-137>
IV-138>
IV-139>
IV-140>
V-141>

V-142>
IV-143>
IV-144>
IV-145>

V-146>

IV-147>
V-148>

IV -149>

Intention to Continue to Run Current Business

(Self—Employed People) .............................................................. 137
Change in the First Survey Respondents’ Intention to Continue
to Run Current Business (Self-Employed People) ««-eexeseeseeees 137
Intention to Move to Another Workplace

(Unpald Employees) .................................................................... 138
Change in First Survey Respondents’ Intention to Move to
Another Workplace (Unpaid Employees) « - wwseeeseeseseesenseeens 138
Intention to Start Own Business (Unpaid Employees) -« 139
Change in the Intention of the First Survey Respondents

to Start Own Business (Unpaid Employees) «««:eeeeeeeeseeereeeeees 139
Change in Desired Monthly Wage (Unpaid Employees) -« 140
Change in Average Working Hours a Week ««eooeererseeseeseeneees 140
Change in Monthly Income Receiving From Company - 141
Change in the Renewal Of COntraCt ......................................... 142
Intention to Continue to Work at Current Occupation ===+ 143
Change in the First Survey Respondents’ Intention to

Continue to Work at Current Occupation -«w««-seeseeesseseseseeees: 143
Change in JOb SatiSfaCtiOn ........................................................ 144
MOIlthly Pay fOr Decent JObS ................................................... 145
Matching Levels between Jobs and Educational Levels -« 146
Types Employment Wanted by the Unemployed

(Wlthout Welghts ASSlgned) ...................................................... 147
Desired Wages of the Unemployed

(Wlthout Welghts ASSlgned) ...................................................... 147
Experience Of Educational Training .......................................... 148

Places of Educational Training
(Wlthout Welghts ASSIgned) ...................................................... 148

Types of Educational Training
(Without Weights Assigned) ...................................................... 149



<Table

<Table

<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table
<Table

<Table
<Table

<Table

<Table

<Table
<Table

<Table

<Table
<Table

<Table

<Table

V-150>

v-151>

V-152>
IV-153>
IV-154>
IV-155>
V-1>

V2>
V3>

V-4>

V-5>

V-6>
V-7>

V-8>

V-9>
V-10>

V-11>

V-12>

Purposes of Educational Training
(Wlthout Welghts ASSigned) ......................................................

Desire to Receive Future Educational Training
(Wlthout Welghts ASSigned) ......................................................

Coverage by Social INSUANCE «++wwwsswwwesssresssssrssssssssssssiissssinssss
Husband’s Attitude toward Wife’s Employment -«-«-seoeeeeeeeee:
Work and Family Balance - ssseeessssssssesssssssssssssissssessnienss
Gender Discrimination in the Workplace « s -wssssersssssscessssanes

Panel Retention Rate of the Second Wave KLoFW Data
(based on households) ................................................................

Non-Responding Households by Area «+wwwsewsseessemssreseesennnens

Non-Responding Households by the Number of Eligible
Household Members ...................................................................

Non-Responding Household by Gender of
Household Heads ........................................................................

Comparison of the Average Age Between Responding and
Non-Responding Households « -« -ssseeseesessussisisimsinsisinsisnien.

Non-Responding Households by Educational Levels ««:eeseeee

Non-Responding Households by Employment Status of
Household Heads ........................................................................

Non-Responding Households by Type of Household Head’s

Occupation ...................................................................................
Non-Responding Households by Type of Housing «:::eeeeeeeeeee

Non-Responding Households by Type of Housing
Occupation ...................................................................................

Average Income Difference between Responding and
Non-Responding Households «-+-wswssessessemeusinsississnininiinnns.

Estimation Results from a Binary Logistic Model ««+eeeeeeeeeeees

Xi



Introduction

1. Purposes of the Research 3




I. Introduction *e® 3

1. Purposes of the Research

1) Significance and Distinctiveness of KLoWF

The Korean Longitudina Survey of Women and Families ("KLOWF") was
conducted in order to build a longitudinal database about the lives of women,
between 19 and 64, residing in South Korea. Starting with preparation and
planning research in 2006, KLOWF commenced in 2007 and as of 2010, its
third annual survey is being conducted. This survey broadly divided the lives of
Korean women into the two areas of work and family. The study was designed
in a manner which enabled both a longitudinal and a cross-sectiona anaysis of
various relationships and material conditions women might face in each area, as
well as women's perceptions and attitudes toward work and family.

KLoWF has clear distinctive features which are unduplicated in other surveys.
It is very rare either at home or abroad that a survey gathers longitudind data
on women only at the national level. In addition, this is a generd survey which
deals comprehensively with almost every aspect of a woman's life. Specificaly,
the survey has the following distinctive features.

First, KLOWF collects longitudinal data most suitable for supporting polices
for women and families as well as rdlated studies. Certainly, it would be
possible to carry out analyses, evauations, and academic research for polices on
women and families by using already established pand data. In fact, however,
it would be very limiting to conduct precise policy anayses and academic
research based on findings of surveys which are designed to treat women as
sub-samples of the entire sample, while a the same time taking sub-groups
within the category of women as research targets.

Therefore, there has never been a greater need than now for longitudina
survey data with women as the study population. In other words, we urgently
need to have general longitudina survey data which can encompass all the

diverse types of lives women may experience throughout their lives, not just in
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part of their lives. KLOWF is a product designed to satisfy such needs.

Second, grasping the dynamic aspects of women and families requires a
survey tool which reflects a gender-blind perspective. Traditional survey tools
have been used to identify the supply and demand structure of the labor market
by focusing on the male worker model. Also, surveys on work, families, and
leisure using these tools have been carried out in a gender-blind manner.
However, the areas of work and family, where a lot of women are engaged,
have complexity and ambiguity which cannot be captured within the existing
classification framework. Therefore, it is imperative to develop a research tool
suitable for the subject of a survey which clearly reveals micro aspects of how
women maintain balance between work and family. Against this background,
KLoWF has made efforts to develop a classification method and measurement
tool which grasps the dynamic aspects of the lives of most women. This was
not possible with the traditional criteria for classification and analysis, such as
"work and family," "labor and leisure "market labor and care labor,"
"economic  activity, unemployment, and non-economic activity,” and
"self-employment and unpaid services for family."

Third, KLOWF has a synergic effect by using the accumulated research
capabilities and findings of the Korean Women's Development Ingtitute (KWDI).
As Koreas leading institute specializing in policies on women, KWDI has
continuously performed research on the role of women as the coordinator for
work and family. The ingtitute has conducted surveys on the "conditions of
femae employment" four times, a regular intervals, and have anayzed
correlations between femae economic activity and related conditions, (Noh
Mi-hae et a., 1986; Noh Mi-hae et a., 1992; Kim Tae-hong et a., 1997; Kim
Tae-hong et d., 2002), thus contributing various policy implications. However,
as these surveys collected cross-sectiona data to show the characteristics of
women in different age groups a a certain period of time, they failed to

provide dynamic information of transitional processes between different points
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in time regarding the behaviors and attitudes women may display as time
passes. Mogt of these surveys aso focused on analyzing the actual conditions of
women's economic activities and factors for their activities. As such, they were
inadequate to show the mutua dynamism of ongoing changes in family
structure and perceptions, and accompanying social changes influencing
women's economic activities and the formation of their life cycles. Againgt this
background, we needed to examine and build longitudinal data about changes in
women and families, in a pand form, through KLoWF. We also needed to
provide basic data for the academic community and policy makers by clearly
capturing families and women who are in the center of dramatic transformations

and the actud conditions of change in female labor and their everyday lives.

2) Purposes and Expected Effects of KLoWF

As mentioned above, The purpose of KLOWF is to provide basic data for the
academic community and for policy makers by building longitudina data about
changes in women and families, in a pane form, and clearly capturing families
and women who are in the center of dramatic transformations and the actual
conditions of change in female labor and their everyday lives.

A long-term tracking study on women as a group will make it possible to
identify and analyze a wide range of factors affecting women's perceptions and
behaviors within the changing socia structure, by providing access to
information not only about current conditions for women as individuals but aso
about their families and socid backgrounds. Furthermore, this tracking survey
will enable an interdisciplinary approach to the issues of women's lives and
gender equality.

More than anything else, a set of panel data will be utilized as rudimentary
data for establishing policies, including facilitation of economic activities,
support for economic independence, and prevention of poverty for women,

which are core elements of policies for women. The data will aso be used as
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essential data to identify transitional trends in families in order to make policies
based on objective information, and to revea problems related to them. Also,
the pand data are expected to contribute to rational policy-making and
assessment by providing detailed information about the impact of different
policies, such as childcare, reconciliation of work and family, promotion of
childbirth, and encouragement of economic activities, on life planning and
women's quality of life.

Ultimately, this pand survey is expected to be useful for empirically
examining the lives of women and looking into the present and future of
families in Korean society by providing information about the increase in
women's economic activities and the consequent transition in family-work
balance. Korean society faces pressing issues such as low birth rates, aging,
childcare, reconciliation of work and family, and other related issues. In this
situation, this survey is expected to help members of Korean society
harmonioudy enjoy the rights of parents and workers by making use of
extensive survey findings as core data for establishing comprehensive policies

for women and families.

3) Purposes of the 2010 Survey Research

Five years have passed since the first survey began in 2006. The 2010
KLoWF survey had the following purposes, along with the before-mentioned
general objectives of the panel survey project.

The primary purpose of the 2010 survey was to provide data to the public,
after carefully organizing and compiling the second wave data of 2009. The
second purpose was to successfully complete the scheduled third year survey by
revising questionnaires and preparing for it by using the accumulated
experiences from the second year survey. The third purpose was to ask experts
to anayze the findings of the first and second year surveys according to their

areas of interest and to hold conferences on KLOWF after collecting anaysis
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outcomes from experts.

The fourth purpose was to present rudimentary descriptive satistics on
longitudinal changes based on the findings from the first and second year
surveys, to carry out an in-depth analysis of the quality of the first and second
survey data; to present the usability of KLoWF data through empirical anaysis
of the first and second survey data by specific academic or policy area; and to
produce a fina report on the findings. The fifth purpose was to explore the
possibility of establishing a common data file which will enable a comparison
between KLOWF and Women's Hedth AustraiaWHA)-the Austraian
longitudinal study on women's hedth-through visit to the Research Centre for
Gender, Hedlth, and Aging a Newcastle University in Australia. As this center
runs nationwide panel surveys on women, we aim to discuss internationa
exchange and cooperation programs between the two institutions to produce
panel data for each country in the future.

By achieving these purposes, the 2010 survey was expected to bring the
following effects: The survey will be recognized for its valuable data related to
families from experts, policy makers, and academic circles at home; consolidate
the position of longitudind data through the stable establishment of third year
survey data; and strengthen its connection with overseas panels, laying a

quantitative basis for international exchange in research to achieve gender

equality.
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1. Main Research Contents

[ ] Completed verification and cleaning of the second wave data
[] Assigned weight for the second wave data
] Completed final verification of the second survey data
and announcement of the result to the public (July 2010)
[] Posted the first and second wave data on the KLoWF homepage
L] Acquired approva from Statistics Korea for the second wave KLoWF data
[] Conducted the third year main survey
[J] Held symposiums
[J] Held pandl forums twice
[] Published KLoWFBrief (Vol.7&8)

2. Progress in main researches

1) Verification and cleaning of the second wave data

[] Data verification and processing process
- Veification in the input process
- Verification through review after data transmission and preparation of
supplementary questionnaire
- Veification in the coding process

- Coding occupational & industria question items

Data verification through data program
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Category Detailed process Content
Data input First and second Post on the Blaise the basic information(name, sex,
process confirmation of consistency date of birth, etc.) of respondents in the last survey,
through KLoWF LINK the number of siblings, parents’ ages, and job
information through the KLoWF LINK system and
confirm the consistency of the data with last wave in
the input process.
Confirmation through Blaise Confirm the consistency in the input process by
checking and warning activating check and warmning windows when different
windows responses from the last wave or from related
questions are entered.
Review & First Blaise review Supervisor of the survey and assistant supervisor
Verification review 30% of the data transmitted by interviewers on
process the Blaise input screen to minimize the errors by

interviewers

Second IRP Module review

Review response information in comparison to the
number of transmitted data. The response information
is turned into a module and put out in the table format
so that it is easy to compare major related question
items.

Supplementary questionnaire

Interviewers visit the households with errors or missing
information, or the supervisors call the houses to
complete revision or supplement.

Verification by telephone

The verification team selects 30 % of the population
by random sampling and re-conform whether they will
participate in the survey

Coding process

Coding of open question
items

Make codes of open questions needed for coding
other than occupational/ industrial questions.

Occupational/in
dustrial
coding

Output of
occupational/industrial
question items

Export occupational/industrial questions only and put
out in the Excel Sheet

Coding of
Qccupational/industrial
question items

Coding experts on occupational/industrial classification
enter occupational/industrial codes.

Input of code values

Put in code values separately and match them with
final data before providing them.
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Category

Detailed process

Content

Data cleaning

Confirmation of errors
through KLoWF Union

Confirm major errors through KLoWF programming to
extract error data.

Confirmation of data
consistency

Confirm consistency between questions unconfirmed
by Blaise logic, check questions beyond the scope

and inconsistent question items, then revise question
items which can be confirmed by logical coherence.

Conformation with
respondents by phone and
revision

Confirm with respondents by phone about error
question items found in the data cleaning process

[ ] Data verification and processing schedule

Category Detailed process Schedule
Data input First and second confirmation | Oct. 8, 2008-Jun. 10, 2009
process of consistency through

KLoWF
Confirmation through Blaise QOct. 8, 2008-Jun. 10, 2009
checking and warning
windows
Review and First Blaise review QOct. 8, 2008-Jun. 10, 2009
verfication Second IRP module revi Oct. 8, 2008-Jun. 10, 2009
DrOCess econ module review ct. 8, un. 10,
Supplementary questionnaire QOct. 8, 2008-Jun. 10, 2009
Verification by phone QOct. 8, 2008-Jun. 10, 2009

coding process

Coding of open question items

Jun. 29, 2009-Jul. 31, 2009

Occupational/in Qutput of occupational/ Jul. 27, 2009-Jul. 31, 2009
dustrial coding | industrial question items
process ' )
Coding of occupational/ Aug. 3, 2008-Aug. 31, 2009
industrial question items
Input of code values Sep. 21, 2009-Sep. 23, 2009
Data cleaning | Confirmation of errors Jun. 29, 2008-Jul. 10, 2009

through KLoWF UNION

Confirmation of data
consistency

Jul. 13, 2008-Oct. 9, 2009

Confirmation with
respondents by phone and
revision

Qct. 1, 2008-Oct. 13, 2009
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[] Data cleaning
- Data was cleaned by reflecting opinions raised after expert symposium in
Dec. 2009 (Dec. 2009-Feb. 2010)

[] Current job data file
- A separate data file was established by collecting respondents who
currently have jobs from existing individual files and then by gathering
items related to their current major jobs. This file can be used for

longitudinal analysis of the first wave job variables.

[] Occupationa history file
- The occupationa history of individuas was provided in the long form
according to ID of al individua respondents. It was introduced only to
applicants for academic conferences at the end of September but will be
officialy released to the public by reflecting expert opinions after the

conferences.
First year OrQer Start End Employment | Working Pay
pid of job date date type hours
123499 First job
123499 Second job
123500 First job
123500 Second job
123500 Third job

L] Childbirth history file
- The childbirth history of individuals was provided in the long form
according to ID of dl individual respondents. It was introduced only to
applicants for academic conferences at the end of September but will be
officially released to the public by reflecting expert opinions after the
conferences.
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First year Order of Start date of | Result of Date of Sex of Breast
pid pregnancy pregnancy | pregnancy | childbirth child feeding
123499 First pregnancy
123499 Second
pregnancy

123500 First pregnancy

Second
pregnancy

123500

123500 Third pregnancy

2) Weighting of the second wave data

[] Types of weight

- As KLoWF data are designed to be used for both cross-sectiona and
longitudina analyses, there are two types of weights, cross-sectiona and
longitudinal, which are filled in respectively.

- There are two kinds of analysis units, households and individuas. Again,
an individua unit has two categories of enumerated and responding
individuals.

- Currently, there are not many cases where Korean researchers use
enumerated individuals for analysis rather than responding individuals.
However, both types of responding individua and enumerated individua
weights are calculated in this research. The reasons for this consideration
include the facts that many international panel surveys assign weight to
enumerated individuals as well; that demands for analyzing enumerated
individuals may increase in the future; and that enumerated individua
weights are used as base weights for preparing cross-sectional individual

weights after the second wave.
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] Method of caculating longitudina weight

- Whether responding or enumerated individuals, longitudina weight
depends on the retention rate of samples and therefore it is necessary to
choose methods of caculating the response probability.

- Response probability can be calculated by using the Logit mode or by
the method of assigning weight to classes. Considering that the Logit
model is smple and easy to confirm statistical significance, the response
probability was calculated in this research by using the Logit mode.

- In choosing the unit which determines the response probability, this
research used the individua unit to secure consistency of anaysis and

considering that individuals are the anadysis unit in many KLoOWFs.

[J Method of calculating non-sample household members and household
cross-sectional weight
- Cross-sectional weight of cross-sectiona households can be calculated
either by estimating the response probability of non-sample household
members as in GSEP and HILDA or by using fair share approach as in
PSID and BHPS. Although the method of using the initial-stage response
probability of non-sample household members is theoreticaly superior, it
is difficult practicaly to secure objectivity with the method of selecting
important individuals (reference persons) from households. Also, the
regression formula of estimating quas selection probability is never free
from errors in setting a model. Given al this, this study uses a fair share
approach to caculate the weight of non-sample household members for
KLoWF.

1) It is further needed to calculate weight using various models for estimating response
probabilities and compare the results of the calculation.
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3) Progress in the third KLOWF main survey

[] Panel management for the third wave of survey
- Sent SMS during specia holidays (2/8-2/12)
- Prepared a respondent list for confirmation of addresses (6/3-6/4)
- Prepared scenarios for contacting respondents
whose addresses are confirmed and surveyed (6/7-6/11)

L] Preparation of the third wave questionnaire (3/15-6/11)
- Consulted about the questionnaire
- Proofread and edited the questionnaire
- Printed the questionnaire

] CAPI(computer assisted persona interview) system upgrade (6/7-6/18)
- CAPI interviewer upgrade
- CAPI manger upgrade

- Blaise programming

[J] CAPI system test (6/21-6/25)
- Carried out office tests
- Discussed and reflected office test results
- Checked and confirmed CAPI system

[] Delivery of officid documents for the third wave (6/9-6/11)

L] Training for supervisors and interviewers
- Selected and trained supervisors (6/14-6/16)

L] First quegtionnaire training
- Interviewer training (Seoul, 6/29)
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- Interviewer training (Dageon/Gwangju, 6/30)
- Interviewer training (Busan/Daegu, 7/1)

[J Second CAPI training
- Interviewer training (Seoul, 7/6)
- Interviewer training (Dageon/Gwangju, 7/7)
- Interviewer training (Busan/Daegu, 7/8)

L] Third KLoOWF main survey (7/5)

[ First survey report for the third KLoWF Survey: Aug. 10
- The survey commenced on July 22 and recorded a success rate of 3.5%
as of Aug 10, 2010.

[] Second survey report: Sep 7

- The survey started on July 22 and recorded a success rate of 19.4% as
of Sep 7, 2010.

- The initiad weekly target was 20.1% but seasona factors such as
typhoons and scorching heat made it difficult to contact respondents in
Seoul and the Gyeonggi region.

- Succeeded in surveying 1,753 households out of 9,068 origind
households and 9 households out of 100 second split-offs, and achieved
a success rate of 19.4% by surveying 1,762 households out of a total of
9,168 households

- 440 households refused to respond mainly because of outings, absence, or
simple refusals.

- Encouraged success in survey through continued contact
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L1 Survey report: Sep 30

Recorded a success rate of 29.6% by surveying 2,684 households out of
9,068 origina targeted households

Surveyed 16 households out of 100 second split-off households
Recorded a success rate of 29.5% by surveying 2,078 households out of
a totd of 9,168 households.

Extended holidays on Full Moon Harvest Day made it difficult to contact
respondents.

Failed to survey 755 households mostly because of outings (31%) or
simple refusas (29.8%)

11.8% of people refused to respond in an dmost threatening way, but
further attempts will be made to contact these people. We sought
measures to ddiver materials to increase their understanding of the
survey (report, panel brief), and identified problems through andysis of
their status and other prepared measures.

L] Interim report of the third KLOWF interviewers

responded and checked progress of the survey (Seoul, 10/13)
responded and checked progress of the survey

(Dagjeon/Gwangju, 10/14)
responded and checked progress of the survey (Busan/Daegu, 10/15)

4) Symposiums

L1 Eligible participants and research theme

All researchers and graduate students who are interested in KLoWF

] Schedule

Submission deadline for research plan: Jul 31, 2010(Friday)
Submission deadline for papers: Nov 15, 2010(Monday)
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- Symposium: Dec 16, 2010(Thursday)
- Venue: Hoam Faculty House a Seoul National University

5) Panel Forums

[] First panel forum: On May 14, "Statisticd Method for Missing Data
Anaysis', Song Ju-won, Professor of Statistics at Korea University

[] Second panel forum: "Panel Data Analysis using STATA" scheduled to be
held in Nov 2011

6) Publication of Panel Brief

[J KLOWF Brief Vol. 7: June 2010

[] KLoWF Brief Vol. 8 Schedule in Nov 2011
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1. Overview of Weighting Process

Assignment of weights for the first and second wave KLoOWF data underwent
the following processes. First, the enumerated individual weights of the first
wave data were prepared by using the household weights of the first wave data
With these weights, post-stratification of enumerated individuals was then
carried out, when pod-stratum parameters of enumerated individuals were all

members of households with women aged from 19 to 64.

Out of the enumerated individual weights of the first wave data, responding
individua weights were caculated by using response rates which took into
account of non-respondents among digible responding members in the
household (women aged from 19 to 64). Then podt-stratification was performed,
when post-stratum parameters of responded individuals were al women aged

from 19 to 64 across the nation.

To get second year weights, second year longitudinal enumerated individual
weights were calculated. By adjusting the response rate of the first and second
year enumerated individuas, longitudina enumerated individua weights were
filled in. Then information, such as first year enumerated individua weights,
was used for post-stratification.

By adjusting the response rate of the first and second year respondents,
longitudinal responding individua weights were prepared. Information, such as
first year responding individual weights, was then used for post-stratification.

Second year cross-sectiona enumerated individual weights were calculated by
dividing the sum of second year longitudina enumerated individual weights by
the number of al members of households which existed in the second year.
Population information available for the second wave (2008) was used at this
time, when post-stratum parameters meant al members of households with

women aged 19 to 65.
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By adjusting the response rate of respondents among the second year eligible
responding members in the household, second year cross-sectiona responding
individual weights were prepared. Population information of the second wave

was used and post-stratum parameters were women aged 19 to 65.

The same weight as the second year cross-sectiona enumerated individua
weights were given to the second year cross-sectiona households. Using second
year household information, post-stratification was carried out when post-stratum
parameters were households with female members aged 19 to 65.2)

Given that the definition of household is unclear in the longitudinal
household surveys, longitudina household weights were not prepared.

The whole process is summarized in <Table III-1> as below.

(Table II-1) Overview of Weighting Process

Households Enumgrated R"espgndmg
individuals individuals
—-Adjusted design | — Assigned prehw_1 | — Adjusted the
& non-response | as basic weight of | response rate of
(prehw_1) enumerated eligible individuals
individuals (preprw_1)
(prepew_1)
First | _ post- - Post- - Post-
stratification(hw_1) | stratification(pew_ stratification
: Used first year | 1): Used first year | (prw_1): Used
population population first year eligible
household data individual data responding
women data
Cross-sectional Longitudinal Longitudinal Cross—sectional | Cross—sectional
Second | household enumerated responding enumerated responding
individual individual individual individual

2) The survey included women who turned 19 and newly became eligible respondents in the
second year and adjusted the age to 19 through 65, considering that among the first year
respondents, women aged 64 turned 65 in the second year.
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Households

Enumerated
individuals

- Assigned the
same weight as
cross— sectional
enumerated
individual weight
(cspew_2)

Post-stratification
(Used second
year household
information,
cshw_2)

—-Adjusted the
response rate of
the first and
second
enumerated
individuals
(prepew_2)

—Post-stratification
(used first year
information,
pew_2)

Responding
individuals
—-Adjusted the —Fair share
response rate of approach using
the first and longitudinal
second eligible responding
respondents individual
(preprw_2) weight
(prepew_2)
—Post-stratification _POSI._. )
i stratification
(used first year
) ) (used second
information, vear
prw2) information,
cspew_2)

—Adjusted the
response rate of
second eligible
respondents in
the household

—Post-stratification
(used second
year information,
csprw_2)

2. Variables for Post-stratification

To prepare each weight,

we first summarized population

information

necessary for post-dratification. The summary of the variables necessary for

post-stratification suggested in <Table II-1> is shown in <Table [I-2> as
below.

(Table T-2) Summary of population information necessary for post—stratification

Household or
Year | household Content Use
member
Household No.. of pppulation households by . . .
W region with women aged 19 to 64 as of | First year cross—sectional household weight
2007
First No. of al individual household First year enumerated
year members (including males, females, and | individual weight
Individual non-eligible respondents such as children | (Also used for second year longitudinal
B and seniors) by age and by region who live | enumerated individual
in the household with women aged 19 to | weight)
64 as of 2007
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Household or
Year | household Content Use
member
- No. of female individuals by age and by | First year responding individual weight(Also
Individual ) L X
region who are 19 to 64 years old as of | used for second year longitudinal responding
© o .
2007 individual weight)
No. of population households by ) .
Hou(sl:()a)hold fegion whh N 19 to 65 as of Second year cross-sectional household weight

2008

No. of all individual household members | Second year cross-sectional
(including males, females, and non-eligible | enumerated individual weight
Second Individual respondents such as children and seniors)

year B by age and by region who live in the
household with women aged 19 to 65 as of
2008
Individual No. of female individuals by age and by | Second year cross—sectional

region who are 19 to 65 years old as of | responding individual weight

(F) 2008

1) Estimation of A9

For estimation of A, there are two methods: one is to use the 2,000 EDs
which were used for the first sampling (Alternative 1) and the other method is
to use household information as of 2007 (Alternative 2). In Alternative 1, the
proportion of digible population households to population households, for each
region, is caculated from the 2,000 EDs selected for the first sampling. Then,
the number of digible population households for each region is cdculated by
the tota number of population households for each region multiplied by this
proportion. The result of estimating A by this method is recorded in <Table 1II-3>.

3) In principle, independent population information is needed for post-gratification. To do
s0, al census data should be used for calculation. Due to a limited time and budget,
this study have estimated the population information by using other information. In a
strict sense, it is hard to see this estimation as pogt-stratification for aignment with
population information.
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(Table I-3) Estimation of A by Alternative 1
(Unit: %, Households)

Proportion of .
" cligivle Estimate of
. No.of  [Perceniage of e 00| Moo o No.of o ofelgible) Rk elgible
Region population | estimeted | population | population )
household | square root i d d household to population
O ousehol ousehol no. of population | household
household
Seoul | 3312858  1232| 6113|246 15038 12340 8206| 2718491
Busan | 1,186,890 738| 6060|148 8,969 7.346 8190 972114
Daegu | 814836 6.11 6382 12 7.786 6,414 8238 671292
Incheon | 823579 614 5963 12 7.275 5,937 8161| 672,108
Gwangu | 460,300 459| 6378 » 5,868 4830 831| 378877
Dacieon | 479318 469| 6181 % 5810 4836 8324| 308964
Ulsan 338991 34|  6le4 78 4,808 4,062 8448 286304
Cyeonadl | 5431700 1236 6331|  247| 15638 13033 8334| 2776777
Province
Gangwon | 5 g 48| 6277 % 6,151 4,404 71%| 374029
Province
N,
Chungheang | 505,722 482| 6111 % 5,867 4228 7206| 364444
Province
S,
Onunghearg | 660,715 55| 6073 111 6.741 4807 7161| 473115
Province
N. Jeolla 1 a0 10 533 6005| 105 6,305 4472 7093 43986
Province
S. Jeolla | g g 553| 6048 111 6713 450 6842| 456,177
Province
N,
Gyeongsang| 941871 657 6050 13 7.986 5757 7200| 678982
Province
S,
Gyeongsang | 1,056,589 69| 6051 140 8472 6,352 7498 792192
Province
Jeju
: 179,197 287|613t 58 3,556 2673 75.17| 134700
Province
N?gtoarl‘a' 15800567| 10000| 6149 2000| 122983 96,124 78.16| 12427180
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However, it was considered more valid to directly use household EDs of 2007
rather than Alternative 1. The census data of 2005 were outdated and the total
number in the 2007 data was more reliable than in the previous data. Therefore,
we decided to use the 2007 data directly. This method of Alternative 2 is to
caculate A by multiplying the eigible household proportion, which was estimated
from 2007 household EDs by region, and by the number of household members.
The results of estimation by Alternative 2 is recorded in <Table I1I-4> as below.

(Table T-4) Estimation of A by Alternative 2
(Unit: %, Persons)

Proportion of
eligible population i 9 3 A 5 6
0 ngogfse:gpl)ﬂ?ation Category person persons | persons | persons | persons gfﬁ%’:z
households
82.06 Seoul 579.411| 579799 | 623468 | 773859 | 203978| 51610
81.90 Busan 185540 | 216020 | 226835| 267914| 66923 17485
82.38 Daegu 123615 138993| 150558 | 197,842| 50406 12,452
81.61 Incheon 122185 | 138856 | 157953| 215914 54573 14,647
82.31 Gwangju 74625| 79303 79012| 110447| 37336 | 8634
8324 Daejeon 86619| 83426 | 86807 | 115865| 34078 9434
84.48 Ulsan 51850 | 57739 66307 | 94332| 20580 4448
83.34 Gyeonggi Province | 503909 | 584,041 640,466 | 914,375 | 244,589 71,296
71.92 Gangwon Province 90,703 104,059 74,275 79,722 24979 9,242
72.06 N. ngrL(J)r\}gigncgeeong 85045 | oaao8| 70478| 85186| 27499| 93
7161 S. Chungoheond | yyy065| 138072 | 80495| 102082| R976| 12492
Province ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’
7093 N. Jeolla Province | 98,663 | 119889 | 82749| 96007 | 35249| 11532
68.42 S. Jeolla Province 112,395 137,830 75,725 84,535 33,199 10,726
7200 N Cveongsand | ieseas| 195114| 120308| 1473%4| 41186| 10543
7498 8. %{g\%gza”g 174642 | 198638| 160338| 205580| 55269 | 14,832
75.17 Jeju Province 20725| 31517 26781 | 32455| 13570| 4,003

Note: The proportion of eligible population households to the number of population households
was estimated from 2,000 EDs.
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2) Estimation of B

B was estimated by multiplying the eligible proportion in the population EDs
of 2007 by region and by age. The results of this estimation is recorded in
<Table III-5> as below.

(Table TI-5) Estimation of B
(Unit: Persons)

Aged Aged Aged Aged
Year 2007 0-19 20-39 40-59 60 or older

Male [Female| Male |Female| Male |Female| Male |Female

Seoul 957,570| 874,663|1,560,472 (1,526,696 (1,198,396 1,249,571| 466,414| 570,401
Busan 346,923| 305094| 468489| 448939| 460,032| 484,378| 184,460| 239,171
Daegu 282439| 237,014| 334,836 326911 312,148| 316,749| 112,012 152,161
Incheon 293,570 270954| 369,788| 348,180| 335427| 318676 101,967| 137,942
Gwangju 176,501 | 161,471| 208297| 205919| 162,691| 163417| 58849 78328
Daejeon 175221 156982| 220,788| 214,780| 179614| 177006| 59,862 78,248
Ulsan 141,786 121,244 153478| 142336| 153,106 140403| 36,017| 47,074

Gyeonggi Province 1,299,379 1,197,917 (1,619,181 1,560,818 1,372,115 1,269,571 | 441,561| 586,760

Gangwon Province 136,368| 124,187| 164.644| 143632 165611 157411| 87,187 118,110

N. Chungcheong Province | 144,844| 129,821 175237| 157,236| 162009| 151,781 78,564| 108,554

S. Chungcheong Province | 181570| 165490| 227,815 194,811 204,773 188562 117,627| 160,259

N. Jeolla Province 170472 157,219 189,735| 167,772| 184277| 182305| 108304| 155295

S. Jeolla Province 163918| 150908| 167,234| 140,336| 187,289 177,070| 125727| 189,134

N. Gyeongsang Province | 245536| 211,844| 302,729| 263816| 288514| 279,175 160,728| 232,355

S. Gyeongsang Province | 331,929| 291840| 378,690| 340,447| 367506 346270 148613| 224,630

Jeju Province 50971 53968| 64/458| 59994| 57573 54,182| 25268 38447

National total 6,450,868 5,853,725 | 6,786,098 | 6,435,116 | 4,762,013 | 4,774,048 | 1,557,354 | 2,306,925
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3) Estimation of C

C was estimated directly by using nationa estimated population data of 2007
by region, by age, and by sex4. Estimation results of C is recorded in <Table
[II-6> as below.

(Table II-6) Estimation of C
(Unit: Persons)

Cateqor Aged | Aged | Aged | Aged | Aged | Aged | Aged | Aged | Aged
gory 19-24 | 25-29 | 30-34 | 35-39 | 40—-44 | 45-49 | 50-54 | 55-59 | 60-64

Seoul 420,822| 527,051| 459759| 442211| 400440| 438482| 376890 274849| 219336
Busan 149849| 143515| 126836| 140,624| 145742| 172030| 149218 114303| 85907
Daegu 100899 98285 95509| 110,054| 109274 112538| 88509 66886 51,120
Incheon 105,770 102,855| 105381| 122,101 12017| 121,025 84502| 55022 45128
Gwangju 68982| 61,694 959603| 64563| 59599 58720| 43049 R917| 2585
Dagjeon 70966| 62585 61618 67438 62602| 64667 48280 32833 2526
Ulsan 3HB63| 3BM45| 43613| 53328| 52135 50,187| 36358 23393| 15631

Gyeonggi Province 427588 | 439,447| 49209| 554408 4988%4| 461,133 3225/0| 216,784| 183442

Gangwon Province 53232 42196| 49479 56429 56507 63820 53022| 37620 37,90

N. Crungoheong Province | 59,328 48,621| 52314 859280| 58284 60546| 48447| 3H920| 3154

S. Chungcheong Province| 75223 57,301 67217 73426| 69,738| 73616 59,891| 50,141| 45560

N. Jeolla Province 63752 49581 98296 65778| 65019 71,240| 58585 950,566| 45304

S. Jeolla Province 48501 41,118 53024 63422 63127 69969 58024 54654| 52793

N. Gyeongsang Province| 97,883| 78,128 89230 100227 97550 105737 91,038| 76272| 64,982

S. Gyeongsang Province| 100,578 101,173 118420 137,030| 120,907 132216 103061| 80,124 66264

Jeju Province 19525 18044| 20,360 24387| 21,708| 20936 16334| 123121 1193

National total 1,928,766 1,910,539 | 1,952,818 2,134,715{ 2,012,543 | 2,076,862 | 1,637,778| 1,214,646 | 1,013,584

4) Because the unit data were available by 5 years only at this time, ages from 19 to 24
were calculated by adding a fifth of aged 15-19 to aged 20-24.
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4) Estimation of D

D was estimated by multiplying the proportion of eigible households in the
number of household EDs of 2008 by region and by the number of household
members, which were used in the first year. The results of this estimation is
recorded in <Table III-7> as below.

(Table II-7) Estimation of D
(Unit: %, Persons)

Proportion of
eligible population § persons
households Category 1 person | 2 persons | 3 persons | 4 persons | 5 persons @ i

to no. of population

house holds
82.06 Seoul 589,953 | 594,175 | 633220 | 782548 | 203825 | 50,132
81.90 Busan 187,696 | 220,070 | 228,972 | 268951 66,243 16,690
82.38 Daegu 124887 | 141297 | 151615 | 198,745 50,164 11,994
81.61 Incheon 125,119 | 143045 | 161,131 | 219,866 55,099 14,517
82.31 Gwangju 75,810 81,063 80,029 | 111,602 37,454 8,291
83.24 Daejeon 88,580 85,753 88,485 | 117,685 34,359 9,169
84.48 Ulsan 53,386 59,897 67630 | 94,787 | 20,558 4,415
83.34 Gyeonggi Province 521,118 | 607,771 | 660,315 | 941,649 | 250402 | 71,641
71.92 Gangwon Province 91497 | 105590 | 74574 | 79546 | 24765 8,971
7206 N. Chungcheong 86230 | 96200| 71,09 | 85621| 27480 | 8741

Province
7161 S. Chungeheong 113390 | 142279 | 90736 | 103021 | 34011| 12,001
Province

70.93 N. Jeolla Province 98917 | 120878 | 82664 | 95411 34,808 11,041
68.42 S. Jeolla Province 112343 | 138529 | 75336 | 83576| 32740 10,290
72.09 N. Gyeongsang Province | 166,846 | 197,675 | 129,842 | 147,481 40,942 9,831
74.98 S. Gyeongsang Province | 177500 | 203238 | 162,243 | 207,008 55,345 14,518
7517 Jeju Province 30,189 32313 | 27202 32824 13,684 3,939
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5) Estimation of E

E was estimated by multiplying the proportion of digible individuds in the
national population EDs of 2008 by sex, by age, and by region. The results of
this estimation is recorded in <Table 1II-8> as below.

(Table T—-8) Estimation of E
(Unit: Persons)

Aged 0-19 Aged 20-39 Aged 40-59 Aged 60 or older
Category
Male | Female | Male | Female | Male | Female | Male | Female
Seoul 942,125 | 860,337 | 1,534,070 | 1,505479 | 1,212,315 | 1,265689 | 490,523 | 598,717
Busan 337,788 | 297,108 | 459329 | 438237 | 463,176 | 488787 | 195783 | 251,755
Daegu 274207 | 231,694 | 326092| 315046| 315745| 321610| 117,406 | 157,843

Incheon 200412 | 267,757 | 369,164 | 345487 | 346,157 | 331,184 | 108,741 | 145113

Gwangju 173,765 158976 | 203540 | 200,740 165,802 166,783 61,749 81,691

Daejeon 170,851 153,601 216585 | 208886 | 181,413 179,951 62,395 | 80,752

Ulsan 134334 | 115008 | 146843| 134040| 151835| 141037| 37801| 483%
%{ga:gg' 1285466 | 1183730 | 1606,175 | 1542433 | 1417558 | 1319448 | 463846 | 610076
Gangwon 149344 | 135665| 179132 | 156062 | 189477 | 170432 | 100452 | 135411
Province
N

Chungcheong 159,399 143,018 192,485 171,260 186,436 174,898 90,814 | 124,108
Province

S.
Chungcheong 201,455 183,580 253,538 215,599 237,498 217,705 | 136,378 | 183,645
Province

N. Jeolla

) 185,116 170,459 207,211 182,346 209,880 206,460 | 125,018 | 177,536
Province
S. Jeolla

i 184,283 169,390 187,262 157,033 220,023 206,428 | 148906 | 222,069
Province

N.

Gyeongsang 264,383 228,351 330,298 285,390 326,216 315309 | 183,862 | 262,813
Province
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Aged 0-19 Aged 20-39 Aged 40-59 Aged 60 or older
Category

Male Female Male Female Male Female Male | Female

S.
Gyeongsang 351,718 309,199 400,909 359,010 406,059 382282 | 167,235 | 248,4%
Province

Jeju

. 65,441 58,757 69,272 64,395 65,281 61,415 29,195 43,493
Province

National total | 5,170,137 | 4,666,720 | 6,681,906 | 6,281,447 | 6,094,872 | 5958419 | 2,520,106 | 337182

6) Estimation of F

F was estimated by directly using the female population EDs of 2008 by
region and by age (aged 19-65).5 The results of this estimation is recorded in
<Table II-9> as below.

(Table T-9) Estimation of F
(Unit: Persons)

Aged Aged Aged Aged Aged Aged Aged Aged Aged

Calegory | 49754 | 25-29 | 30-34 | 35-39 | 40-44 | 45-49 | 50-54 | 55-59 | 6065
Seoul 421,790 530,150 453202| 449,861| 397,722| 434825| 393,154| 284,187| 263914
Busan 141,203| 141610( 123007| 138,998| 141,123 169322| 155592| 117,056| 105,122
Daegu 94,537 97574 91,160 108421 108,037 113,819 92494 69,311 62,206

Incheon 103,350 103,995| 101,960 121,499| 120492| 123982 92519 58089 55,127

Gwangju 65258| 61927 57772| 64803| 60,030| 59230 46371| 33331| 31,998

Daejeon 67,956| 63647| 60292| 67654 62853| 65301 52003| 34513| 31,003

Ulsan 35527| 38156 41912| 52034 52293| 51576 39067 25312| 19,566

Gyeonggi

Province 423307| 449,320 479591 560,920 507,275| 481,330 355596| 229,819| 231,137

5) Because the unit data were available by 5 years only, ages from 60 to 65 were
caculated by adding a fifth of aged 65-69 to aged 60-64. The oldest age was 65 at
the time.
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Aged Aged Aged Aged Aged Aged Aged Aged Aged

Category | 49791 | 25-29 | 30-34 | 35-39 | 40-44 | 45-49 | 50-54 | 55-59 | 60-65
%a”Q_WO” 51,133| 40933| 46781 56205| 55351 63330| 56054| 39316 45397
rovince
N

Chungdheong 56,430| 48337| 50,103| 58690| 58265 60,880| 51,821 37,676 39,046
Province

S.
Chungcheong| 71,856 57,351 65,181 74,251 69,929 74464| 63924 513%2| 55,702
Province

N.Jeolla | oy g05| 47460 54115\ 65465| 63508 70514| 60007| 40885| 55207
Province
S. Jeolla

: 49001 37831| 49308| 62431 61988 6069 61443 53129| 64490
Province

N,

Gyeongsang 95503 76916 84,118 99,041 9%6,646| 106488| 95130 77,880| 79,901
Province

S.
Gyeongsang | 100,657 98403| 112246| 136,893 129,853| 134,637| 109576| 81,973| 81,737
Province

Jeju

. 19,077 17,953 18952 243%2| 21939 21484 17,356 12,485 14,400
Province

National total| 1,858,270 1911,523| 1,889,720 2,141,558| 2,007,394| 2,100,878 1,744397| 1,255,354 1,235,971

3. Re-weighting ¢) of first wave data

Assignment of weights for the firs¢ wave households was the same as the

first weighting of 2008.7) To prepare enumerated individual weights for the first

6) Since the first year's weight did not provide enumerated individua weight, this was
added for explanation.

7) First year household weight was estimated by using selection probability and response
rate for caculation of weight, and then by carrying out post-dratification. If both
region and the number of household members are used as population information for
post-sratification, the number of households with one person in the first year are
relatively less sampled from the KLoWF. If the number of these household members
are used, households in Seoul and Gyeonggi Province will have greater weight because



II, Weighting of the First and Second Wave KLoWF Data *®® 35

year, this study changed the data for households from the wide form to the long
form, then, filled in final responding individua weights of the first year by
using post-stratum parameter B.9)

Next, draw up responding individual weights for the first year, the study
selected potential respondents from the household files in the long form, found
respondents in the individual files of respondents, and then merged the files.
Then, the probability of actual response from dligible respondents was
caculated, when variables of age, job, marita datus, relationship with
household head, and region were used for explanatory variables in estimating
the response rate. The results of this estimation is recorded in <Table III-10>.

(Table T—10) Estimation of the response probability of responding household
members among the first year eligible responding household members

Variable - Standard
respl . Coefficient z—-value p—value
explanation error
agefl Age 0o 0034 1.180 0236
sagel Square of age -0001 0.000 -1.760 0078
relhead1 Householder 3216 0262 12280 0000
relspo1 Spouse 338 0.191 17580 0000
wedwith Married and iving 0¥ 021 -1610 0108
together
job1 Job -0.379 0117 -3240 0001
regd12 Region dummy 1580 0285 5470 0000

of the sguare root method used in the sampling process. Also, because of one-person
households, weight grows even bigger to bring big fluctuation in weight. To make
matter worse, as the estimated value of one person population households does not
necessarily mean female households, the use of this vaue will bring an overly big
change in weight. Therefore, this study used a method which does not take into
account the number of household members.

8) As the sdection and response probabilities of enumerated individuals are the same as
those of households, al enumerated individuads are assgned the same enumerated
individual weight as that of households.
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respl Variablg Coefficient sk z—-value p—value
explanation error
regd13 Region dummy 1.22 03B 4240 0000
regd14 Region dummy 033 020 1550 0122
regd15 Region dummy -0514 0207 2480 0013
regd16 Region dummy 2137 0434 4920 0000
regd17 Region dummy 2630 0726 3620 0000
regd18 Region dummy 0004 0173 0020 0
regd19 Region dummy 0.101 0253 0400 0691
regd110 Region dummy 3638 1.012 350 0000
regd111 Region dummy 1.382 038 3480 0000
regd112 Region dummy 1.1% 030 3410 0001
regd113 Region dummy 0015 0242 0060 099
regd114 Region dummy 0336 0246 1570 0117
regd115 Region dummy 1722 0364 4730 0000
regd116 Region dummy 21% 068 35/0 0000
_cons Constant term 06% 0715 080 0397

The first year's enumerated individua weights were multiplied by the inverse
number of this estimated response rate, then these weights were post-stratified
by using population weight datum C, to prepare the first year fina responding
individua weights.
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4. Weighting of the Second Wave Data

1) Longitudinal enumerated individual weights of the
second wave data

Longitudina enumerated individual weights of the second wave data is the
weight of enumerated individuas who are enumerated in the first and second
waves. To this end, files for both existing and new household members were
changed into the long form, then, combined in the two files. Next, data were
processed to estimate the response rate of enumerated individuals of the first
and second waves. Using household members who existed in the second year
and household member information which existed in the first year, estimations
were made by developing a model which determines retention of enumerated
individuals as shown in <Table TII-11>.

(Table II—-11) Estimation of response probability
(enumerated probability) of the second year enumerated individuals
among the first year enumerated individuals

respl ex:I:::tti)cl; Coefficient |Standard error z—-value p—value
sagel Square of age 00 0.000 13460 0000
agefl Age 0164 001 -15580 0000
rel_10 Householder 264 0151 17570 0000
rel 20 Householder's 405 038 2000 0000
spouse
sex1 Sex -0684 0107 -6310 0000
dreg2 Region dummy 0284 0239 -1.190 0234
dreg3 Region dummy -0410 0262 -1.580 0118
dreg4 Region dummy 033 0253 -1400 0.163
dregb Region dummy 0376 0260 -1450 0.148
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respl ex;:::tti)cl)i Coefficient |Standard error z—-value p—value
dregb Region dummy 074 0238 -330 0.001
dreg7 Region dummy 0697 0264 2640 0008
dreg8 Region dummy 0107 0229 -0470 0639
dreg9 Region dummy -07% 0252 3150 0002
dreg10 Region dummy 0072 0307 0230 0815
dregl11 Region dummy -0867 0240 -3610 0000
dregi2 Region dummy 0730 0.241 -3070 0002
dreg13 Region dummy -0939 0230 420 0000
dregi4 Region dummy -1133 0212 5340 0000
dreg15 Region dummy -081 0227 3540 0000
dreg16 Region dummy 0153 0375 -0410 0633
_cons Constant term 63% 0230 2780 0000

The number deceased was adjusted before filling in the second year find
enumerated individual weights. They were considered “"responding” in
calculating the response rate, then, reflected in the population adjustment
process. After adjusting the number of deceased post-dratification of second

year longitudina, enumerated individual weights were conducted.

2) Longitudinal responding individual weights for the
second wave data

Longitudina responding individua weights for the second wave data were
prepared by caculating the response rates of the second year responding
individuds among the first year responding individuas. Specificaly, the
response rate was cdculated by sdlecting ID of respondents from second year
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responding individuals and merging them with first year responding individuals.
The result of the estimations using this response probability model are recorded
<Table 1I-12> as below.

(Table TI-12) Estimation of the response probability of second year
respondents among the first year respondents

respi Variaple Coefficient SIENCEI z—-value p—value
explanation error
aget Age 0010 002 0450 064
sagel Square of age 0.000 0.000 -0540 052
dedut Education level dummy 022 0232 1200 0208
dedu2 Education level dummy 0006 022 0020 0980
dedu3 Education level dummy 0175 0.201 -0870 03383
dedu4 Education level dummy 0045 0209 -0220 0830
dedu5 Education level dummy 000 022 020 0771
rel_10 Householder 010 0132 0820 0410
rel_20 Householder's spouse 0377 0135 2790 006
wed1 Marital status 0465 0143 3290 0001
job1 Job 036 0061 5990 0000
dreg1 Region dummy -1.521 0239 -6370 0000
dreg2 Region dummy 091 0250 -390 0000
dreg3 Region dummy 0613 0264 230 0020
dreg4 Region dummy -1549 0248 6230 0000
dregb Region dummy -08% 0268 -3110 00
dregb Region dummy 0547 0209 2030 0042
dreg? Region dummy 034 0287 -1080 0290
dreg8 Region dummy -1.649 0239 680 0000
dreg9 Region dummy 0630 0272 2430 0015
dreg10 Region dummy 0715 029 -26080 0008
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respl Variat?le Coefficient SIEINGEIT z—-value p—value
explanation error
dregl11 Region dummy 0478 0277 -1.720 008
dregi12 Region dummy -0539 0274 -1980 0049
dreg13 Region dummy -0.33 0.281 -129 0210
dregi4 Region dummy -09® 0259 -3490 0000
dreg15 Region dummy -1.160 0250 4630 0000
dhtent Home owner 0250 0083 3020 (0100¢]
dhten2 Tenant -00% 002 030 06%9
_cons Constant term 1.588 04% 3220 0001

The weights prior to podt-stratification were prepared by first year responding
individua weights multiplied by the inverse number of response rates as
caculated in <Table II-12>. Then the deceased were adjusted for and
post-stratification was done to prepare second year longitudinal responding
individual weights.

3) Cross-sectional enumerated individual weights for
the second wave data

Second year cross-sectional enumerated individual weights were estimated by
the sum of longitudinal responding individua weights in the household, divided
by the number of household members who existed in the second year
(according to fair share approach). At this time, newly-entered household
members had no longitudinal enumerated individua weights and therefore their
number was included in the number of household members in the second year
to be used for fair share approach. Existing household members who were
newly enumerated in the second year were treated the same as newly-entered
household members. Findly, post-gratification was carried out to prepare fina

cross-sectional enumerated individual weights.
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4) Cross-sectional responding individual weights for the
second wave data

Just as the response rate of responding individuals was caculated among the
first year enumerated individuals, this weight was also estimated by caculating
the response rate of responding individuals among second year enumerated
individuals. First, women aged 19-64 were selected from those existing in the
second year files, then, the response rates of respondents were calculated among
digible individuas. Cross-sectionad enumerated individual weights were
multiplied by the inverse number of the estimate of response probability;
post-stratification was conducted; and find weights were filled in. The
estimation model for response probability used at this time is as shown in
<Table II-13>.

(Table TI-13) Estimation of the response probability for second year
respondents among the eligible second year respondents

qc_respi Variabl_e Coefficient Stanaard z—-value p—value
explanation error
agel Age -0015 0017 0830 0376
sagel Square of age 0.000 0000 1670 004
rel_10 Householder 1.308 008 1320 0000
rel_20 Householder's 1713 008 21270 0000
spouse
diob1 Job 033 002 6780 000
dreg1 Region dummy -1.50 0215 -7210 0000
dreg2 Region dummy -108 0224 450 0000
dreg3 Region dummy -064 0238 2710 0007
dreg4 Region dummy -152 025 6850 0000
dregb Region dummy -1.101 0234 4710 0000
dregb Region dummy -0633 0238 2650 0008
dreg7 Region dummy 0508 026 -1970 0048
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qc_respi Variablg Coefficient Standard z—-value p—value
explanation error
dreg8 Region dummy -1638 0216 =750 0000
dreg9 Region dummy -1014 0237 4280 0000
dreg10 Region dummy 0934 0236 -39%0 0000
dregi1 Region dummy -07%6 0238 -3340 0001
dreg12 Region dummy 0706 0239 290 008
dreg13 Region dummy 0986 023 4260 0000
dreg14 Region dummy -109 0229 4810 0000
dreg15 Region dummy -1212 025 530 0000
_cons Constant term 1.061 039 2930 003

5) Second year cross-sectional household weights

The cross-sectiond responding individual weights prior to second year
post-stratification were set as the base weight for each household, then this weight
was filled in after post-stratification using post-stratification information of D.

5. Recording of Final Results

As a result of the above-mentioned weighting, second year KLOWF has
prepared five types of weight: cross-sectiona household weights, cross-sectiond
enumerated individual weights, longitudinad enumerated individua weights,
longitudinal responding individua weights, and cross-sectiond responding
individua weights. Researchers may use any weight that is suitable for the
purposes of their analysis. The following explanation presents the simplest cases
for using the weights. Researchers may use the second year cross-sectiond
household weights to analyze households in narrow circumstances in the second
year. They may use the second year longitudina enumerated individual weights

to analyze households in poor conditions for both first and second years.®) They
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can use the second year cross-sectional enumerated individua weights to
analyze households in poor conditions in the second year. They can adso use the
second year longitudina responding individua weights to anayze digible
women who had no job in both first and second years. They may use the
second year cross-sectional responding individual weights to analyze eligible

women who lost their jobs in the second year.

(Table II-14) The Type and Form of Final Weight

Households or Cross—sectional or

Year - o Name of final weight
individual longitudinal -
Households No distinction
First year Enumerated individual No distinction
Responding individual No distinction
Households Cross-sectional Cross—sectloqal household
weight
o Longitudinal enumerated
Longftudinal individual weight
Enumerated individual
) Cross-sectional enumerated
Second year Cross-sectional o )
individual weight
Longitudinal Longitudinal responding

individual weight

Responding individual
Cross-sectional responding

ross—sectional . )
Cross-sectiona individual weight

9) Because the types of households have changed according to the wave in the
longitudina data, there exists no weight that is suitable to analyze the households in
poor conditions for both first and second years. If this analysis is required, researchers
may consider caculating the weight by using the mean of longitudina enumerated
individual weight.
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1. Households!O)

1) Households and household members

Out of the origina households interviewed for the first wave data, a total of
7,704 households (85.0%) responded to the second survey, and the remaining
1,364 households (15.0%) refused to participate in the survey. In the first wave
data, one-person households accounted for 5.1%, but rose to 5.7% in the second
wave data. This increase is attributable to the fact that a larger number of
single-person households dropped out of the second survey than other types of
households.

The number of household members in the second wave data averaged 3.43
people. Four-person households took up the largest portion, 40.8% of all
households, followed by three-person and two-person households, which
accounted for 22.3% and 17.5%, respectively.

10) Unless a particular note is attached, dl the tables are displayed in frequency and
proportion, excluding two responses. "don't know/no response,” and the gap between
an aggregation of frequencies or proportions in all categories, and total frequency or
proportion (100%) corresponds to frequency and proportion of "don't know/no
response.” In addition, unless there is a particular note, al the proportions are a result
of using cross-sectional weight. However, regarding the questions involving
respondents who participated in both first and second survey, weights were not used
when change between the two was calculated in proportion, because longitudinal
household weight was not available. For an analysis of individual respondents,
individual longitudinal weight was used when change was demonstrated in proportion.



48 ®e+ 2010 Korean Longitudinal Survey of Women & Families(KLOWF)

(Table IV-1) Distribution of Household Members by Number!

(Unit: %)

Category 2007 2008

1 person 5.1 57

2 persons 176 175

3 persons 24.3 23

4 persons 402 408

5 persons 10.3 106

6 persons or more 25 29
Average number 341 343
Total 1000 1000

The change in the average number of household members over the two-year
period since 2007 is illustrated in <Table 1IV-2>. Among the single-person
households in the first wave data, 79.5% of them were till made up of one
member. The 2-person, 3-person, 4-person, 5-person, 6-person, and 7-person
households which also remained unchanged in the second survey accounted for
73%, 69.1%, 91.4%, 88.2%, 81.9%, and 72.2%, respectively. Among them,
4-person households showed the dightest change while households with 3
persons changed most noticeably due to an increase in the number of their
members. The average household members of 1-person to 5-person households
were generdly on the rise, but the figure fell in the mgjority of the households

with 6 persons or more.

11) The population covered by the Korean Longitudina Survey of Women and Family was
women aged between 19 or older and under 64. Naturaly, the survey does not include
one-person households formed by men, which is considered to make up a large portion
of the households. Besides, redidticaly it is not easy to contact one-person households
in the field of survey. Therefore, it should be noted that the proportion of one-person
households in this survey is relatively low compared to the census.
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(Table V-2) Change in the Number of Household Members
(Unit: Households, %)

2008 Total
Category 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

person | persons | persons | persons | persons | persons | persons | persons | oYY S

1 79.5 132 59 0.9 05 0.0 0.0 0.0 440 100.0
person

2 persons 15 73.0 17.0 7.0 1.3 0.1 0.1 0.0 1,651 100.0

3 persons 0.2 45 69.1 233 2.6 04 0.0 0.0 1,837 100.0

4 persons 0.1 04 24 914 5.0 0.7 0.0 0.0 2,776 100.0

2007
5 persons| 0.1 05 0.4 46 | 82 55 0.8 0.0 786 100.0
6 persons| 0.0 0.6 1.2 48 48 | 819 6.6 0.0 166 100.0
7 persons| 0.0 0.0 2.8 56 0.0 | 11| 722 8.3 36 100.0
8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100 12 100.0
persons

Frequency 381 | 1,360 | 1,649 | 3,130 911 212 46 15
Total 7,704 100.0
Percent 49 177 | 214 | 406 11.8 28 0.6 0.2

2) Characteristics of household heads

In terms of work force participation, of the household heads who had a job
in 2007, 91.5% stayed employed, and 8.5% became unemployed in 2008.
Among the household heads who did not have a job in 2007, 22.9% were
working in 2008 while 77.1% remained jobless. In short, there were more
household heads who lost their jobs than those who found jobs in the second

survey.
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(Table V-3) Change in Work Force Participation of Household Heads
(Unit: Persons, %)

2008
Category Total
With a job Without a job
5,830 540 6,370
With a job

915 85 100.0

2007
287 964 1,251

Without a job

229 7741 100.0
Frequency 6,117 1,504 7,621

Total
Percent 80.3 19.7 100.0

A magority of the household heads were working a the same jobs as in the
previous year. The household heads working as managers showed the most
noticeable change with 5.9% moving to professional and related occupations.
Among the household heads who had elementary occupations, 1.6% and 1.8%
turned to farming or fishing, and crafts or related trades, respectively. According
to an analysis of the household heads who did not change their jobs in 2008,
89.5% of those working as managers and 97.3% of those in professiona and
related occupations responded that they had the same jobs. As for the household
heads who were clerks, service and sales people, 94.1%, 95.1% and 93.7%,
respectively did not switch their jobs. The proportion of other household heads
who stayed at the same jobs turned out to be 99% for skilled agricultural,
forestry and fishery workers, 95.4% for craft and related trade workers, 96.2%
for plant and machine operators and assemblers, 92.8% for those in elementary
occupations, and 95.7% for armed forces.

The household heads who made the dightest change in their careers were the
group of skilled agricultural, forestry and fishery workers, followed by two
categories. professionas and related workers, and plant and machine operators
and assemblers. On the other hand, the household heads in management marked
the highest rate of changing jobs, followed by those with elementary

occupations.
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(Table V-4) Change in Types of Occupations of Household Heads
(Unit: Persons, %)

2008 Total
Skilled
Cat Profession agricult= | Craft and | Plant and
ategory als and . ural, | related | machine [Elementary
Managers| related | Clerks izxg w?;?lisrs forestry | trade | operators | occupa— f;";sd Frequency| Percent
occu— and wor | and as— | tions
pations fishery kers | semblers
workers

Managers | 89.5 59| 07| 00| 07| 07 13| 00 13| 00| 153| 100.0

Professionals
and related 05 973 1.2 0.1 05 00 0.2 0.2 0.0 00 953| 100.0
occupations

Clerks 08| 24| 941 04/ 08/ 00| 08 03] 04 00| 741 1000

Service
workers 0.0 06 03| 951 14 0.3 1.2 0.3 0.9 00 345| 100.0

Sales
workers 0.7 1.1 09 1.1 937 00 0.7 0.7 1.1 00 559| 100.0

Skilled
agricultural,

forestry and 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 01] 990 0.3 0.0 0.4 00| 930| 100.0
2007 | fighery

workers

Craft and
related trade 0.0 04 1.1 0.1 0.5 04| 9.4 1.2 0.8 00| 733| 100.0
workers

Plant and
machine
operators 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.3 05 0.1 1.0] 96.2 1.6 00| 730| 100.0
and
assemblers

Elementary
accupaions 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 0.8 16 1.8 1.0] 928 00| 498| 100.0

e 00| 00| 43| 00| 00/ 00l 00| 00| 00| 97| 46 1000

Frequency 154 969 728| 345 5b64| 935| 736| 725 498 44
Total 5,688| 100.0

Percent 27| 170| 128 6.1 97| 164 129| 127 88| 08

In regard to the marital status of household heads, among household heads
who were single in 2007, 14 of them or 6.3% had married, leading to an
increase in the number of married household heads from 7,398 people in 2007
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to 7,412 people in 2008.

(Table V-5) Change in Marital Status of Household Heads
(Unit: Persons, %)

2008
Category Total
Married Unmarried
7,398 0 7,398
Married
100.0 0.0 100.0
2007
14 209 223
Unmarried
6.3 937 100.0
Frequency 7412 209 7,621
Total
Percent 973 2.7 100.0

Out of the household heads who were married and lived with their spouses in
2007, 59 of them (0.9%) responded in 2008 that they no longer live together.
On the contrary, 39 of those who were married yet living apart from their

spouses (4.6%) responded in 2008 that they were living together.

(Table V-6) Change in Living Arrangements of Married Household Heads

(Unit: Persons, %)

2008
Category Total
Living with spouse Living apart from spouse
6,500 59 6,559
Living with spouse
99.1 0.9 100.0
2007
39 800 839
Living apart from spouse
46 95.4 100.0
Frequency 6,539 859 7,398
Total
Percent 88.4 11.6 100.0
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The major reasons for household heads who were married but lived apart
from their spouses included death of spouse, divorce, job issue, and separation
due to family conflict. The reasons cited by widowed or divorced household
heads did not change. On the other hand, 14.5% of those who were not living
with their spouses was due to job issues that changed their reason for living
gpart to "family conflict." In short, the household heads living apart from their
partners is because of work declined, while those responding as separated from
their spouses is due to marita discord increased from 18 to 45 households in 2008.

(Table V-7) Change in Reasons for Married Household Heads Living

Apart from their Spouses
(Unit: Persons, %)

2008 Total
Education
Category (including Medical Chid | Separation
Work(Job) | studying P rearing | by family | Runaway | Divorce | Widowed | Other |Frequency| Percent
over) and care | discord
56aS)

Widowed 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 00| 998 00| 447| 1000
Divorce 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00| 1000 0.0 00| 233| 1000

o | ®5| 00| o0o| oo 145 00| 00| 00| 00| 76[ 1000
Education
frdudng | 00| 1000| 00| 00| 00| 00| 00| oo oo| 1| 1000

o007 studying
overseas)

Family
issues 0.0 0.0 5.6 56| 722 0.0 1.1 0.0 56 18| 100.0

Medical
care

Separation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0] 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 20| 1000

25.0 00| 250 00| 250 0.0 00| 250 0.0 41 100.0

Frequency 66 1 2 1 45 1 235 447 1
Total 799 | 100.0
Percent 8.3 0.1 0.3 0.1 56 0.1 24| 559 0.1
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3) Moving and housing
Since the 2007 survey, 12%, or 1,092 of al households had moved.

(Table V-8) Moving since the First Survey
(Unit: Households, %)

Category Frequency Percent
Moved 1,092 12.0

Not moved 6,612 729
Total 7,704 85.0

According to an andysis of changes in types of housing occupancy, the
proportion of owner-occupied houses remained amost the same, but there were
changes in tenant-occupied households. Out of the households living on a
jeonse, or a lease with a lump-sum deposit without monthly rent, 17.8% moved
to home ownership, and 17.1% and 11% of those renting on a monthly basis
with deposit switched to a jeonse lease or purchased a house, respectively.

When it came to the households holding on to previous occupancy types,
94.6% of owner-occupied households stayed the same, and the proportion stood
a 71.4% with households on a jeonse lease, 60.8% with those living on a
monthly rent with deposit, 48.7% with other monthly rents, and 61.5% with

rent-free and other.

(Table V-9) Change in Housing by Occupancy Types
(Unit: Households, %)

2008 Total
Category Lease wih a iy
Monthly rent | with lump sum | Rent free and

Ouned IL:jrgpsuirtn with deposit | payment for Other Frequency Percent

e rental period
Owned 94.6 32 05 0.2 14 5,071 100.0

Lease with a
{ump-sum 17.8 714 72 038 28 1,454 100.0
deposit)
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2008 Total
Category Lease vith a Montly rent
Monthly rent | with lump sum | Rent free and
Oured Ilérgpsu? with deposit | payment for Other Frequency Percent
posi rental period
Morttly rent wifh | =44 17.1 608 66 46 65 | 1000
deposit
Monthly rent with
o7 | @ umo sum 114 140 207 487 52 193 100.0
payment for
rental period
Rent free and | 55 8.1 50 34 615 32 1000
Other
Frequency 5,223 1,366 585 171 350
Total 7,695 100.0
Percent 67.9 178 76 22 45

In terms of housing types, except for other miscellaneous structures such as
shanties and greenhouse-cum-housing settlements, households living in
apartments and single houses showed the dightest change a only 5.0% and
3.0%, respectively. On the other hand, a relatively large portion of households
living in town houses moved, and most of them preferred apartments, followed
by single houses.

The proportion of households residing in the same housing structure as in 2007
turned out to be 95.0% for single houses, 97.0% for apartments, 86.5% for town
houses, 78.7% for multiplex house, 88.3% for houses in a non-residentid building
and 86.7% for office-cum-apartments called "Officetel" in Korea. These figures
indicate that the rate of changing housing types was highest among households

residing in town houses, multiplex houses, and office-cum-apartments.
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(Table V-10) Change in Types of Housing Units
(Unit: Households, %)

2008 Total
- Shanties,
ategory ' Mutt o Office= greenhouse—
mg;: Apartments hms plex No&ﬁzliger;ﬂal cumapart= | cumhousing | Other | Frequency | Percent
house 9 ments | settlements, and
mudhuts
Single houses | 95.0 31| 09| 04 0.5 0.0 00| 00| 2752 100.0
Apartments 0.8 970 12| 05 04 0.1 00| 00| 3405| 100.0
Town houses 26 93| 85| 08 0.8 0.1 00| 00 799 | 100.0
Muttiplex house | 6.4 771 57| 787 1.2 02 00| 00 404 | 100.0
Non-residential
buildings 29 67| 08| 13 83.3 0.0 00| 00 240 | 100.0
2007
Office-
cuT-apartments 0.0 133 00| 00 0.0 86.7 00| 00 15| 100.0
Shanties and
greenhouse-
cum-housing 0.0 00| 00| 00 0.0 0.0 1000| 0.0 41 100.0
settlements
Other 0.0 00| 00| 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 100.0 11 100.0
Frequency 26% | 3513| 782 | 356 248 20 4 1
Total 7,620 | 100.0
Percent 354 46.1| 103 | 4.7 33 0.3 0.1 0.0

(Table V—11) Comparison of Average Housing Price and Cost
(Unit: Million Won)

2007 2008
Category Standard Standard
Average L Average L
deviation deviation
Owned : Housing price 131.08 134.87 133.81 132.39
Jeonse lease: 57.54 47982 6278 5098
Lump-sum deposit
Monthly rent : Deposit 10.87 14.78 11.59 15.27
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A comparison of average housing costs showed that prices for owner-
occupied homes increased by 2.73 million won, from 131.08 million won to
133.81 million won in 2007. The average price for a jeonse lease rose to 62.78
million won, which is an increase of 5.24 million won from 57.54 million won.
Average deposits for monthly rent were 11.59 million won, a 0.72 million won

increase from 10.87 million won in 2007.

4) Household income and expenditures

It was not easy to compare the first and the second wave data in terms of
household income and spending because the reference periods covered by the
two surveys for calculation1?) were different. Therefore, out of 7,704 households
who participated in the second survey, this analysis focused on those who
responded to income and expenditure questions and compared this data with

their levels of income and expenditure.

@ Income

Earned income is defined as earnings received for work and includes wages
and sdary earned as an employee or earnings as a self-employed person. Out of
households previoudy responding as income earners, 98.5% continued to earn
income in 2008, and 1.5%, or 105 households had no wages or saary income.
On the other hand, 27.4% of households without income in 2007 responded that
they were making money from work, while a staggering 72.6% of households

previously responded as non-earners till had no income in 2008.

12) The reference year for caculating household income and expenditure was the first
haf of 2007 (from January to June), but it was extended to one year to make a
year-to-year comparison. Therefore, the second survey's reference year was one year
after the first survey, from July 2007 to June 2008.
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(Table V—12) Change in Earned Income and Business Income
(Unit: Households, %)

2008
Category Total
With income | Without income
7,114 105 7,219
With income

985 1.5 100.0

2007
130 344 474

Without income

27.4 726 100.0
Frequency 7,244 449 7,693

Total
Percent A2 58 100.0

Financiad income refers to earnings through financia assets and includes
interest on savings or bonds, dividends from stock holdings and profits from
trading stocks and bonds. However, even if the stock price increases, leading to
arise in the vaue of assets, it is not counted as financial income unless actua
sdling or buying occurs.

Financia income showed a remarkable change compared to earned income.
Out of households who had financia income, those who till had an income in
2008 accounted for 33.9% and those who did not was 66.1%. A mere 7.4% of
households without financia income responded as earners in 2008 and the rest

still did not make money from financia assets.

(Table IV-13) Change in Financial Income
(Unit: Households, %)

2008
Category Total
With income Without income
202 393 595
With income

339 66.1 100.0

2007
528 6,564 7,092

Without income

74 6 100.0
Frequency 730 6,957 7,687

Total
Percent 9.5 0.5 100.0
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(Table NV-14) Change in Immovable Property Income
(Unit: Households, %)

2008
Category Total
With income Without income
155 152 307
With income

505 495 100.0

2007
206 7,179 7,385

Without income

28 97.2 100.0
Frequency 361 7,331 7,692

Total
Percent 47 9.3 100.0

Immovable property income refers to earnings from red edtate. It includes
income from the renta of a house or other property such as monthly rent
(deposit excluded) and profits generated by sales and purchases of red estate.
Out of households previoudy responding as immovable property income
earners, only 50.5% still had income in 2008. Households which did not have
income in 2007 but earned money from rea estate in 2008 accounted for 2.8%.
These figures demonstrate that the number of households with immovable
property income decreased subgtantialy in 2008.

Socid insurance income covered by this survey includes national pension and
specia occupational pensions, worker's compensation, compensation for patriots
and veterans, and unemployment benefits.l3 The changes in socia insurance

income were amost the same as in financia income and immovable property

13) Types of socia insurance include:

* National pension: old age pension, disability pension, survivor pension, lump-sum
death payment, lump-sum refund.

* Pensons for special occupations. private school teachers pension, government
employee pension, veteran's pension, lump-sum refund.

* Workers compensation: compensation for suspension of business, disability
compensation, survivor compensation

» Compensations for veterans and patriots

» Unemployment benefits
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income. While 29.3% of households previoudy responded as earners of socid
insurance income generated income in 2008, those in the opposite case stood
only a 6.8%.

(Table V—15) Change in Social Insurance Income
(Unit: Households, %)

2008
Category Total
With income Without income
492 204 696
With income
70.7 29.3 100.0
2007
479 6,521 7,000
Without income
6.8 932 100.0
Frequency 971 6,725 7,696
Total
Percent 12.6 874 100.0

Transfer income refers to money received from relatives or close friends as
support for living expenses or educational costs, or assistance payments received
from the government or social organizations. It includes income such as
transportation alowances for senior citizens and welfare payments for recipients
in liveihood protection programs of the state-run community service center, but
the before-mentioned socia insurance income is excluded.

Among 911 households previoudy responding as earners of transfer income,
62.8% or 572 households stayed the same, while the rest ended up with no
gains in 2008. Out of 6,781 households who did not have transfer income in
2007, 11.1%, or 751 households, newly joined in the group of transfer income
earners in 2008. All combined, among households in the first wave data, those
who had transfer income in 2008 totaled 1,323, making up 17.2%.
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(Table V-16) Change in Transfer Income

(Unit: Households, %)

2008 )
Category — - - Combined
With income Without income
572 339 911
With income
62.8 37.2 100.0
2007
751 6,030 6,781
Without income
1.1 88.9 100.0
Frequency 1,323 6,369 7,692
Total
Percent 17.2 82.8 100.0

In terms of basic livelihood security recipients, their number reached a tota
of 185 households in 2007. In 2008, 75.7% or 140 of them remained on the
recipient list, and 24.3% or 45 households were disgualified from the program.
Among 7,512 households covered by the program in 2007, 0.5% or 41

households became new recipients of the program.

(Table V-17) Change in Basic Livelihood Security Recipients

(Unit: Households, %)

2008 )
Category — — Combined
Recipient Non-recipient
140 45 185
Recipient
757 243 100.0
2007
M 7471 7512
Non-recipient
05 995 100.0
Frequency 181 7516 7,697
Total
Percent 24 976 100.0

@ Expenditure

When it came to monthly savings, households saved an average of 680,000 won
and 720,000 won per month in 2007 and in 2008, respectively. The number of
those saving their money decreased dightly from 4,101 to 4,092 households in
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2007. By proportion, those responding as saving their money accounted for 53.4%
and those who did not set aside any income stood a 46.6%.

(Table V—18) Change in Savings
(Unit: Households, %)

2008
Category Total
Saved Not saved
2,983 1,118 4,101
Saved
727 273 100.0
2007
1,109 2459 3,568
Not saved
31.1 68.9 100.0
Frequency 4,092 3,577 7,669
Total
Percent 534 46.6 100.0
) 2007 2008
Average amount of saving
68 72

(Table V—19) Average Amount of Monthly Saving
(Unit: Households, %)

2007 2008
Category
Frequency Percent Frequency Percent
Less than 100,00 won % 24 69 1.7
100,000 won or more, less
ihan 250,000 won 767 19.3 695 17.1
250,000 won or more, less
ihan 500,000 won 872 21.9 886 218
500,000 won or more, less
ihan 750,000 won 1,047 26.3 1,076 264
750,000 won or more, less 151 38 180 44
than 1 million won
1 million won or more, less 65 157 648 159
than 1.5 million won
1.5 million won or more 421 10.6 516 12.7
Total 3,979 100.0 4,070 100.0
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In regards to the average amount of monthly savings in 2007, 500,000 won
or more, yet not exceeding 750,000 won, was cited as the largest portion, by
26.3% of all households, followed by two categories. 250,000 won or more, not
exceeding 500,000 won, and 100,000 won or more, not exceeding 200,000 won,
quoted by 21.9% and 19.3% of respondents, respectively. In 2008, the
distribution was amost the same. The largest percentage of households, 26.4%
saved an average of 500,000 won or more, not exceeding 750,000 won per
month. Those who answered 250,000 won or more, less than 500,000 won
ranked second with 21.8%, followed by those saving 100,000 won or more, but
less than 200,000 won, which accounted for 17.1%.

5) Assets and debts

Assets are divided into rea estate and financia assets for the purpose of the
survey. Red estate property includes not only houses where households are
currently residing, but aso other properties they own including houses,
buildings, forest or land. In case of tenants, rental deposits paid to their
landlords adso fal into this category. Financial assets refer to bank savings,
stocks, bonds, trust, insurance, money deposited to mutual assistance societies
for pooling financia resources or socidizing, caled gyein Korea, and money
personaly lent to others. All of these combined comprise the total amount of
financial assets.

In 2007, the households had an average of 23.91 million won in financia
assets, while the figure stood at 20.52 million won in 2008.

(Table V-20) Comparison of Average Financial Assets
(Unit: Million Won)

2007 2008
2391 25.02

Average
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The comparison of household financial assets in 2007 and 2008 shows that
out of those with less than a tota of 10 million won, 52.5% remained
unchanged in the amount. On the other hand, 34.3% responded that their
financial assets increased to a value between 10 million won or more but less
than 25 million won. Out of households with 10 million won or more, not
exceeding 25 million won in financia assets, 19.7% moved to the category of
25 million won or more, not exceeding 50 million won, while 27.2% responded
that the assets decreased to a value of less than 10 million won. Only 33%
households with 25 million won or more, but less than 50 million won stayed
the same, and 48.4% experienced a decline in financia assets. Out of
households whose financia assets totaed between 50 million won or more but
less than 75 million won, 24.7% reported no change in the amount, while
57.6% saw a decrease. The households who reported the amount as 75 million
won or more, but not exceeding 1 billion won showed the same pattern; 80.7%
of them experienced a decline in financia assets. Out of those with 100 million
won or more in 2007, 39.2% reported growth while the rest experienced a

decline.

(Table V-21) Comparison in Distribution of Total Amount of Financial Assets
(Unit: Households, %)

2008 Total

10 milion | 25 milion | 50 million | 75 million
Category Lessthan | wonor | wonor | wonor | wonor |100 milion
10 milion | more, less | more, less | more, less | more, less | won or | Frequency | Percent

won than 25 | than 50 | than 75 | than 1 more
million won | million won | million won | bilion won

Less than 10 million won 525 34.3 91 28 03 09 1,312 | 100.0

10 million won or more, less

. 272 422 19.7 8.0 09 20 1,406 | 100.0
than 25 million won

2007 25 million won or more, less

. 17.3 31.0 33.0 129 2.7 3.1 672 100.0
than 50 million won

50 million won or more, less

. 10.3 26 24.7 24.7 76 10.1 368 100.0
than 75 million won
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2008 Total

10 milion | 25 milion | 50 million | 75 million
Category Lessthan | wonor | wonor | wonor | wonor |100 milion
10 milion | more, less | more, less | more, less | more, less | won or | Frequency | Percent

won than 25 | than 50 | than 75 | than 1 more
million won | million won | million won | bilion won

75 million won or more, less

. 84 16.9 36.1 19.3 6.0 13.3 83 100.0
than 1 billion won

100 million won or more 6.6 155 149 19.3 44 39.2 181 100.0

Frequency 1,245 | 1,376 767 379 75 180
Total 4,022 | 100.0
Percent 31.0 34.2 19.1 94 19 45

When asked whether or not their households owned any real estate other than
their current residence, those who answered in the affirmative, in both surveys,
amounted to 1,551 or 71.8%, and the remaining 28.2% or 608 households
responded that they did own in 2007, but did not in 2008. On the other hand,
those who answered in the negative in 2007, but in the affirmative in 2008
totaled 570 households, making up 10.3%, while 89.7% <till did not own other
immovable properties.

(Table V-22) Possession of Real Estate Except for Current Residence
(Unit: %, Households)

2008
Category Total
Yes No
1,551 608 2,159
Yes
718 282 100.0
2007
570 4962 5532
No
10.3 89.7 100.0
Frequency 2,121 5,570 7,691
Total
Percent 276 724 100.0
2007 2008
Average amount of saving
14,566 16,393
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The cross examination of data on the distribution of real estate properties
from the two surveys are outlined in <Table IV-23>. Among households
possessing other red estate, except for their current residence, valued at less
than 10 million won, 54.1% saw an increase to 10 million won or more, not
exceeding 50 million won. Out of those faling into the category of 10 million
won or more, not exceeding 50 million won in 2007, a significant 55.3% did
not change. In other categories, the proportion of those who experienced no
change in the value of their rea estate was 43.7% for 50 million won or more,
not exceeding 100 million won, 60% for 100 million won or more, less than
300 million won, 38.1% for 300 million won or more, less than 500 million
won, 51.6% for 500 million won or more, not exceeding 1 hillion won, and

38.5% for 1 hillion won or more.

(Table V-23) Change in Distribution of Real Estate Except
for Current Residence
(Unit: %)

2008 Total

10 milion | 50 milion | 100 milion 300 milion | 500 million
Category Lessthan | wonor | wonor | wonor | wonor | wonor | 1bilion
10 milion | more, less | more, less | more, less | more, less [ more, less | won or | Frequency | Percent

won | than 50 | than 100 | than 300 | than 500 | than 1 more
milion won | million won |million won [ million won | billion won

Less than 10 million
won

108 | 541 189 | 135 0.0 2.7 0.0 37 100.0

10 million won or
more, less than 24 553 | 27.1 137 0.8 0.3 05 380 | 100.0
50 million won

50 million won or
more, less than 06 188 | 437 320 35 1.2 0.3 341 100.0

20071 100 million won

100 million won or
more, less than 0.2 70 15.3 60.0 11.6 48 1.1 458 100.0
300 million won

300 million won or
more, less than 0.0 42 541 314 38.1 16.9 42 118 100.0
500 million won
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2008 Total

10 milion | 50 milion | 100 milion 300 milion | 500 million
Category Lessthan | wonor | wonor | wonor | wonor | wonor | 1bilion
10 milion | more, less | more, less | more, less | more, less [ more, less | won or | Frequency | Percent

won | than 50 | than 100 | than 300 | than 500 | than 1 more
milion won | million won | million won [ million won | billion won

500 million won or
more, less than 0.0 16 48 274 438 51.6 9.7 62 100.0
1 billion won

1 billion won or more | 0.0 38 00 115 154 30.8 385 26 100.0

Frequency 16 333 338 498 120 88 29
Total 1,422 | 100.0
Percent 1.1 234 238 35.0 84 6.2 20

Bank savings of households increased to 19.17 million won from 11.84
million won. Out of those answering that they were saving their money in a
bank in 2007, 77.7% continued to put their money into savings accounts, while
22.3% no longer did. On the contrary, 46% of households previousy without

bank savings were saving money in a bank, while 54% did not change.

(Table V-24) Bank Savings
(Unit: Households, %)

2008
Category Total
Have Don't have
3,639 1,046 4685
Have
777 223 100.0
2007
1,363 1,601 2,964
Don't have
46.0 54.0 100.0
Frequency 5,002 2,647 7,649
Total
Percent 65.4 346 100.0
2007 2008
Average (Unit: Million Won)
18.40 19.17

When it came to stocks, bonds and trusts, 50.8% of respondents who

answered as holders of those assets in the first survey, continued to invest in
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the assets while the rest no longer owned the assets. On the other hand, 9.6%
of households without investments in stocks, bonds, or trusts in first wave data
newly responded as holders of financia assets, while the remaining 90.4% said
they dtill did not have any assets.

(Table V-25) Stocks, Bonds and Trusts
(Unit: Households, %)

2008
Category , Total
Have Don't have
465 450 915
Have
50.8 492 100.0
2007
649 6,110 6,759
Don't have
96 904 100.0
Frequency 1,114 6,560 7,674
Total
Percent 145 855 100.0
o 2007 2008
Average (Unit: Million Won)
17.78 17.19

As for saving insurance, the number of households with saving insurance in
2007 totaed 2,611. Among them, 53.4% or 1,395 households retained the asset
while the remaining 46.6% said they no longer had it in 2008. The number of
households previoudly responded as not using saving insurance, yet who turned
out to be in possession of saving insurance in 2008 amounted to 1,010 of 5,057

or 20% of total households. The remaining 80% still had no saving insurance.

(Table V-26) Saving Insurance
(Unit: Households, %)

2008 i
Category . Combined

Have Don't have

1,395 1,216 2,611

Have
534 46.6 100.0
2007
1,010 4,047 5,057
Don't have
200 80.0 100.0




IV, Descriptive Analysis of Changes in Households and Individuals *®® (9

2008 .
Category ; Combined
Have Don't have
Frequency 2405 5,263 7,668
Total
Percent 314 68.6 100.0
. 2007 2008
Average (Unit: Million Won)
10.58 10.35

(Table V-27) Debts from Financial Institutions
(Unit: Households, %)

2008 .
Category ‘ Combined
Have Dont have
2,372 898 3270
Have
725 275 100.0
2007
952 3,397 4,349
Don't have
219 78.1 100.0
Frequency 3,324 4,295 7,619
Total
Percent 436 56.4 100.0
Average amount of monthly principal and 2007 2008
interest paid back (Unit: Million Won) 3% 43
Average amount of remaining debt 2007 2008
(Unit: Million Won) 4381 4358

In 2007, a tota of 3,270 households had debts from financial ingtitutions, and
the number rose dightly, to 3,324 households in 2008. Out of those, the
households still in debt to banks in 2008 accounted for 72.5% while 27.5%
were no longer in debt. On the other hand, those who previously responded as
not owing money to banks, but borrowed money in 2008 amounted to 952 or
21.9% of the total 4,349 households. The amount of money households repaid
averaged 340,000 won and 430,000 won per month in 2007 and in 2008,
respectively. The amount of debt yet to be paid back averaged 43.81 million
won in 2007 and increased dlightly to 43.58 million won in 2008.
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6) Current economic conditions

According to an andysis of current economic conditions of households, those
who responded "Average" totaled 3,966 households in 2008, up from 3,861 in
2007. Out of those households which rated their economic conditions as
"Average' in the first wave data, 23.8% and 2.8% responded as "dightly bad"
and "very bad," respectively. This indicates that there has been a change in
household economy. Those who answered "fairly bad" to describe their financia
status in 2007 reached 2,173 households, and 49% of them gave the same
responses, and 35.3% responded "Average’ in 2008. In 2007, a total of 791
households responded as "very bad" in their economic conditions, and 44.4% of
them responded that the conditions remained the same in 2008.

(Table V-28) Comparison of Economic Conditions
(Unit: Households, %)

2008 Total
Category
Very good | Fairly good | Average |Slightly bad | Very bad | Frequency | Percent
Very good 21.3 340 340 6.4 43 47 100.0
Fairly good 1.0 310 56.0 10.1 18 819 100.0
2007 Average 0.2 6.4 66.7 238 28 3,861 100.0
Slightly bad 0.0 1.9 353 49.0 137 2173 100.0
Very bad 0.0 06 185 365 444 791 100.0
Frequency 26 565 3,966 2,360 774
Total 7,691 100.0
Percent 0.3 73 51.6 30.7 10.1

In terms of spending, 30.1% of respondents in 2007 pointed out that
education comprised the biggest burden to their family budgets, followed by
loans and debts which were identified as a magor burden by 13.5% of
households, followed by food (13.1%) and housing expenses (11.7%). In 2008,
the largest portion of households or 31.9% aso considered education as the
biggest strain on their budget. Loans and debts were cited as the next heaviest
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burden, followed by three items. Transportation and communications, food and

housing expenses.

(Table V—29) The Most Burdensome Spending ltem in the Household Economy
(Unit: Households, %)

2007 2008
Category
Frequency Percent Frequency Percent
Food 1,011 13.1 901 1.7
Medical costs 336 44 320 42
Education 2,321 30.1 2,456 31.9
Housing (strata fee, monthly rent and 905 17 886 15
Other)
Repayment of the principal and 1,040 135 1,080 134
interest for loans or debts
Savings for buying a home 223 29 104 1.3
Family occasions 334 43 342 44
Transportation and communications 810 10.5 906 118
Other 93 1.2 304 39
None 624 8.1 454 59
Total 7,697 99.9 7,703 100.0

(Table V-30) Change in Burdensome Spending ltems in the Household Economy
(Unit: Households, %)

2008 Total
Trans
Category . Loans | Savings .
Food M(eglmcal Education [Housing | and | for a ooFcaarsni"gns tion and | Other | Nome | Frequency | Percent
debt | home commu-
nications
Food 304 | 45| 197| 115 102| 17 26| 112 36| 48| 1011]1000
Medical costs | 15.8 | 24.4 95| 1568| 77| 09 68| 98| 33| 60 336 | 1000
Education 66| 09| 660| 34| 88| 07 15| 65| 34| 22| 2321|1000
Housing (strata
fee, monthly rent | 10.3 | 65| 11.6| 314| 99| 14 67| 133| 42| 46 905 | 1000
and Other)
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2008 Total

Trans
f Loans | Savings . porta
Food Mg'sial Education | Housing | and | for a ooFcaa;sni"gns tion and | Other | None | Frequency | Percent
debt | home commu-
nications

Category

Repayment of the

principal and
interest for loans 721 20| 212| 96| 46| 07 23| 107 29| 29| 1040|1000

or debt

Savings for buying
a home

48| 18| 215 112| 126| 108 18| 143| 63| 49 1000

223
2007 | Family occasions | 9.3 | 66| 114| 126| 87| 09| 243| 150| 39| 75 334 | 1000
Transportation
809

and 125| 44| 185| 103| 79| 17 64| 273| 52| 57 100.0
communications

Other 65| 11| 172| 140| 86| 22 54| 129| 204 | 118 B | 1000

None 74| 45| 186| 144| 88 6 511 103| 34| 269 624 | 1000

Frequency 88| 319 | 2455 | 836|100 | 103 2| 06| 03| 444
Total 7,6% | 100.0
Percent 1.7 41| 319| 115 134 13 44| 118 39| 59

A comparison of data on expenses that burden the household economy shows
that 66% of respondents who had placed education at the top in the first survey
continued to consider it as the biggest burden. Education was the only spending
item cited by more than 50% of households for two consecutive years. The
number of households which considered education as the heaviest burden on
their economy was 2,321 in 2007 and 2,455 in 2008. Loans and debts aso
remained a magjor concern, as demonstrated by the fact that 40.6% of those who

chose loans and debts in 2007 gave the same response in 2008.

2. Family Relations

This part is dedicated to examine the changes and characteristics of femae

individua respondents in the first and second wave datal¥) of the Korean
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Longitudina Survey of Women and Family (KLoWF). This analysis excluded
data that remained unchanged between the first and second wave data or proved
insignificant. Instead, it focused on what was considered to be significant in
terms of changes in individua female responses to the questions both surveys
had in common. All the statistics involved cross-sectiona responding individual

weights and excluded non-responses and "don't know."

1) Marriage experience and intention to marry

@ Married women

The number of women who had ever been married, including common-law
marriage, stood at 80.2% in the first wave data. In the second survey, the figure

rose to 81.0%, a margina increase of 0.8%p.

(Table V-31) Change in Women’'s Marital Status

(Unit: %)
Category 2007 2008
Ever married 80.2 81.0
Never married 19.8 19.0

@ Intention to marry

Over the two year period, the number of women who had ever married
increased, but the proportion of single women intending to marry declined.

While 77.3% of single female respondents in the first year said they intended to

14) The periods covered by the first and the second survey were from September 2007 to
February 2008, and from October 2008 to June 2009, respectively. In other words, the
surveys were conducted over two years, SO it is not necessary to make a strict
distinction between the years of the first and second surveys. But for the purpose of
this chapter, the first year and the second year will be described as 2007 and 2008,
respectively, based on the time when the two surveys began.
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marry, the figure decreased to 70.0% in the second year. On the other hand, the
negative responses to marriage increased. Specificaly, female respondents who
expressed their intention to marry increased to 14.9% from 13.3% in 2007, and
those who said "never thought of marriage” accounted for 15.1%, a jump from

9.4% in 2007.

(Table V-32) Change in Intention to Marry

(Unit: %)
Category 2007 2008
Intend to marry 773 70.0
Not intend to marry 13.3 149
Never thought of marriage 94 15.1

Both in the first and second surveys, the largest portion of female respondents
said they were not intending to marry because "enjoy a single life." But their
proportion stood at 49.8%, lower than in the first wave data. The reasons cited
by the second largest portion of the respondents varied in 2007 and 2008. In the
first wave data, 11.0% of them cited the "burden of household chores or
child-rearing” for their reluctance to marry while in the second wave data, 14.5%
of them pointed out "pursuing a degree" as the reason. Other factors did not
change considerably over the two-year period, but the number of respondents
who considered marriage as "dffecting their career™ declined dightly.

(Table V-33) Change in Reasons for Reluctance to Marry

(Unit: %)
Category 2007 2008
Enjoy a single life 53.0 498
Pursue a degree 10.9 145

Career can be affected 44 30

Poor health or disabilities 74 135
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Category 2007 2008

Burdened by housework or child-rearing 11.0 6.8
Other 134 124

Total 100.0 100.0

@ ldeal age for marriage

The ideal age for marriage varied dightly in the two surveys. The single
women in the first wave data regarded a woman's optimal age for marriage as
29.00 years old, but the figure was up by 0.29, standing at 29.29 years old in
the second wave data. In 2008, they responded 31.37 as a man's ideal age to
marry, which was up by 0.12 from 31.25 in 2007. Therefore, the gap between
men's and women's idead age for marriage was 2.25 years in the fird wave
data, but it was reduced to 2.08, down 0.17 in the second wave data.

(Table V-34) Ideal Age for Marriage by Sex

(Unit: Age)
Sex 2007 2008 Change
Female 29.00 29.29 0.29
Male 31.25 31.37 0.12
Age gap (Male's age minus female's) 225 2.08 -0.17

@ Views of marriage

When it came to how marriage was perceived by single women in the two
surveys, the proportion of those who responded that "marriage makes people
mature adults’ went up dightly from 32.1% to 35.4%. In the meantime, those
who said "marriage puts restraints on on€s life" and "marriage is not as
important as self-redlization” also increased from 69.0% to 72.0%, and from
66.4% to 67.2%, respectively. In short, more women have attached importance
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to marriage, but a the same time an increasing number of single women have
demonstrated negative views of marriage and placed higher value on their
persona achievements. In addition, a dightly increasing number of single
women expressed their opinion that it is acceptable to deep or cohabitate with
their partners without a sure promise of marriage. Specifically, those who
thought that "it is possible to have sexua relationships without the commitment
of marriage" rose to 40.5% in 2008, up by 0.9% from 39.6% in 2007. The
respondents in favor of the view that "cohabitation is possible without the

commitment of marriage” aso rose to 29.3%, up by 5.2 % from the first year.

(Table IV-35) Attitude toward Marriage by Unmarried Women

(Unit: %)
Category 2007 2008
Marriage makes people mature adults 32.1 35.4
Getting married and creating a family is very important to me. 514 50.0
It is possible to have sexual relationships without commitment to marriage 39.6 405
Cohabitation is possible without commitment to marriage 241 203
It is good to take one's time before having a baby. 59.2 59.4
It is best to have at least two children. 60.4 58.7
My personal accomplishments are more important than marriage 66.4 67.2
Marriage restricts my personal life. 69.0 720
| want to marry and become independent of my parents. 524 472

Note: Positive responses

©® Amount of time spent on housework by single women

The number of hours that single women spent on household chores declined
dightly in the second year. In the first wave data, the total time for housework
by single women stood at 40.52 minutes during weekdays, 47.22 minutes during
Saturdays and 54.09 minutes during Sundays. On the other hand, the amount

was reduced in the second wave data to 32.87 minutes, 37.72 minutes and
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50.17 minutes, respectively. The biggest drop came from Saturday's housework,
which was decreased by 9.50 minutes, followed by weekdays and Sundays.

(Table V-36) Amount of Time Spent on Housework by Single Women

(Unit: Minute)
Category 2007 2008 Change
Weekdays 40.52 3287 -7.65
Saturdays 4722 37.72 -9.50
Sundays 54.09 50.17 -3.92

Note: 1) The responses of "strongly agree’ and "dightly agree" are added together.
2) Marriage and the Marita Relationship

2) Marriage and marital relationships
@ Married life

The level of happiness that married women fed in their marriage decreased
dightly in the second wave data. In the first year, they rated their happiness
with marriage as 5.19, but it was down by 0.28, scoring 4.91 points in the

second year.

(Table V-37) Change in the Level of Happiness with Marriage

(Unit: Point)
Category 2007 2008 Change
Average 519 491 -0.28

Note: 1) This is based on a scae of 1 to 7, from very unhappy to very happy.

Overdl, happiness within marriage fell while their relaionship with their
husbands improved dightly. In the first year, married women who said yes to
"I trust my husband" accounted for 88.0%, but rose by 3.5% to 91.5%. Positive
responses aso increased dightly in other statements including "1 spend a lot of
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time talking with my husband" from 76.4% to 78.0%, "My husband and | share
the same opinion" from 69.7% to 71.1%, and "I am happy with my marital
relationship including sex life" from 80.1% to 81.4%.

(Table V-38) Change in Perceptions of Husbands

(Unit: %)
Category 2007 2008
| spend much time talking with my husband 76.4 78.0
My husband and | share the same opinion 69.7 711
| am happy with my marital relationship including sex life 80.1 814
| trust my husband 88.0 915

Note: The responses of "amost aways' and "often" are combined.

When it came to making a decision, a large portion of respondents said that
they tak with their husbands on family matters like “children's education”
"investments and asset management” and “"family leisure activities'. The
respondents husbands usualy had the power to make a choice regarding their
own job problems including "my employment” and "my changes of jobs'. On
the other hand, women on average took care of "managing living expenses’ and
their persona problems including whether or not to take a job offer or to
change jobs. Such a decision-making structure was basicdly about the same in
both first and second years. The only difference was that the number of married
women who made a decision on their own increased, while the proportion of
their husbands acting as a main decision-maker decreased—except when their
persona problems were involved. There was an increase in the portion of those
responding to make decisions together as a couple in the areas of "investments
and asset management” and “family leisure activities' but the other categories

mostly saw a decrease.
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(Table V-39) Main Decision—Maker in Family

(Unit: %)
2007 2008
Category With other With other
Husband : Not Husband : Not
Myseff | Husband family ) Myself | Husband family :
and myself T applicable and myself TR applicable
Children’s education 334 44| 472 0.7 143 ] 339 29| 435 1.0 18.6
My employment 38.6 40| 336 07| 231 46.0 3.1 30.6 05| 198
Husband's 28| 509| 30| 02| 121| 21| 6| 27| 02| 84
employment

My change of jobs 32.0 56| 315 04] 306| 390 39| 300 02| 270

Husband's change of

) 2.6 46.9 37.1 0.3 132 20 54.1 35.0 0.3 85
jobs

Investment and asset oa6| 193] 552 09 | o52| 145| 594 0.9 _
management

Managing Iving 03| 72| 27| o7| -| 77| 57| 27| o8] -
expenses

Family leistre 08| 58| 84| 50 -| 211| 48| e9s| 43 -
activities

@ Marital relationship

When asked about whether or not the couples do things together with their
spouses, and how often they did them in the last month, the proportion of
couples who did "not spend time together even once a month", "going out for
a movie, concert or a sports game" rose to 69.2% from 64.2% in 2007. Married
women who answered the frequency as "not even once a month", "taking a
walk, jogging, hiking, and doing exercises', aso increased from 50.3% to
51.8%. Those who did not visit their parents or siblings, with their husbands,
even once a month rose from 48.4% to 48.6%. On the other hand, married
women who cited "not even once a month as the frequency for visiting their
parents-in-law or sister- or brother-in-laws with their husbands fell dightly from
42.1% to 41.9%. Overdl, the number of times when the husband and wife did
things together declined. Specifically, the frequency of couples accompanying
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each other "once every two weeks' fell in most activities and those who
answered "once a month" was the only category that saw a rise. Other
categories of frequency experienced a dight fal in al activities, such as
watching movies, going to concerts or sports games, visiting parents and

siblings, and visiting parents-in-law.

(Table V-40) Amount of Time Husband and Wife Spent Together

(Unit: %)
2007 2008

Category  [More than Once Less than| Not  [More than Once Less than|  Not

twice a Ovcggka every two ?quor?tha once a | appli- | twice a Ovcggka every two ?quor?tha once a | appli-

week weeks month | cable | week weeks month | cable
Going out for a

movie, concert or 1.5 48 64| 231 | 642 - 0.8 33 56| 212| 692 -
a sports game
Taking a walk,

jogaing, hiking or 59| 129| 104| 205| 503 - 6.1 113| 106| 202| 518 -

doing exercise

Visiting
parenisin-aw, |\ 541 701 96| 31| 421| 49| 50| 52| 90| 36| 419| 54
or sister- or
brother-in-laws

Visiing parents | 4ol 5ol gol| s00| 484| 32| 38| 43| 75| 7| 46| 31
or siblings

One of the major factors behind deteriorating marital relationships, which
caused married women to have an argument with their husbands or not tak to
them for at least one day in the last month, turned out to be "husband or my
habits' including drinking, smoking and coming home late. This category was
cited by the largest portion of respondents in both first and second surveys,
16.6% and 16.3%, respectively, followed by "financiad problems' chosen by
16.4% and 14.8% each year. The proportion of married women who responded
as experiencing a marita conflict due to diverse factors went up in the second
year, but for individual reasons, the figure fell dightly. This analysis can be
explained by the fact that the proportion of households who cited marital



IV. Descriptive Analysis of Changes in Households and Individuals <e® 81

discord increased while the number of conflicts within a single household
became fewer in the second year. The respondents identifying children's
education as a mgjor contributor to domestic conflict decreased by 2.1%p from
10.0% to 12.1%. Albeit marginaly, those who blamed the split of housework
for their marital trouble also fell by 0.7%p from 3.3% to 4.0%.

(Table V-41) Causes of Marital Conflict

(Unit: %)
Category 2007 2008
Financial problem 16.4 14.8
Children’s education 121 10.0
Child-rearing - 3.7
Relationship with parents-in-law 6.6 45
Relationship with my parents 038 0.4
Husband's or my career 30 2.0
Husband's or my problems with friends 1.6 1.3
Split of household chores 4.0 3.3
. . . Husband or my habils. 166 163
(including drinking, smoking and coming home late)
None for the last month 88.1 70.6

Note: Based on multiple responses.

This survey focused on five forms or consequences of marital arguments, and
in the second year, marital conflict showed a decrease ranging from 1%p to
7.6%p depending on the category. The respondents who "taking anger out at
children instead of husbands' when having an argument made up the largest
portion both in the first and second years, 19.6% and 12.0%, respectively. "Not
taking to each other for over a week" ranked second (16.2% and 11.2%, each),
followed by "exchanging harsh words including insults and curses (15.3% and
11.3%). Albeit small in portion, a violent form of marital dispute such as
"physical violence' was aso on the list, 4.5% in the firs year decreasing to

3.2% in the second year.
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(Table V-42) Forms of Marital Dispute

(Unit: %)
Category 2007 2008
Not talking with each other for over a week 16.2 11.2
Exchanging harsh words including insults and curses 15.3 1.3
Physical violence 45 32
Asking for help to calm down partners 37 27
Taking anger out at children instead of partners 19.6 120

3) Housework

@ Sharing Housework between wife and husband

In terms of the number of days spent on housework by married women, those
who answered as "admost everyday" and "very rarely (less than one day a
week)" for fixing meas or cooking and washing dishes increased dightly in the
second survey. However, those who chose "4-5 days a week,” "2-3 days a
week," and "oneday a week" fell dightly. On the other hand, those who chose
"amost everyday" for doing laundry and shopping including going to a grocery
store, decreased noticeably from 65.3% to 47.5%, and from 44.9% to 26.5%,
respectively, while proportions of "2-3 days a week,” and "ond day a week,"
and "very rarely" increased.

(Table V-43) Number of Days Married Women Spent on Housework

(Unit: %)
2007 2008
Category
Amost | 4-5 days | 2-3 days | One day Amost | 4-5 days | 2-3 days | One day
everyday | aweek | aweek | aweek Very rarely everyday | aweek | aweek | aweek Very rarely
Fidng meals or | 16| 40| 22| 10| 10| 98| 24| 20| 05| 14

cooking

Washing dishes 91.2 45 25 038 1.1 937 2.6 1.9 05 12
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2007 2008
Category
Amost | 4-5 days | 2-3 days | One day Amost | 4-5 days | 2-3 days | One day
overyday | aweek | aweek | aweek | V&Y @] ovenday | awesk | aweck | aweek | Ve T
Doing laundry 63| 116 174| 42| 15| 475| 148| 309| 50| 17
Shopping induding | 449 | 751 o11| 204| 63| 25| 70| 338 23| 76
groceries
Cleaning the 7909| 82| 72| 28| 20| 76| 12| s8s| 26| 2f
house

On the other hand, two-thirds of respondents said that their husbands spent
less than 1 day a week on domestic chores. Husbands who did not do
housework even one day a week ("very rarely") amounted to 63.2% and 57.9%
in the first and second surveys, respectively. On the other hand, the number of
husbands who spent "almost every day" and "1 day a week" on fixing meds or
cooking, washing dishes, doing laundry, shopping including grocery and
cleaning the house increased, while the figure decreased marginally in other
categories. In particular, the proportion of the response, "very rarey” fell
dightly in al categories of housework, except for fixing meals or cooking.

(Table V-44) Number of Days Husbands Spent on Household Chores
(Unit: %)

2007 2008

Category Aimost | 45 days | 2-3 cays | 1 day a
week

Amost | 4-5days | 2-3 days | 1daya
everyday | aweek | aweek week

everyday | aweek | aweek Very rarely

Very rarely

Fixing meals or 37| 28| 77| 105 752| 55| 22| 59| 104| 760

cooking
Washing dishes 37| 33| 94| 17| 79| 55| 29| 94| 132] €90
Doing laundry 25 1.6 56 94 80.9 37 0.9 54 105 79.5
Shopping induding |5 1191 g1| 56| 613| 85| 07| 75| 01| s82

groceries
Cleaning the 45| 35| 11| 177| e32| 63| 25| 115| 217| 579

house
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The time spent on housework by respondents and their husbands went down
in all categories in the second wave data. As for married women, the amount
of time for domestic chores averaged 239 minutes during weekdays, down by
25 minutes compared to the first wave data. The average time spent on
housework on Saturdays and Sundays aso decreased by 18 minutes and 17
minutes, standing at 227 minutes and 225 minutes, respectively, in the second
year. In the meantime, husbands spent an average of 19 minutes, 36 minutes,
and 50 minutes during weekdays, Saturdays and Sundays, respectively, and the
time was reduced by 3 minutes, O minute (no change) and 2 minutes,

respectively.

(Table V-45) The Amount of Time Spent on Housework

(Unit: Minute)
Category 2007 2008 Change
Wife(=Respondent) 264 239 25
Weekdays
Husband 22 19 -3
Wife 245 227 -18
Saturdays
Husband 36 36 0
Wife 242 225 -17
Sundays
Husband 52 50 -2

@ Satisfaction with husbands sharing of housework and
marital discord

Despite the small amount of time spent on chores by husbands, the
satisfaction that respondents had with the sharing of housework by their
hushands exceeded 40%. Their satisfaction level increased dightly in the second
year. Specificaly, the figure resulting from the combination of these two
responses of "very satisfied" and "moderately satisfied" reached 43.0%, up from
40.3% in the first year. On the other hand, the level of dissatisfaction
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("moderately dissatisfied" and "very dissatisfied") went down dightly to 20.2%
from 27.2%.

(Table IV-46) Satisfaction with Sharing of Housework by Husbands

(Unit: %)
Category 2007 2008
Very satisfied 6.8 6.7
Moderately satisfied 335 36.3
Average 324 36.9
Moderately dissatisfied 18.4 15.3
Very dissatisfied 8.8 49

Married women's reduced level of dissatisfaction with the split of household
chores contributed to a decrease in marital quarrels and discord over housework
(washing dishes, cleaning the house or taking care of children). Particularly,
athough those citing "never" as the frequency of marita disagreements
decreased by 4.8% in the second year, when "seldom" was included, the figure
rose by 2.6% from 82.8% in the first year to 85.4%. "Sometimes' and "often"
were cited by a small portion of respondents in the first survey, and saw a
decrease of 2.4% and 0.13%, respectively.

(Table IV-47) Marital Discord from Split of Housework

(Unit: %)
Category 2007 2008
Never 39.8 350
Seldom 43.0 50.4
Sometimes 15.1 127
Often 2.2 19
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@ Child care

For children aged 2 to 12, their mothers took care of them most of the time,
and except for when playing with them, over 80% of child care was covered by
their mothers. The second largest sharing of child care was handled by "both
parents,” which ranged from 14.5% to 17.0% depending on the categories.
Compared to the first year, the larger portion of child care was undertaken by
mothers in the second year. Specifically, mothers who were responsible for
playing with their children increased by 4.9%, from 69.1% to 74.0%, and other
categories also showed an increase of more than 1%. On the contrary, the

proportion of child care by co-parenting fell dightly over the two years.

(Table IV-48) Main Child Caregiver
(Unit: %)

2007

Fullime
Paternal ;
Mather | Father Both Matemal | Other |or parttime Otfer Not

parents p%rraer;?s parents | relatives | house applicable
keeper

Category

Helping children with eating

) 84.1 0.8 56 25 29 0.2 0.1 38 -
meals and wearing clothes

Playing with children 69.1 41 17.0 25 27 0.5 0.1 40 -

Taking care of children when

) 81.6 1.0 1.6 2.3 25 0.2 0.1 0.8 -
they are sick
Heloing chilaren with their | g3 | 45 | 8 | 14 | 13 | 04 | - | 27 | -
assignments or study
Panlglpallng in the events of their 83 | 04 105 18 13 02 B o4 B
kindergartens or schools
Taking chidren o private | g, 545 | o3 | 21 | 23 | 03 | o1 | 17 | -
academies or hospitals
Category 2008

Helping children with eating

) 87.2 0.5 44 24 26 0.1 0.1 2.7 -
meals and wearing clothes

Playing with children 740 42 14.5 22 24 02 0.1 24 -
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2007
Fultime
Category Mather | Father Both Pa::%al Matemal | Other |or parttime Otfer Not
parents grents parents | relatives | house applicable
[ keeper
Taking care of children when | gq6 | g8 | g7 | 24 | 20 | o1 | 01 | 10 | -
they are sick
Helping children with their g5 0 | 49 | 70 | 11 | 10 | 02 | 00 | 15 | 18
assignments or study
Pamcpaung in the events of their 86.1 09 67 11 10 00 B 10 33
kindergarten or school
Taking chidren o pivate | g5y | 5g | g | 17 | 23 | 02 | o1 | 14 | -
academies or hospitals

@ Housekeeper

Both the number of households hiring a helper for

housework, or

housekeeper, and the amount of monthly pay to the housekeeper decreased

dightly. This decrease is attributable to the fact that the economy was in
trouble in 2008 at the time of the second survey and this affected family

budgets. Those responding as using a housekeeper fell 0.4%p from 8.3% in

2007 to 7.9% in 2008. The average monthly wage offered to helpers was down

by 6.23 million won over this period.

(Table IV-49) Changes in Using a Housekeeper and Average Monthly

Payment
(Unit: %, %p, Milion Won)
Category 2007 2008 Change
With a housekeeper 8.3 79 -04
Average monthly wage 48.86 4263 -6.23
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4) Separation and divorce
@ Temporarily living apart
Couples responding as living apart because of work or children's education

fell by 0.6%p to 1.6% from 2.2% in the first year.

(Table V-50) Experience of Temporarily Living Apart From Spouse

(Unit: %)
Category 2007 2008
Ever experienced 22 1.6
Never experienced 97.8 984

A magjority of women counted the "husbhand's work" as the mgor reason for
temporarily living apart. Responses for other reasons turned out to be low

including "children's education or child-rearing,” "to look after parents or other
families" and "hedth problems including medicd treatment or taking a rest for
recovery." The noticeable change in the second year was that those living apart
because of "husband's work" increased, but the other categories al had fewer

responses compared to the first survey.

(Table V-51) Reasons for Living Apart Temporarily

(Unit: %)

Category 2007 2008

Husband's work 81.3 92.0

Children’s education or child-rearing 15 04

To look after parents or other families 35 2.3
Health problems including medical treatment or 42 o5

taking a rest for recovery
Other 95 28
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In regards to what married women think is the greatest difficulty resulting
from the temporary absence of their spouses, the largest portion pointed out
"children’'s education," followed by "lack of didogue between family members.”
Those who answered "no difficulty” decreased by 1.0%p, but there were 4.3%p
and 2.5%p increases in two categories. "children fegling unloved by the absent
parent,
hand, other chalenges such as "financid problems' and "feeling increasingly

and "a lack of didogue family members" respectively. On the other

disgtant in a relationship with husband” were reported by a smaler portion of

respondents in the second survey.

(Table V-52) Difficulties of Living Apart Temporarily

(Unit: %)
Category 2007 | 2008
Financial problems 12.1 9.3
Children’s education 18.1 189
Children feeling unloved by one of the absent parent 77 120
Feeling increasingly distant in a relationship with husband 58 34
Lack of dialogue between family members 15.0 175
Serving husband in daily routines (such as fixing meals or doing laundry) 45 6.9
None 312 30.2
Other (loneliness) 55 19

@ Separation

There was a considerable change between the two surveys in terms of reasons
behind married women's separations from their spouses. In the first wave data,
"financia problems’ and "differences in personaity” were the main reasons for
separation, accounting for 37.9% and 28.1%, respectively, while personality
issues emerged as the biggest reason at 38.5%, and money issues ranked second

a 25.8%, in the second wave data
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(Table IV-53) Main Reasons for Separation

(Unit: %)
Category 2007 2008
Differences in personality 28.1 385
Financial problems 379 258
Other 34.1 358

At the time of the survey, women who were living apart or had separated
from their husbands, those with minor children, aged 19 or younger, dropped by
7.8%p to 40.3% from 48.1% in the first year.

(Table V-54) Minor Children from Separated Husband

(Unit: %)
Category 2007 2008
Yes 48.1 40.3
No 51.9 59.7

In terms of the number of minor children respondents had with their
estranged husbands; one child was cited by the largest portion (45.9%) in the
first survey, followed by 2 children (45.4%) and 3 children or more (8.7%). In
the second year, which included newly separated respondents, the figures stood
a 64.5%, 34.5% and 1.0%, respectively. This indicates that the number of
women who had one child with their separated husband had jumped.

(Table V-55) Number of Minor Children with Separated Husband

(Unit: %)
Category 2007 2008
1 child 459 64.5
2 children 454 345
3 children or more 8.7 1.0
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@ Divorce

Out of the women who responded as being divorced in the first wave data,
35.8% said that they had a period of separation prior to divorce, but the
proportion decreased considerably to 27.8% in the second wave data. The
duration of separation aso significantly fell from 34.9 months to 13.4 months.
The shortened duration of separation can be explained by the fact that those
who were divorced at the time of the survey were included in the first year,
which covered all the data from both previous and the current separation, while
in the second year, the same question was limited to those who had divorced

only in the last two years.

(Table V-56) Separation before Divorce and Duration of Separation
(Unit: %, %p, Month)

Category 2007 2008 Change
Proportion of separation 35.8 27.8 -80
Duration of separation 349 134 215

When it came to the man reasons for divorce, persondity issues and
financial problems were among the most cited reasons given by respondents. On
the other hand, the proportion of those who identified their husband's abusive
words or violence, and conflicts with in-laws as the main causes were relatively
low. However, there was a remarkable difference between divorced women in
the first and second surveys. To be specific, in the first wave data, differences
in personality and money issues were the main factors, quoted by 39.8% and
24.7%, respectively, and the hushand's abusive language or assaults came
second, accounting for 11.8%. On the other hand, the second survey found that
the proportion of those two main reasons soared to 45.7% and 46.8%,
respectively, while the husband's verba or physica abuse was relatively rare,
cited by only 2.0%, a significant decrease from the first wave data
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(Table IV-57) Main Reasons for Divorce

(Unit: %)
Category 2007 2008
Difference in personality 39.8 457
Financial problems 24.7 46.8
Husband’s use of abusive languages or violence 118 46
Conflicts with in-laws 31 2.0
Other 206 -

In genera, the proportion of respondents who received consolation money or

a fair share of property from their husband when divorced was low, but the
increase in the second year was substantial. Specificaly, those who were

offered a split of property or consolation money accounted for 25.5% in 2008,

up by 11.1%p from 14.4% in 2007.

(Table V-58) Split of Property or Consolation Money from Husband

upon Divorce

(Unit: %)
Category 2007 2008
Yes 144 255
No 85.6 74.5

The respondents who had children with their ex-husbands dropped by 11.1%p
to 77.2% from 88.3% in the first year.

(Table V-59) Children with Divorced Husband

(Unit: %)
Category 2007 2008
Yes 88.3 772
No 1.7 22.8




IV. Descriptive Analysis of Changes in Households and Individuals *®® 93

@ Loss of a spouse

The number of widowed or ever-widowed respondents since the first survey
fell by 0.7%p to 16.1% in 2008 from 17.4%. Out of those, 48.8% had one
child with their late husband, and 32.9% and 18.3% responded as having 2, 3,
or more children, respectively. The figure did not change considerably in the
second year with each accounting for 51.5%, 34.9% and 13.6%.

(Table IV—60) Minor Children with Deceased Husband

(Unit: %)
Category 2007 2008
Yes 174 16.1
1 child 488 51.5
2 children 329 349
3 children or more 18.3 136

Most widowed respondents in the second year did not intend to remarry. In
addition, the number of divorced women who responded as intending to remarry
also decreased from 6.1% to 3.0% in the first year.

(Table V-61) Intention to Remarry

(Unit: %)
Category 2007 2008
Yes 6.1 3.0
No 85.5 91.0
Don't know 8.4 6.0

5) Childbirth, Family Planning and Child Education

In terms of family planning, there was not much difference between the first
and second wave data. In 2007, 13.4% of respondents replied that they planned
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to have a baby while 81.0% did not. In 2008, those without such a plan
accounted for 77.2% and those considering having a baby fell by 1.0%p to
12.4%. This decrease in the number of women planning to have a child is

atributable to the rise in the proportion of the "don't know when" response.

(Table V-62) Plan to Have a Baby

(Unit: %)
Category 2007 2008
Yes 134 124
No 81.0 772
Don't know 5.6 10.4

Out of those considering having a baby, 77.1% set the time for a baby within
a year or within 1 or 2 years, in the firs survey. However, in the second
survey, those considering childbirth during those periods stood at 33.5%, and
those who answered as undecided accounted for a fairly large portion, 53.0%.
Albeit only dightly, respondents who wanted to have a baby 5 years later also
increased from 2.5% to 3.6%.

(Table V-63) When to Have a Baby

(Unit: %)

Category 2007 2008
Within a year 429 16.8
Within 1 or 2 years 342 16.7
Within 2 or 3 years 15.3 59
Within 3 or 4 years 50 4.0
After 5 years 25 36
Don't know when - 53.0

When it came to the number of children they planned to have, including

current sons or daughters, 2 was cited by the largest portion of women, and its



IV. Descriptive Analysis of Changes in Households and Individuals *®® 95

proportion changed noticeably. In the first year, women planning to have less
than 2 children accounted for 71.5% and those preferring to have 3, 4, and 5
children stood at 24.3%, 3.6% and 0.6%, respectively. However, in the second
year, those who set it a less than 2 children increased to 88.1% and those
choosing to have 3 and 4 children went down to 10.9% and 0.7%, respectively.
In short, despite a nationwide ongoing initiative to encourage childbirth, a

magjority of women gave preference to 2 children or less.

(Table V-64) How Many Children Women Plan
to Have Including Current Ones

(Unit: %)
Category 2007 2008
2 children or less 75 88.1
3 children 24.3 10.9
4 children 36 0.7
5 children 0.6 0.4

Note: 1) The first survey asked the women to choose from 2 to 5 children.

When asked about the reasons for not planning to have a child, the
proportion of women who thought "current children are enough® was the
largest, accounting for 47.9% in the first wave data. "Economic reasons' and
"too old to have a baby" were the next largest responses, cited by 30.1% and
11.3%, respectively. However, in the second wave data, the proportions of the
three major reasons changed to 36.5%, 11.3%, and 40.5%, respectively. In other
words, there was a decline in two of them, "current children are enough" and
"economic reasons' while those pointing out "too old to have a baby" rose

sharply.
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(Table IV-65) Reasons for Not Planning to Have a Child

(Unit: %)

Category 2007 2008

Economic reasons 30.1 13

Health reasons 2.6 2.0

Too old to have a baby 13 405
Current children are enough 479 36.5
Career is affected 06 05

Lack of confidence in child-rearing 43 24
Other 32 6.8

Lastly, when asked about adoption of a child, 0.05% of respondents, albeit
smdl in portion, had experienced adopting a child, but the figure decreased to

a mere 0.01%. What's more, those who responded as intending to adopt a child
accounted for 3.0% and 2.5% in 2007 and 2008, respectively. In other words,
those who had ever adopted a child, or had intended to adopt a child declined

in the second year.

(Table V-66) Adoption Experience and Intention to Adopt a Child

(Unit: %)
Category 2007 2008
Have adopted a child 0.05 0.01
Intend to adopt a child 30 25

@ Preschool age children

According to <Table V-67>, the number of preschool age children with

whom respondents lived averaged 1.45%, up 0.04% from the first year.
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(Table V-67) Number of Preschoolers Aged 6 or Younger Currently
Living Together
(Unit: Persons)

Category 2007 2008 Change

Average 1.41 1.45 0.04

The number of women who responded that they sent their preschool children,
aged 6 or younger to a child care center or private ingtitute, increased in the
second year. Specificaly, in the first year, 42.7% of those children went to
child care facilities or ingtitutes for private tutoring while the number fdll
sharply to 27.4% in the second year. Out of those facilities, kindergartens,
preschools or daycare centers were the most dominant responses, and their
proportions went up in the second year. Children taken care of by kindergartens
and preschools or daycare centers accounted for 23.8% and 26.7%, respectively,
in the first year, while their proportions jumped to 32.2% and 34.2% in the
second year. Other forms of child care cited by even more respondents than in
the first survey were private lessons a home (including home schooling or
private tutoring), up by 6.0%p from 6.0% to 12.0%.

(Table IV-68) Use of Public or Private Preschool Childcare Services

(Unit: %)

Category 2007 2008

Kindergarten 23.8 322

Preschool or daycare center 26.7 342
(speciali;):;aitr? Ig]:gltiifsor math) 18 33
Private institutes (for arts or physical education 49 99

such as piano or Korean martial art)

Child care center in workplace 0.1 0.0

Private lessons 6.0 120

(home schooling or private tutoring)
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Category 2007 2008

Private lessons for arts and physical education 1.0 1.0
Other 1.1 1.0

None 427 274

Note: Based on multiple responses.

@ Primary and secondary school children

A women's common topics of conversation with their primary or secondary
school children, aged between 7 and 18, included children's school life, their
grades and college entrance, relationships with same-sex friends, and dreams for
the future. In the first year, children's school life was cited by the largest
number of respondents, 71.4% stated that was a main topic for their daily
conversation, athough the number fell to 65.0% in the second year. The
proportion of children's academic performance and college entrance, which
turned out to be the next most popular topic, aso decreased dightly from
55.8% to 52.8%. In addition, there was a decline in discussions about children's
same-sex friends (16.3%), their future dreams (8.8%), and extracurricular
activities, including hobbies or religion (5.2%). These topics accounted for
higher proportions, 19.7%, 15.8% and 12.5%, respectively, in the first year. On
the other hand, children's habits in daily life, which was not included in the

first survey, were cited by a farly large portion of respondents, 33.0%.

(Table V-69) Common Topics of Conversation with Primary or

Secondary School Children
(Unit: %)

Category 2007 2008

Children’s job and career 10.9 112

Children’s academic performances and entrance to

55.8 52.8
college

Children’s school life 71.4 65.0
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Category 2007 2008

Children’s habits in daily life - 33.0
Children's same-sex friends 19.7 16.3
Children’s opposite-sex friends or plan for marriage 14 09
thldreh’s extrat;urricular alcti.vities 125 50

(including hobbies and religions)

Parents, relatives or close friends 0.7 02
Children’s future dreams 15.8 8.8

My problems or concerns 0.8 05
Family's economic conditions 1.1 0.7
Rarely have a conversation 7.0 1.3
Other 0.8 28

Note: Based on multiple responses

One of the biggest worries about primary or secondary school children was
their academic performance and college entrance. Those who had expressed
their concerns (combination of "very worried" and "dightly worried") about the
problem accounted for 75.1% in the first year. This made up a relatively higher
portion than other concerns. In the second year, the problem till remained the
biggest concern, cited by 77.4% of women who had primary or secondary
school students. The other categories dso saw an increase in their portions.
Those worrying about their children's relationships with their same-sex friends,
and opposite-sex friends rose from 36.9% to 41.8% and from 23.2% to 24.5%,
respectively. Persondity or emotional issues accounted for 49.8%, up from
46.8%, and concerns about children's habits or way of living increased from
53.1% to 61.5%. Lastly, children's health issues were considered as a major
worry by 57.9% of women in 2008, up from 46.5% in 2007.
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(Table V-70) Major Worries about Primary or Secondary School
Children
(Unit: %)

2007 2008

Category Very | Slightly | Rarely | Never | Very | Slightly | Rarely | Never

worried | worried | worried | worried | worried | worried | worried | worried

School performances and

293 458 21.1 38 274 50.0 195 30
college entrance

Relationship with same-—

) 8.1 28.8 50.8 123 88 330 487 95
sex friends

Relationship with

: ) 53 17.9 54.0 229 47 19.8 57.3 18.3
opposite-sex friends

Personality or emotional 12| 6| ws| 87| e8| 40| 0| 71

problems
Habits in daily life 12.1 410 411 58 11.9 496 34.1 44
Heath problems 10.9 35.6 452 8.3 12.2 457 35.9 6.2

In the meantime, the time their husbands spent taking with their children
increased marginaly. In the second survey, 45.2% of the women responded that
their husband frequently talked with their children, up by 1.5%p from 43.7% in
the first survey. Those answering the frequency as "sometimes' increased by
3.7%p from 41.6% to 45.3%.

(Table V-71) How Often Husbands Talk with Primary or Secondary
School Children

(Unit: %)

Category 2007 2008

Often 437 452

Sometimes 416 453

Seldom 9.0 5.7
Rarely 1.7 1.1

Don't know 1.9 1.2

Not applicable (Children in father-absent homes) 2.1 1.4
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6) Relationship with Adult Children

@ Conversation with Unmarried Adult Children

The subjects usually covered in women's conversation with their unmarried
children, aged 19 or older, included children's jobs or career, relationships with
their opposite-sex friends or marriage plans, and dreams for the future. The
number of women talking with their children about such topics generdly
increased in the second year. Specificdly, the proportion of those who had
never spent time talking with their unmarried children was considerably high,
amounting to 23.9% in the first survey, but it plummeted to 8.0% in the second
survey. By individua topics of conversation, "children's life in workplace"
showed the biggest increase from 0.7% to 27.6%, and other subjects such as
children's employment or career, academic performance, college entrance and

schoal life were cited by a larger portion of women in the second survey.

(Table V-72) Topics of Conversation with Unmarried Adult Children

(Unit: %)

Category 2007 2008

Children’s jobs and career 386 4.2
Children’s life in workplace 0.7 276

Children’s academic performances

and plan to going to college 85 123
Children’s school life 9.0 122
Children’s habits in dalily life 38 27
Children’s same-sex friends 317 337
Children’s opposite-sex friends or plan for marriage 40 2.7
Children’s extracurricular activities 84 59
(including hobbies and religions) ’ ’
Parents, relatives or close friends 47 28
Children’s future dreams 30.2 23.1
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Category 2007 2008

My problems or concerns 16.2 14.6
Family's economic conditions 0.8 04
Rarely have a conversation 239 80

Note: Based on multiple responses.

Women's magjor concerns about their unmarried adult children were found to

be their relationships with opposite sex-friends or marriage, and jobs or career

issues. Those who said they were worried (combined "very worried" and
"dlightly worried) about their unmarried children's girlfriends or boyfriends, or
marriage, stood at 61.9% in the first survey, and it moved up further to 66.0%

in the second survey. Their children’s ability to find a job or career was aso

pointed out as a concern by more women, accounting for 65.3%, up from

59.0% in the first survey. Most of the other worries also saw an increase in

their portions.

(Table V-73) Opinion on lIssues Involving Unmarried Adult Children

(Unit: %)
2007 2008
Category Very | Slightly | Rarely | Never | Very | Slightly | Rarely | Never
worried | worried | worried | worried | worried | worried | worried | worried
Jobs or career 14.2 26.9 37.1 21.9 9.6 25.1 411 242
Schoal lite B3| B/2| 2 94| 30| 08| 238 84
or pursuing a degree
Opposite-sex friends 90| 21| 41| 198 65| 275| 454| 206
or marriage
Health problems 10.2 434 35.8 10.6 7.6 39.9 442 82
Personality 156 538| 247 59| 109 s1| 287 53
or emotional issues
Time for coming home 19.0 50.2 245 6.2 14.6 51.0 28.3 6.1
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@ Unmarried adult children and financial assistance

In the second survey, parents providing financid help for their unmarried
adult children increased. Specifically, their portion rose by 5.9%p from 33.0%
to 38.9%. The amount of money given to their children dso went up. The
monthly alowance for unmarried children averaged 49.5 million won in the

first year and increased by 8.3 million won to 57.8 million won.

(Table V-74) Proportion of Women Providing Financial Assistance for
Unmarried Children and the Amount of Monthly Assistance
(Unit: %, Million Won, %p)

Category 2007 2008 Change

Proportion of women providing

financial assistance for unmarried children 330 389 59

Monthly average amount of

financial assistance for unmarried children 495 58 83

On the other hand, parents who responded that they received financial support
from their unmarried adult children increased to 17.8%, up by 2.6%p from
15.2% in the first survey. The amount of money aso rose to 50.8 million won,
up by 5.0 million won.

(Table V-75) Parents Receiving Financial Assistance from Unmarried
Children and the Amount of Money
(Unit: %, Milion Won, %p)

Category 2007 2008 Change

Proportion of parents receiving financial

assistance from their unmarried children 152 178 26

Monthly average amount of money sent from their

unmarried children 458 50.8 50
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@ Married children and financial assistance

Parents who financialy supported their ever-married adult children aged 19 or
older increased dightly at the time of second survey. They accounted for 6.9%
in the firgt survey, but rose by 4.4%p to 11.3%. However, the monthly amount
of money they gave to their married children fell dightly, averaging 21.4

million won, down by 11.7 million won, from the first survey.

(Table V-76) Parents Providing Financial Assistance to Married

Children and the Amount of Money
(Unit: %, Million Won, %p)

Category 2007 2008 Change
Proportion of parents providing financial
} ) . ) 6.9 11.3 44
assistance for their married children
Monthly average amount of money given to 3.1 14 417

their married children

In the meantime, parents financially supported by their married adult children
soared, and the monthly average amount of money sent from them aso
increased compared to the first survey. Married children providing financial help
for their parents accounted for 20.7% in the first year, while it totaled 32.4%,
up by 11.7%p in the second year. The monthly amount of money given to
parents also rose to 35 million won, up by 8.5 million won from 26.5 million

won in the first year.

(Table V-77) Parents Receiving Financial Assistance from Married

Children and the Amount of Money
(Unit: %, Milion Won, %p)

Category 2007 2008 Change

Proportion of parents receiving financial

20.7 2.4 1.7
assistance from their married children 0 8

Monthly average amount of money sent from

their married children 23 30 85
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@ Care for preschool age grandchildren

The respondents who had preschool age grandchildren born to their married
adult children accounted for 55.0%, up by 2.5%p from the first survey. These
respondents said they spent an average of 7.1 hours a day taking care of their

preschool age grandchildren, which was a decrease of 0.3 hour from 7.4 hours
in the first year.

(Table IV-78) Presence of Preschool Age Grandchildren and Amount of
Time Spent on Taking Care of Them
(Unit: %, Hour, %p)

Category 2007 2008 Change

Yes 49.9 55.0 25

Time spent on taking care of

grandchildren during weekdays 4 71 03

Women responded as being paid for taking care of their grandchildren and
the amount of money increased marginally, compared to the first survey. Those
looking after their grandchildren rose by 6.6%p to 41.6% from 35.0%, and the
monthly amount of money in return for this work averaged 56.1 million won,
up by 6.7 million won from 49.4 million won.

(Table V-79) Being Paid for Taking Care of Preschool Age
Grandchildren
(Unit: %, Milion Won, %p)

Category 2007 2008 Change

Yes 350 416 6.6

Amount of money in return for taking

care of grandchildren 494 6.1 6.7
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7) Relationship with parents

@ Living with parents

In the second survey, 23.3% of women were living with their own parents,
while 27.7% responded that their parents were living with their siblings and
49.0% said that their parents were living by themselves. Compared to the first
survey, women whose parents were living with their brothers or sisters fell by
0.8%p, and those who responded that their parents lived by themselves rose by
0.8%p.

(Table V-80) Whether Respondent Lives with Parents or not

(Unit: %)
Category 2007 2008
Living with parents 233 233
Parents living with other siblings 285 277
(includis;ezfspl)li\gg :r{dthnilsiﬁg er;somes) 482 490

In terms of reasons for living with parents, "I am unmarried® was cited by
the largest portion of respondents, and "it helps me financialy" ranked second,
followed by "parents are old." Out of those statements, reasons quoted by more
respondents in the second survey than in the first survey included "parents are
old (from 6.3% to 85%)," "parents are not physicaly wel (from 1.3% to
1.5%)," "it helps me financidly (from 11.8% to 12.4%)," and "to get help with
child care (from 2.0% to 2.3%)." On the other hand, the proportions of the
other reasons al decreased.
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(Table IV-81) Reasons for Living with Parents

(Unit: %)

Category 2007 2008

Parents are old. 6.3 8.5

One of parents passed away. 22 0.8
Parents are not physically well. 1.3 15
| am the eldest child. 1.3 0.3
| am the only child. 0.8 0.1

It helps me financially. 11.8 124
Parents' financial problems. 24 15
It helps me with child care 2.0 23
It helps me with housework 1.8 1.0
| 'am unmarried 74.8 74.2

Other 1.1 0.0

Note: Based on multiple responses.

@ Share of financial responsibilities for supporting parents

Among women living with their parents, those who answered that their
siblings shared the cost of living expenses rose by 1.1%p, standing at 16.3%.
On the contrary, out of respondents who answered that their parents lived with
their siblings or lived done, those who financialy contributed to the household
decreased. Specificaly, they accounted for 14.7% and 20.3%, down by 0.6%p
and 2.7%p, respectively from the first survey.

(Table V-82) Share of Financial Responsibilities for Supporting Parents

(Unit: %)
Category 2007 2008
| am living with parents, and siblings
) ! o i 15.2 16.3
share the financial responsibility of caring for parents
Parents live with siblings, and |
) ! o ) 153 14.7
share the financial responsibility of caring for parents
Parents live on their own and |
! : o ! 23.0 20.3
share the financial responsibility of caring for parents
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@ Conflicts with parents

Out of respondents who lived with their parents, children who encountered
any form of conflict including arguments turned out to be low. By categories,
in the second survey, the largest portion of women who experienced
disharmony with their parents (combined "often" and "sometimes') cited habits
in daily life as a magjor cause, followed by financia problems. Specificaly,
those identifying habits in daily life as a reason for conflict accounted for 6.3%,
down by 1.4%p from the first survey. Those who responded that their
parent-child conflict occurred due to financia problems stood at 5.3%, down by
0.9%p. The reasons cited by more respondents in the second survey than in the
first survey included reationships with husband (from 1.9% to 2.0%), marriage
or relationships with opposite-sex friends (from 3.2% to 4.1%), and jobs or
job-related problems (from 4.1% to 4.3%). The remaining reasons al saw a

decrease in their portions.

(Table V-83) Frequency of Conflicts with Parents

(Unit: %)
2007 2008
Category . Not , Not
Often | Sometimes | Seldom | Never appicable Often | Sometimes | Seldom | Never appicable
Economic problems 1.0 52| 198]| 740 -| 06 471 234 712 -
Marital relationships 0.2 1.7 144\ 619 218 | 041 19| 179| 633 16.9

Marriage or relationship

. X . 05 27| 145| 587 236| 05 36| 168| 617 174
with opposite—sex friends

Concerns about families,

) ) 04 37| 176| 783 - 02 38| 220| 739 -
relatives or close friends

Children’s education

i 0.5 25| 126| 596 248 02 28 16.3| 61.0 19.7
or child care

Child birth 0.2 12| 109| 540 337| 01 1.1 128 | 541 319

Job or employment issues 1.0 31| 159 | 67.3 126 0.7 36 191 68.1 85

Habits in dalily life 1.7 6.0 181 742 - 1.0 53| 216| 721 -
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@ Caregiver of aging or sick parents

In the second survey, women who answered that their parents were old or ill
accounted for 5.9%, up by 0.4%p. The largest portion of them responded that
their sick parents were taken care of by their siblings. The second largest
portion of respondents said the spouse of the sick person was the main
caregiver. The proportion of those who responded "other siblings' as a caregiver
increased to 50.9%, up by 6.8%p, while those who chose "the spouse of the
sick" dropped by 9.0%p to 13.9%. The other response options cited by more
women in the second survey than in the first survey included "myself (from
11.5% to 14.5%)," "other people such as a helper (from 1.5% to 4.2%)," and
"currently in a hospitd or nursing home (from 7.3% to 10.6%)." The other

responses al showed a decrease.

(Table IV-84) Availability of Caregiver for Sick Parents

(Unit: %)

Category 2007 2008

There is a caregiver for parents 55 59
Spouse of the sick 229 13.9

Myself 1.5 145
My husband 0.1 -

Grandchildren 1.1 0.6

care;\r/i;ag sick My siblings 441 50.9
parents Spouses of my siblings 114 5.1
Other people (helper) 15 42
Other 0.1 -

® Living with parents-in-law

Women who responded as living with their parents-in-law increased to 13.8%,
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up by 2.5%p from the first survey. On the other hand, their parents-in-laws
living with other children accounted for 25.0%, down by 0.6%p from 25.6% in
the first survey.

(Table V-85) Living Together with Parents—in—Law

(Unit: %)
Category 2007 2208
Yes, | live with parents-in-law 1.3 138
Parents-in-law living with other children 25.6 25.0
Other (neither respondent nor other children) 63.2 61.1

As for the reasons for living with parents-in-law, "parents-in-law are old" was
cited the most by respondents, followed by "my husband is the edest child."
Other reasons such as "one of parents-in-law passed away" and "it helps me
financially" also made up a relatively higher portion. In addition, the categories
that gained higher portions compared to the first survey included "parents-in-law
are old" and "it helps me financidly,” increasing to 51.3% and 8.9% from
48.8% and 8.0%, respectively. The other reasons al turned out to be cited by

fewer respondents in the second survey.

(Table IV-86) Reasons for Living with Parents—in—Law

(Unit: %)

Category 2007 2008
Parents-in-law are old. 48.8 513

One of parents-in—law passed away. 137 19
Parents—in—law are not physically well. 6.8 6.0
My husband is the eldest child. 228 20.8
My husband is the only child. 2.3 17

It helps me financially. 8.0 89
Parents-in—law’s financial problems. 53 33
It helps me with child care 44 4.1

It helps me with housework 30 26
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® Conflicts with parents-in-law

The survey found that not many women had experienced conflicts with their
parents-in-law and the change in their number over the two years was minor.
However, in each category, the proportion of those who answered that there had
never or rarely had been discord between themselves and their parents-in-law
changed dlightly in the second survey. Specificaly, women who chose "never"
as an answer decreased, ranging from 3.6% to 7.0%p depending on the causes
of their conflict, while those who answered "sedldom" showed an increase of 4.3%
up to 7.2%p. In terms of reasons for conflicts, financia problems were the most
common. Women who answered that they experienced conflicts with their
parents-in-law (combined "often" and "sometimes) caused by financial issues

accounted for 4.4% and 4.3% in the first and second wave data, respectively.

(Table IV—87) Reasons for Conflicts with Parents—In—Law

(Unit: %)
2007 2008
Category
Some Not Some Not
Often i Seldom Never appicable Often s Seldom Never appicable
Economic _ _
problems 08 3.6 18.1 775 0.6 3.7 25.0 70.7
Marital _ -
relationship 05 30 18.5 78.0 0.3 3.7 243 VAN
Concerns
about families,
relatives or 03 34 17.7 744 42 0.3 29 249 70.7 12
close friends
Children’s
education or 05 26 16.0 715 9.4 0.2 25 23.1 67.9 6.3
child care
Child birth 02 13 139 66.5 18.2 0.1 1.2 18.2 61.0 19.6
Job or
employment 0.1 1.1 14.9 734 10.6 0.1 1.1 21.6 69.2 8.0
issues
Habte ndaly | os| 27| 168 79| | 04| 35| 82| 729 -
Care giving of
parerts-in-law 04 20 16.3 76.8 45 0.3 23 26 731 1.7
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@ Caregiver of sick parents-in-law

Women who answered that their parents-in-law were old or ill turned out to
reach 7.9%, a margina increase from the first survey. When they were asked
who was the primary caregiver of their sick parents-in-law, "husband's siblings'
ranked first, accounting for 35.8%, followed by "mysef", which was 26.9%.
"Currently in a hospital or nursing home (10.0%)" and "Spouse of the sick
(11.6%)" were dso cited by a relatively large portion of respondents. The
response options which saw an increase in their portions in the second survey
included "mysdf (from 24.7% to 26.9%)," "my husband (from 2.7% to 4.3%),"
"husband's siblings (from 29.3% to 35.8%)," and other people such as a helper
(from 1.8% to 4.7%)." The other categories all saw a decline in their portions.

(Table IV-88) Availability of Caregivers for Sick Parents—In—Law

(Unit: %)

Category 2007 2008

There is a caregiver for parents-in-law 76 79

Spouse of the sick 16.9 11.6

Myself 24.7 26.9

My husband 27 43

Primary Grandchildren 0.2 -
carergiver of Husband's siblings 29.3 35.8

sick

parents-in-law Spouses of husband's siblings 99 6.8
Other people (helper) 1.8 47

Currently in a hospital or a nursing home 139 10.0

Other 0.6 -
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8) Attitudes toward family issues

@ Views of marriage and children

In the second survey, views of marriage changed dlightly, abeit not
considerably. Women who had "strongly agreed” with the notion that everyone
should marry decreased while those who had "somewhat agreed” rose
substantialy, which led to an increase in tota positive responses. In regards to
the two statements "it is good to mary someone with similar family
backgrounds," and "children does not act as a barrier to divorce," the proportion
of those who expressed strong agreement decreased, but were surpassed by an
increase in those who somewhat agreed. In terms of views of children-related
issues, respondents were strongly supportive of the idea that "when children
marry, it's better for them to have a baby sooner,” fell dightly, while an
increased number of women were passively supportive of the idea. On the other
hand, the notion that "when children marry, it is good to let them move out"

saw an increase in portion of both strong and weak agreement.

(Table V-89) Views of Marriage and Children—related Issues

(Unit: %)
2007 2008
Category Strongly | Somewhat | Somewhat | Strongly | Strongly | Somewhat | Somewhat | Strongly
agree agree | disagree | disagree | agree agree | disagree | disagree
Everyone must marry 18.0 32.7 38.2 11.1 17.9 37.2 375 7.4

It is good to marry someone with

= ) 253| 540 17.6 3.1 28| 599 144 29
similar family backgrounds.

The earlier you marry,

ihe better it is. 79| 263| 529| 129 79| 278| 529| 115

When children marry, it's better for

them 1o have a baby sooner 212 | 446 285 57| 200| 500| 256 44

Once children marry,

it is good to let them move out. 463 429 92 16 466 439 75 20

Child does not act as a barrier to

' 98 405 37 17.0 78 432 352 138
divorce
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@ Perceptions of a woman's roles within a family

When it came to how respondents perceived women's roles within a family,
the idea that "a working couple should split the housework equaly" was
supported by the largest percentage of them, followed by the statement that "a
residence where a couple live together should be registered in both husband and
wife's names'. The two ideas that "a housewife should work to make the
marital relationship equal” and "a couple should manage their own income
separately” received a dightly larger number of negative responses compared to
the first survey. In other words, those who had "strongly" and "somewhat"
agreed with the idea that "marital relationships become equal when a housewife
has a job" accounted for 9.6% and 41.3%, down from 12.4% and 42.2%,
respectively. The perception that a couple should manage their own income
separately also saw a decrease in the categories of "strongly agree" and
"somewhat agree’, standing at 5.6% and 24.3%, down from 6.9% and 25.5%,
respectively.

(Table V-90) Perceptions of a Woman's Roles Within a Family

(Unit: %)
2007 2008
Category Strongly | Somewhat | Somewhat | Strongly | Strongly | Somewhat | Somewhat | Strongly
agree agree | disagree | disagree | agree agree | disagree | disagree
It is ideal that a husband has a job
while a wife takes care of home. 14.7 20| 423 1.1 124 363| 428 85
Marital relationships become equal
when a housewife has a job 124 422 39.7 5.7 96| 413| 444 48
A working mom who has a preschool
age child affects her son or daughter 12.2 477 34.1 6.0 95 53.6 328 42
negatively.
A working couple should spiit the 95| 466| 124| 15| R’7| 28| 122 13

housework equally.

A couple should manage their own
income separately. 69| 255| 507 16.9 56| 243| 546 15.5

A residence a couple live together
should be registered in both husband 29.0 40.3 26.3 44 249 46.0 25.3 39
and wife's names.




IV. Descriptive Analysis of Changes in Households and Individuals *e® 115

9) Views of marriage and marital relationships

In terms of perceptions of marriage and marital relaionships, 30.4% of
respondents in the first survey agreed (combined "strongly" and "somewhat,"
which accounted for 25.3% and 5.1%, respectively) with the idea that
"satisfaction with sex life is important in marital relationships,” and the figure
soared to 86.8% (combined 20.9% and 65.9%, respectively) in the second year.
The statement that "a couple can cohabitate as long as they commit to marrying
someday” aso showed the same pattern, with a decrease in those strongly
supportive, yet an increase in those passively supportive, which led to an
overal rise in podtive responses. On the other hand, women grew dightly
negative in the second survey toward the notions that "other than husband,
another opposite-sex friend is necessary” and "when husband cheats, divorce is
inevitable." Specifically, women who were positive (combined "strongly” and
"somewhat") toward the two ideas accounted for 59.7% and 25.2%, respectively
in the first survey, but respondents who had strongly agreed plummeted to
17.4% while those who had somewhat agreed jumped to 47.3% in the second

survey.

(Table IV-91) Perceptions of Marriage and Marital Relationships
(Unit: %)

2007 2008

Strongly | Somewhat | Somewhat | Strongly | Strongly | Somewhat | Somewhat | Strongly
agree agree | disagree | disagree | agree agree | disagree | disagree

Category

Satisfaction with sex life is important in

) o 25.3 5.1 21| 178 209 65.9 1.8 1.3
marital relationship.

A couple can cohabitate as long as they

) ) 58.1 26.6 159 339 44 285 480 | 19.1
commit to marrying someday.

Other than husband, another opposite-sex

e 15.2 445 465 | 378 18 15.6 558 | 268
friend is necessary.

When husband cheats, divorce is

T 14 238 3B5| 106 10.7 36.6 434 9.3
inevitable.
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10) Personal concerns, health and leisure

@ Personal worries

Among all the problems women were concerned about, "family's health” was
cited by the largest portion of respondents, accounting for 49.9% in the first
survey, and increasing by 6.1%p to 56.0% in the second survey. Other major
worries included "financial difficulties (from 28.4% to 32.6%)," "retirement plan
(from 24.6% to 26.9%)," "hedth (from 24.2% to 20.6%)," and "children's
education (from 23.6% to 23.0%)." Compared to the first survey, there was an

increase in the number of those who were worried about "financia difficulties,”

"retirement plan," "marriage," "husband's job," "children's employment,” and

"children's marriage,” while the proportion of other problems fell dightly.

(Table IV-92) Personal Problems Women are Concerned About

(Unit: %)
Category 2007 2008
Heath 24.2 206
Pursuing a degree 56 338
Getting a job 10.6 84
Career path 94 6.7
Marriage 7.1 74
Family's health 499 56.0
Care giving of elderly, sick families 23 2.1
Husband's job 8.1 8.4
Children’s education 236 230
Children’s employment 71 73
Children's career 136 1.2
Children’s marriage 10.2 11.2
Discord with parents and siblings 0.7 04
Conflicts with husband 1.3 09
Conflicts with parents-in-law 1.3 12
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Category 2007 2008

Life in workplace 32 2.7
Disagreement with children 09 0.6
Problems involving physical appearance 1.8 09
Sex life in marital relationships 04 0.2
Child birth and rearing 8.6 74
Independence from parents or siblings 09 038
Buying a home 96 89

Financial difficulties 284 326
Retirement plan 24.6 26.9

Note: Based on multiple responses.

@ Personal health

The mgjority of women in the second survey evauated their hedth as "fairly

healthy." More specifically, the proportion of those choosing "very healthy" to
describe their hedlth decreased to 11.8%, down by 11.0%p from 22.8% in the
first survey, while those who answered their heath was "fairly healthy" rose
noticeably from 47.8% to 57.1%. On the other hand, those who considered their
hedth as "fairly unhedthy" showed a 0.6%p decrease, but the proportion of

"very unhealthy" increased dightly.

(Table IV-93) Evaluation of Personal Health

(Unit: %)
Category 2007 2008
Very healthy 2.8 11.8
Fairly healthy 478 57.1
Average 16.0 18.0
Fairly unhealthy 116 11.0
very unhealthy 1.8 2.1
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@ Leisure activities

According to an andysis of how often women were involved in leisure
activities, the proportion of those who answered "almost everyday" increased
only in the category of "learning or self-development,” accounting for 5.7%, up
by 4.0%p from 1.7%. On the other hand, there was a fdl in the number of
those participating "amost everyday", in activities such as hobbies or other
forms of amusement (sports or cultura entertainment including watching a
concert), socidizing with friends, relatives, colleagues, or neighbors, and
"volunteer work or socia participation." According to an anaysis of respondents
who answered as "not engaged in any form of free time activities," "volunteer
work or socia participation” was cited by the largest portion, 84.5% in both
surveys, followed by learning or self-development, 83.4% and 65.7% in the first
and second wave data, respectively.

(Table V-94) Frequency of Leisure Activities

(Unit: %)
2007 2008

SR ﬁm tﬁngrsz Onoeka lﬁngci mha never Nm{? lizrrgsi Onceka li%rggg mha never
day | week e month BVBIVCRY | e | e month

Hobbies or other forms

of amusements (doing
sports or enjoying 6.4 9.0 84 66| 123| 572 53 8.7 74 98| 165| 523

cuitural entertainments
such as a concert)

Leaming or 17

seli-development 46| 38| 19| 46| 84| 57| 76| 65| 49| 96| 657

Socidizing with friends,
relatives, colleagues or | 152 | 23.7| 172| 158| 149| 132| 114| 221| 21.7| 190| 153| 105
neighbors

Volunteer work or

social paricioation 0.7 19| 29| 24| 75| 85| 05 12| 31 30| 77| 845
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11) Retirement Plan

The number of women who prepared financidly for life after age 65 was
40.1%, a 2.5%p decline from the first survey. Among the types of retirement
plans, "private pensions and insurance’ were cited by the largest number of
respondents, followed by "saving, stocks, etc” and "national pension or
government employee pension.” In the second survey, there was a hike in the
number of those who chose "savings or stocks (from 44.7% to 46.8%),"
"investment in real estate (from 6.9% to 8.8%)," and "leasing a building (from
1.9% to 2.3%)," while the proportion of other forms of retirement plans al shrank.

(Table V-95) Financial Preparation for Retirement

(Unit: %)
Category 2007 2008
Preparing financially for retirement 426 401
National pension or ggvernment 477 18
employee pension
Private pension or insurance 60.1 584
Types of Savings, stocks, etc 47 46.8
retirement plan
Investment in real estate 6.9 8.8
Leasing a building 19 23
Other 04 -

In the second survey, women who responded as intending to work said that
they could afford to work until age 58.8 on average, which was a 0.2 decrease
from the average age of 59.0 in the first survey.

(Table V-96) Maximum Age for Working
(Unit: Age)
Category 2007 2008 Change

Average 59.0 58.8 -0.2
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Lastly, women who wanted to live with their children after they turned 65
accounted for 6.1%, a 2.5%p decrease from the first wave data

(Table V-97) Living With Children After Turning 65

(Unit: %)
Category 2007 2008
Want to live together 8.6 6.1
Want to live apart 84.1 87.4
Have no children 73 6.5

3. Economic Activities & Paid Work

1) Current Economic Activities

<Table IV—98> is a summary classifying respondents to their economic

activities for the most recent month, into employed, unemployed and

economicaly inactive. The table shows how their responses changed between

the first and second surveys.

(Table V-98) Change in Economic Activities for Last One Month
(Unit: %, %p)

2007 2008
Category Change
Frequency Percent Frequency Percent
Employed 4,285 429 3,873 46.3 34
Unemployed 423 32 199 24 -0.8
Economically inactive 5,384 539 4,291 51.3 26
Total 10,092 100.0 8,363 100.0
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(Table IV-99) Change in Economic Activities for the Most Recent Month

(Without Weight Assigned)
(Unit: %, Persons)

2008
Category Economicall
Employed | Unemployed o ¥ Total
inactive
3,300 45 374
Employed 3,719 100.0
88.1 1.2 10.1
94.0 24 143
Unemployed 261 100.0
36.0 92 54.8
2007
Economicall 478 130 3371
inactive ’ 4379 1000
10.9 30 86.1
3,872 199 4288
Total 8,359 100.0
46.3 24 51.3

According to the first survey, out of al respondents, 4,285 or 42.9%
responded that they were employed while 423 or 3.2% said they had lost their
jobs. Those defined as economicaly inactive accounted for 5,384 or 53.9%. In
the second survey, women who described their status of economic participation
as employed decreased to 3,873, but their proportion increased by 3.4%p to
46.3%. Those identified as jobless and economically inactive accounted for
2.4% and 51.3%, down by 0.8%p and 2.6%p, respectively from the first survey.
Overdl, women with a job increased while both unemployed and economically

inactive women were on the decline.
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2) Current Jobs

(Table V—100) Changes in Types of Employment(Wage/Non—Wage/Special Employment)
(Unit: %, %p, Persons)

2007 2008
Change
Frequency Percent Frequency Percent
Wage worker 1,996 544 1,838 59.0 46
Non-wage worker 2,166 426 2,003 37.9 -46
Special employment 123 3.1 117 3.1 -
Total 4,285 100.0 3873 100.0

<Table IV-100> demonstrates a distribution of working women by types of
employment such as wage workers, non-wage workers and those in specid
employment. In the first survey, out of those responding as employed, wage
workers amounted to 1,996 or 54.4% while non-wage workers totaled 2,166 or
42.6%. Workers in specid employment accounted for 3.1%, or 123 of totd
employed women. On the other hand, wage workers saw a decrease in their
number in the second survey, but an increase in their portion to 59.0%, up by
4.6%p. Non-wage workers declined to 37.9%, down by 4.6%p and those in
specid employment remained the same, accounting for 3.1%. Overdl, the

proportion of wage workers grew while that of non-wage workers fell.

@ Wage workers

Out of respondents who answered as wage workers, those in regular and
non-regular employment accounted for 62.3% and 37.7%, respectively, in the
first survey. On the other hand, the proportion of regular workers stood at
58.2% in the second survey while non-regular employees increased by 4.1%p to
41.8%.
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(Table IV-101) Comparison in the Proportion of Regular and Non—regular Workers
(Unit: %, %p, Persons)

2007 2008
Category Change
Frequency Percent Frequency Percent
Regular 1,097 62.3 962 58.2 41
Irregular 838 37.7 873 418 4.1
Total 1,996 100 1,838 100

(Table V-102) Change in Types of the Employment of the First Survey
Respondents (Regular versus Non-regular)

(Unit: %, Persons)

2008
Category
Regular Irregular Total
745 29
Regular 774 100.0
9.0 40
34 550
2007 Irregular 584 100.0
6.7 933
779 579
Total 1358 100.0
62.3 377

The change in types of employment of first survey respondents is illustrated

in <Table IV-102>. Out of respondents who worked as regular employees,
96.0% continued to hold their regular positions, while 4.0% became irregular
workers in the second survey. Of the irregular workers, 6.7% moved to regular
positions while 93.3% were ill in irregular employment.

<Table 1V-103> indicates that the proportion of respondents working in
indirect employment decreased dightly. In the first survey, 10% of respondents
were hired indirectly and 90% were hired directly by companies. On the other
by 26%p to 7.4%, and 92.6%
responded that they were directly employed in the second survey.

hand, those in indirect employment fell
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(Table IV-103) Change in the Proportion of Indirect Employment
(Unit: %, %p, Persons)

2007 2008
Category Change
Frequency Percent Frequency Percent
Indirect employment 238 10 154 74 26
Direct employment 1,745 0 1684 2.6 26

(Table V-104) Change in Types of the Employment of First Survey

Respondents (Direct versus Indirect)

(Unit: %, Persons)

2008
Category Indirect Direct
Total
employment employment
' 56 3
Indirect 149 1000
employment 303 697
54 1,155
2007 Direct employment 1,209 100.0
47 95.3
110 1,248
Total 1,358 100.0
7.3 R.7

<Table IV-104> is a demonstration of how the types of employment of first

survey respondents changed. Among those identified as indirectly employed,
30.3% remained unchanged while more than two-thirds or 69.7% had switched
to direct-hire postions in the second wave data. On the other hand, the status

of a mgority of the first survey respondents (95.3%), who answered as

direct-hire employees, did not change.
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(Table V-105) Change in Length of Employment
(Unit: %, %p, Persons)

2007 2008
Category Change
Frequency | Percent | Frequency | Percent
No fixed term or more than a year 1,660 87.7 1,651 925 438
More than a month, not exceeding a year 240 10.3 114 51 -52
Fewer than a month 79 20 73 25 05

According to an anaysis of changes in the length of employment outlined in
<Table IV-105>, those who chose "no fixed term or more than a year” to
describe their duration of employment (classified as regular employees) stood at
92.5%, up by 4.8%p from 87.7% in the first year. On the other hand, those
who worked "more than a month, not exceeding a year, or less than a year
until a specific project was over" (classified as temporary employees) decreased
by 5.2%p from 10.3% to 5.1%. Lastly, the proportion of respondents who
answered that the duration of their labor contract was "fewer than a month"
(classified as daily workers) showed a minor change, increasing from 2.0% to

2.5%. Overdl, regular employees went up while temporary workers went down.

(Table V-106) Change in Distribution of Average Working Hours a Week
(Unit: %, %p, Persons)

2007 2008
Category Change
Frequency | Percent | Frequency | Percent

Fewer than 40 hours 383 15.9 352 17.2 1.3
More than 40 hours, nol 1125 61.1 1107 2.1 10

exceeding 50 hours
More than 50 hours, not 240 106 219 124 18

exceeding 60 hours

More than 60 hours 233 124 158 8.4 -4.0
Average working hours 43.92 41.98 -1.94
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(Table V-107) Change in Average Overtime per Week

(Unit: Hour)
Category 2007 2008 Change
Average weekly overtime 23 14 -09

When it came to changes in average weekly hours of work, wage workers
worked an average of 43.92 hours a week in the first survey, but the time was
reduced to 41.98 hours, down by 1.94 hours in the second survey. According
to the distribution of respondents by working hours, those working 40 hours a
week on average accounted for 15.9% in the first survey, and increased by 1.3%p
to 17.2%. The proportion of respondents whose average working hours per week
were more than 40 hours but not exceeding 50 hours stood at 62.1%, down by
1%p from 61.1% in the first survey. Those who worked more than 50 hours but
not exceeding 60 hours rose to 12.4%, up by 1.8%p from 10.6%, while those
who answered that their average working hours per week were more than 60 hours
showed the most noticeable change, falling by 4%p from 12.4% to 8.4%.

According to <Table IV-107> which summarizes the changes occurring in
average weekly overtime, respondents hours of overtime work per week were
also reduced. Those working overtime for an average of 2.3 hours a week in
the first survey responded that their average weekly overtime was 1.4 hours in

the second survey.

(Table V-108) Changes in Distribution of Average Monthly Wage
(Unit: %, %p, Million Won)

2007 2008
Category Change
Frequency | Percent |Frequency | Percent
1 million or less 964 415 953 458 43
Exceeding 1 million, 2 million or less 694 405 622 39.9 -0.6
Exceeding 2 million, 3 million or less 129 7.0 133 73 0.3
Exceeding 3 million 161 1.1 108 70 41

Average monthly amount 370.2 243.6 -1266
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<Table IV-108> shows that there was a drastic change in average amount of
monthly wages. Respondents who were paid on average 370.2 million won per
month in the first survey responded as 243.6 million won, a staggering decrease
of 126.6 million won.

A close look at such decreases reveals that those receiving an average of less
than 1 million won a month accounted for 41.5% in the first survey, but this
increase 4.3% and amounted to 45.8% in the second survey. On the contrary,
respondents in the high-income bracket, those paid more than 3 million won a
month, declined to 7.0%, down by 4.1%p from 11.1% in the first wave data.
On the other hand, those who answered that their monthly wage was between
1 million and 2 million won, and between 2 million and 3 million won,
respectively fell by 0.6%p and 0.3%p, which were relatively minor changes. In
short, a fal in high-income earners and a rise in low-income earners worked

together to bring down the average amount of monthly wages.

(Table V-109) Change in Availability of Menstrual Leave
(Unit: %, %p, Persons)

2007 2008
Category Change
Frequency Percemt Frequency Percent
Available 549 294 424 24.1 -53
Not available 1,298 63.7 1,350 M7 8.0
Don't know 131 6.9 63 42 2.7

(Table V-110) Change in Women Receiving Menstrual Leave
(Unit: %, %p, Persons)

2007 2008
Category Change
Frequency Percent Frequency Percent
Received 479 9.4 352 824 -8.0
Not received 66 9.1 69 17.1 8.0
Don't know 4 05 3 04 -0.1
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(Table V-111) Change in Availability of Maternity Leave

(Unit: %, %p, Persons)

2007 2008
Category Change
Frequency Percent Frequency Percent
Available 646 372 535 314 -5.8
Not available 1,145 539 1,191 61.6 7.7
Don't know 148 89 1M 69 -2.0

(Table V-112) Change in Women Receiving Maternity Leave
(Unit: %, %p, Persons)

2007 2008
Category Change
Frequency Percent Frequency Percent
Received 561 84.2 435 81.2 =30
Not received 17 14.4 93 179 35
Don't know 8 14 7 1.0 0.4

As for the availability and actual use of benefits involving women or

families, the proportions in both categories all declined in the second survey.
First, when asked whether or not menstrual leave is provided by employers,
29.4% of respondents in the first survey said that the leave was available at
their workplace, but their proportion in the second survey fell by 5.3%p to
24.1%. Those who actually received menstrua leave from their employers
accounted for 90.4% in the first survey, but decreased by 8%p to 82.4%.
Second, those who answered maternity leave was available at their workplace
stood a 37.2% in the first survey, but turned out to be 31.4%, down by 5.8%p
in the second survey. Out of women who responded that there was a company
policy on maternity leave, those who actually received the benefit accounted for
84.2% in the first survey, and 81.2%, down by 3%p in the second survey.
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(Table V-113) Change in Availability of Parental Leave
(Unit: %, %p, Persons)

2007 2008
Category Change
Frequency Percent Frequency Percent
Available 586 313 474 278 =35
Not available 1,188 56.2 1,221 63.5 7.3
Don't know 204 12.6 142 8.7 -39

(Table V-114) Change in Women Receiving Parental Leave
(Unit: %, %p, Persons)

2007 2008
Category Change
Frequency Percent Frequency Percent
Received 472 825 375 76.0 -6.5
Not received 106 15.8 97 237 79
Don't know 8 1.7 2 04 -1.3

(Table V-115) Change in Availability of Family Allowance

(Unit: %, %p, Persons)

2007 2008
Category Change
Frequency Percent Frequency Percent
Available 422 26 309 1741 -55
Not available 1,411 68.0 1,461 794 11.4
Don't know 146 94 67 34 -6.0

(Table V-116) Change in Women Receiving Family Allowance
(Unit: %, %p, Persons)

2007 2008
Category Change
Frequency Percent Frequency Percent
Received 352 86.0 242 76.8 -9.8
Not received 67 135 64 225 9.0
Don't know 3 04 3 0.7 0.3
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Third, parentd leave was available at work places for 31.3% of respondents
in the first survey, and for 27.8%, down by 3.5%p in the second survey. Out
of those who responded that there was a policy on parenta leave a their
companies, 82.5% actudly recelved the leave in the first survey and the
proportion accounted for 76.0%, a 6.5%p decrease in the second survey.

Fourth, the survey on family alowances produced the same results, with a
decrease in both its availability and actual usage. In the first survey, 22.6% said
a policy on family alowances was available at their workplace, but the
proportion fell to 17.1%, down by 5.5%p in the second survey. The number
claiming the benefit also declined by 9.8%p from 86.0% to 76.8%.

(Table V—117) Change in Availability of Workplace Child Care Facility
(Unit: %, %p, Persons)

2007 2008
Category Change
Frequency Percent Frequency Percent
Available 160 9.1 141 8.1 -1.0
Not available 1,661 80.8 1,604 86.7 59
Don't know 158 10.2 R 52 -5.0

(Table IV-118) Change in Women Receiving Workplace Child Care Benefit

(Unit: %)
2007 2008
Category Change
Frequency Percent Frequency Percent
Received 129 782 103 60.7 -175
Not received 30 206 36 379 17.3
Don't know 1 1.1 2 14 0.3
(Table V-119) Change in Number of Annual Holidays
(Unit: Day)
Category 2007 2008 Change
Average number of holidays a year 7.36 6.69 -0.67
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Respondents who answered that child care was provided by their employers
stood at 9.1% and 8.1%, respectively, in the firs and second survey. Out of
those with a child care facility in their workplace, 78.2% enjoyed the benefit in
the first survey, while it fell sharply to 60.7%, down by 17.5%p in the second
survey. All together, the conditions of welfare and benefits for women and
families in the second survey deteriorated compared to the first survey.

Lastly, as for the number of vacation days a year, wage workers in the first
survey enjoyed an average of 7.36 days while the number declined by 0.67 day
to 6.69 days in the second survey.

(Table V-120) Change in Proportion of Women Employees

(Unit: %, %p)
Category 2007 2008 Change
Average percentage of women 6401 7083 659
out of total employees

<Table IV-120> shows change in the ratio of women among total employees
within a workplace. The proportion of femae employees in the first survey
stood at 64.24% while in the second survey it went up by 6.59%p, making up
70.83% of the tota workforce.

(Table V—121) Intention to Change Jobs (Wage Workers)
(Unit: %, %p, Persons)

2007 2008
Category Change
Frequency | Percent | Frequency | Percent
Yes 492 274 209 137 -137
No 1,492 726 1,628 86.3 13.7
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(Table IV-122) First Survey Respondents' Intention to Change Jobs (Wage Workers)
(Unit: Persons, %)

2008
Category
Yes No Total
62 226
Yes 288 100.0
24.7 75.3
66 1,007
2007 No 1,073 100.0
6.8 93.2
128 1,233
Total 1,361 100.0
1.7 88.3

<Table 1V-121> outlines how much wage workers intentions to move to
another company have changed. In the first survey, more than one-fourth of
respondents or 27.4% said they were intending to leave their current workplace
and work in another company, but in the second survey, the proportion fell to
13.7%.
respondents' intention to change jobs. Out of those expressing their intention to

<Table V-122> shows year-to-year changes in the firs survey

move to another company in the first survey, 24.7% remained unchanged in
their intention while 6.8% of those responded as having no intention of leaving
their current job in the first survey, turned out to have changed their mind, and
93.2% wanted to stay in the same workplace. In short, a considerable portion of
the firgt survey respondents who intended to change jobs changed their minds,

contributing to a decrease in overal intention to look for ancther job.

@ Non-wage workers

(Table IV-123) Change in the Number of Employees Including Owner
(Unit: Persons)

Category 2007 2008 Change

Average number of total employees 216 2.01 -0.15

Average number of paid workers 0.8 0.64 -0.16
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<Table 1V-123> illustrates an average number of total employees in a
workplace where non-wage earners are working. In the first survey, the number
by 0.15 to 2.01 people

in the second survey. On the other hand, an average number of paid workers

of workers in the workplace averaged 2.16 while it fell

who belonged to a company managed by non-wage workers or employing them
amounted to 0.8 people in the first survey, and it moved down by 0.16 to 0.64

people.

(Table V-124) Change in Average Workdays a Week
(Unit: %, %p, Day)

2007 2008
Category Change
Frequency | Percent | Frequency | Percent
Less than 5 days 603 29.1 577 35.0 59
6 days 672 327 565 26.8 -59
7 days 854 38.2 830 38.2 -
Average workdays a week 591 543 -0.48

<Table IV-124> is a summary of the digtribution and change in non-wage
earners average workdays per week. In the first survey, respondents said they
worked 5.91 days a week on average and this decreased to 5.43 days, down by
0.48. In terms of workdays by respondents, those working less than 5 days
accounted for 35.0%, up by 5.9%p from 29.1% in the first survey. Those who
answered that their workdays averaged 6 days fell to 26.8% from 32.7% in the
first survey. Lastly, those working 7 days a week accounted for 38.2% in both

surveys.
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(Table IV-125) Change in Average Working Hours a Day (Weekdays)
(Unit: %, %p, Hour)

2007 2008
Category Change
Frequency | Percent |Frequency | Percent

Less than 8 hours 1,243 529 1,176 540 1.1

Exceeding 8 hours, less than 12 789 49 733 405 14
hours

Exceeding 12 hours, less than 16 81 38 81 51 13
hours

Exceeding 16 hours 20 14 4 04 -1.0

Average working hours a day 845 8.40 -0.05

(Table IV-126) Change in Average Working Hours a Day (Weekend)
(Unit: %, %p, Hour)

2007 2008
Category Change
Frequency | Percent |Frequency | Percent

Less than 6 hours 917 439 758 432 -0.7

Exceeding 6 hours, less than 10 90 104 1020 434 30
hours

Exceeding 10 hours, less than 14 20 123 195 118 05
hours

Exceeding 14 hours 64 33 25 1.6 -17

Average working hours a day 6.71 6.59 -0.12

The number of working hours of non-wage earners also declined. <Table IV
-125> illustrates how many hours a day they worked during weekdays. Their
average working hours per day during weekdays were 845 and 8.40,
respectively in the first and second surveys. According to the distribution of
respondents, those working less than 8 hours a day increased to 54.0% from
52.9%, while those working between 8 and 12 hours declined to 40.5% from
41.9%. Respondents who answered that their average working hours per day
exceeded 12 hours, but less than 16 hours, rose from 3.8% to 5.1%, and those
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working more than 16 hours fell from 1.4% to 0.4%.

<Table 1V-126> outlines how many hours a day non-wage earners spend
working on weekends. The average working hours decreased as well, standing
a 6.71 and 6.59 hours,
Specificaly, respondents working less than 6 hours a day, between 10 and 14
hours, and more than 14 hours decreased from 43.9% to 43.2%, 12.3% to
11.8%, and 3.3% to 1.6%, respectivey. On the contrary, those who chose

respectively, in the first and second surveys.

"between 6 and 10 hours' as their average daily working hours on weekends
increased from 40.4% to 43.4%.

(Table V-127) Change in the Proportion of Those Who Have Time Off on fixed

Days
(Unit: %, %p)
2007 2008
Category Change
Frequency Percent Frequency Percent
Yes 592 348 520 35.1 0.3
No 1,546 65.2 1,475 64.9 -0.3

(Table V—128) Change in the Responses of the First Survey Respondents
regarding Having Time Off on Fixed Days

(Unit: %)
2008
Category
Yes No Total
329 135
Yes 464 100.0
715 215
113 1253
2007 No 1,366 100.0
129 87.1
442 1388
Total 1,830 100.0
329 67.1
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When non-wage workers were asked whether or not they had time off from
their workplaces on fixed days, 34.8% of them said yes and 65.2% said no in
the first survey. In the second survey, 35.1%, up by 0.3%p, responded they had
time off on fixed days, and 64.9% said they did not. This led to a dight
increase in the proportion of those who had days off from their workplace.

<Table 1V-128> shows changes in the responses of first survey respondents
regarding whether or not they had time off from their workplace on fixed days.
The table shows that 71.5% of those who said yes in the first survey said they
still had time off on fixed days, while 21.5% said they did not in the second
survey. On the other hand, 12.9% of those who said they did not in the first
survey answered they had time off on fixed days in the second survey, while
87.1% of them said they ill did not have time off on fixed days.

(Table V—129) Change in Monthly Income of Non—-Wage Workers

(Seli~Employed People)
(Unit: %, %p, Million Won)

2007 2008
Category Change
Frequency | Percent | Frequency | Percent
1 million or less 581 458 491 514 56
Exceeding 1 million, 2 million or 3 315 38 206 09
less
Exceeding 2 million, 3 million or 128 140 80 16 o4
less
Exceeding 3 million 73 8.6 39 6.4 22
Average monthly amount 173.9 155.22 -17.68

<Table 1V-129> shows how non-wage workers average monthly income
changed between the first and second surveys. In the first survey, sdlf-employed
respondents earned an average of 173.9 million won per month, but the amount
decreased by 17.68 million won to 155.22 million won in the second survey.
On the other hand, as for the change in distribution of respondents based on
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their monthly average income, those earning less than 1 million won per month
in the first survey accounted for 45.8%, those between 1 and 2 million won
stood a 31.5%, and those making more than 3 million won was 8.6%.
According to the second survey, the proportion of respondents with an average
of less than 1 million won per month increased and those in higher income
brackets decreased. More specificaly, those whose average monthly earnings
were less than 1 million won showed a 5.6%p increase, making up 51.4%, but
those whose monthly income exceeded 1 million, yet less than 2 million won,
and over 2 million won yet less than 3 million won, stood at 30.6% and 11.6%,
respectively. In addition, respondents making more than 3 million won fell
noticeably, accounting for 6.4%.

(Table V—-130) Intention to Continue to Run Current Business (Self~Employed People)
(Unit: %, %p, Persons)

2007 2008
Category Change
Frequency Percent Frequency Percent
Yes 1,126 90.9 854 942 33
No 101 9.1 47 58 -33

(Table V-131) Change in the First Survey Respondents' Intention to Continue
to Run Current Business (Self—~Employed People)

(Unit: %, Persons)

2008
Category
Yes No Total
644 29
Yes 673 100.0
947 53
48 7
2007 No 55 100.0
9.2 98
692 36
Total 728 100.0
942 58
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When sdlf-employed people were asked about their intention to continue to
run their current business, 90.9% of them responded positively but 9.1%
answered negatively in the first survey. Those who expressed their intention to
continue in the second survey increased by 3.3%p, accounting for 94.2%, while
5.8% responded negatively.

<Table 1V-131> summarizes the andysis of the changes in the first survey
responses regarding intentions to maintain current business. The table shows that
out of those who intended to continue their business, 94.7% remained positive,
but 5.3% turned negative. On the contrary, among the respondents who
answered they did not intend to continue their business in the first survey, a
large portion of them changed their minds with 90.2% expressing their intention

to continue their current business.

(Table IV—132) Intention to Move to Another Workplace (Unpaid Employees)
(Unit: %, %p, Persons)

2007 2008
Category Change
Frequency Percent Frequency Percent
Yes 106 10.1 60 7.0 =3.1
No 815 89.9 1034 93.0 3.1

(Table V-133) Change in First Survey Respondents' Intention to Move to

Another Workplace (Unpaid Employees)
(Unit: %, %p, Persons)

2008
Category
Yes No Total
10 63
Yes 73 100.0
15.7 84.3
30 638
2007 No 668 100.0
53 94.7
40 701
Total 741 100.0
6.2 938
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When asked whether they had an intention to move to another company,
10.1% of unpaid employees said yes in the first survey, but 89.9% said no. On
the other hand, 7.0%, a 3.1%p decrease, said yes in the second survey while
93% said no. This led to an overal decline in the portion of those who
intended to change jobs.

A close look at unpaid workers in the first survey shows that out of those
intending to move to another workplace in <Table IV-133>, 15.7% said they
still intended to move while 84.3% did not. Out of those who said they did not
intend to move in the first survey, 94.7% said they till did not intend to move.
This indicates that a considerable portion of the respondents who intended to

change their workplace changed their minds.

(Table IV-134) Intention to Start Own Business (Unpaid Employees)
(Unit: %, %p, Persons)

2007 2008
Category Change
Frequency | Proportion | Frequency | Proportion
Yes 22 40 20 0.3 -3.7
No 899 9.0 1032 99.7 3.7

(Table V-135) Change in the Intention of the First Survey Respondents to

Start Own Business (Unpaid Employees)
(Unit: %, %p, Persons)

2008
Category
Yes No Total
0.0 6
Yes 6 100.0
0.0 100.0
1 694
2007 No 695 100.0
0.3 99.7
1 700
Total 701 100.0
0.3 99.7
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Next, unpaid workers were asked whether they intended to dart their own
business. In the first survey, 4.0% of respondents said yes, but 96% said no to
this question. In the second survey, those who sad yes fel by 3.7%p,
accounting for 0.3%, and 99.7% said no. This shows that a mgority of the
respondents did not have any plan to start their own business.

<Table 1V-135> shows whether or not the first survey respondents changed
their minds. All the respondents who said yes in the first survey changed their
minds in the second survey, while 99.7% of those who said no still had no

intention to operate a new company.

(Table V-136) Change in Desired Monthly Wage (Unpaid Employees)

(Unit: Million Won)
Category 2007 2008 Change
Average desired 15345 161.22 777
monthly wage

<Table IV-136> summarizes changes in the average amount of desired
monthly wages if unpaid workers move to another company. They wanted to be
paid on average 153.45 million won in the first survey, while the amount

increased by 7.77 million won to 161.22 million won in the second survey.

@ Workers in special employment

(Table V-137) Change in Average Working Hours a Week
(Unit: %, %p, Hour)

2007 2008
Category Change
Frequency Percent Frequency Percent

Fewer than 40 hours 46 36.2 36 328 -34

More than 40 hours,

46. 474 X
not exceeding 50 hours ® 66 % 08
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2007 2008
Category Change
Frequency Percent Frequency Percent
More than 50 hours
’ 11 . 1 114 1.
not exceeding 60 hours 93 8 9
More than 60 hours 10 77 10 8.3 0.6
Average working hours 39.68 39.92 0.24

Regarding workers in specia employment's average working hours per week,
they worked 39.68 hours a week in the first survey, but worked 0.24 hour

longer in the second survey with an average of 39.92 hours.

In terms of the digtribution of working hours, respondents in specid

employment who worked fewer than 40 hours in the second survey accounted
for 32.8%, down by 3.4%p from 36.2% in the firs wave data. On the other hand,
there was an increase in the number of those in two categories. those who worked
between 40 and 50 hours, and more than 50 hours but not exceeding 60 hours.
The first response stood at 47.4%, up by 0.8%p from 46.6%, and the latter
increased by 1.9%p from 9.5% to 11.4%. Workers spending more than 60 hours
a their work aso showed a 0.6%p increase from 7.7% to 8.3%.

(Table IV-138) Change in Monthly Income Receiving From Company

(Unit: %, %p, Milion Won)

2007 2008
Category Change
Frequency | Percent | Frequency | Percent

1 million or less 36 305 42 36.3 58

Exceeding 1 million, 2 million 0 493 51 484 09
or less

Exceeding 2 million, 3 million 5 14 5 114 03
or less

Exceeding 3 million 7 9.1 5 38 -53

Average monthly amount 1785 165.79 -12.71
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<Table IV-138> demonstrates changes in the average amount of monthly
income from the companies with the respondents classified as workers in
specia employment had an independent contract agreement. The respondents
were paid 178.5 million won a month in the first survey, but the amount fell by
12.71 million won to 165.79 million won. In terms of distribution of
respondents by their monthly income, those earning 1 million won or less
accounted for 36.3%, up by 5.8%p from 30.5%, and those with an average of
more than 3 million won in their monthly income sharply decreased to 3.8%
from 9.1%. The proportion of those who answered that their monthly earnings
exceeded 1 million won but less than 2 million won fell by 0.9%p, and those
between 2 million and 3 million won rose 0.3%. The changes in the proportion
of those in middle-income brackets turned out to be relatively minor and the
overal decrease in the monthly income of workers in specid employment is

largely attributable to a decline in high-income earners and a rise in low-income

earners.
(Table IV-139) Change in the Renewal of Contract
(Unit: %, %p)
2007 2008
Category Change
Frequency | Percent | Frequency | Percent
Always 46 545 32 343 -20.2
Usually 15 34.3 44 46.2 11.9
About half the time 2 24 6 47 23
Rarely 5 1.1 9 104 9.3
Never 3 6.6 5 44 2.2

<Table IV-139> illustrates workers in speciad employment responses to
whether or not their independent contract agreement was renewed as long as
there were no particular problems between their company and themselves. Those

who responded as "dways' accounted for 54.5% in the first survey, but sharply
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fell to 34.3% in the second survey. On the contrary, those who chose "usualy"”
as their response stood at 34.3% in the first survey, but increased by 11.9%p to
46.2%. "About half the time" was cited by 4.7%, up from 2.4%, while "rarely”
was cited by 10.4%, a substantia increase from 1.1%. Those who said ther
contract was "never" renewed accounted for 4.4%, down from 6.6%.

The proportion of relatively positive responses of "aways' combined with
"usually" decreased to 80.5% from 88.8%, while negative answers of "rarely”
plus "never" increased to 14.8% from 7.7%. This result indicates that the
conditions for renewal of contracts of workers in specid employment

deteriorated al the more at the time of the second survey.

(Table IV-140) Intention to Continue to Work at Current Occupation

(Unit: %, %p)
2007 2008
Category Change
Frequency Percent Frequency Percent
Yes 105 92.3 110 93.0 0.7
No 12 77 7 70 -0.7

to Work at Current Occupation

(Table V—141) Change in the First Survey Respondents' Intention to Continue

(Unit: %)
2008
Category
Yes No Total
73 5
Yes 78 100.0
917 83
5 0.0
2007 No 5 100.0
100 0.0
78 5
Total 83 100.0
921 79
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<Table IV-140> is a summary of whether or not those respondents in special
types of employment intend to continue to work at their current occupations. In
the first survey, 92.3% gave a positive response while 7.7% intended to quit
their job or leave their current workplace. The result did not change
considerably. Out of those workers, 93% intended to remain in their job while
7.0% did not.

As for the change in ther intention in <Table IV-141>, 91.7% of the first
survey respondents did not change their mind, but 8.3% said they would quit
their job. On the other hand, al of those who intended to leave their job in the
first survey changed their minds, saying that they would continue to have the

same job.

3) Job Satisfaction

<Table IV-142> shows the proportion of workers who were satisfied
(combined "very" and "dightly") with their current jobs. In 2008, there were
increases in overall satisfaction and the levels of satisfaction in terms of
security of employment, roles and responsbilities, working conditions including
working hours, potential for persona development, human relationships in
workplace, and benefits and compensation. The only category where job
satisfaction decreased was in income level, accounting for 8.3%, down from
9.4%.

(Table V-142) Change in Job Satisfaction

(Unit: %)
Category 2007 2008
Income 94 8.3
Security of employment 14.2 15.6
Roles and responsibilities 15.6 16.5
Working conditions 14.0 15.1
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Category 2007 2008
Working hours 13.8 15.1
Potential for 13 124

personal development

Human relationships

: 16.5 16.8

in workplace
Benefits and compensation 74 87
Overall satisfaction 1.2 124

Note: 1) The responses of "very satisfied" and "dightly satisfied" are combined.

<Table IV-143> shows monthly pay for decent jobs when respondents were
asked how much they should be paid for a decent job. In the first survey, the
amount of monthly pay averaged 264.5 million won, but in the second survey,
it decreased to 232.0 million won and its disperson aso became larger. This
change can be interpreted as a sign that respondents expectations for good jobs

are downward standardized.

(Table V-143) Monthly Pay for Decent Jobs
(Unit: Million Won)

Category 2007 2008
Average 264.5 232.0
Standard deviation 645.6 128.0

<Table IV-144> shows responses to the question of whether respondents think
their jobs match their educational levels.
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(Table V-144) Matching Levels between Jobs and Educational Levels

(Unit: %, %p)

2007 2008
Category Change
Frequency Percent Frequency Percent

Very low 195 6.2 92 23 -39
Slightly low 689 19.8 619 15.6 42
Proper 2,771 716 3,195 79.7 8.1
Slightly high 54 20 37 1.7 -0.3
Very high 9 0.3 12 0.5 0.2
Total 3,720 100.0 3,958 100.0 -

The proportion of those who responded that their jobs were matched lower
than their educational levels decreased while those who said their jobs matched
their educational levels increased by 8.1%op.

4) Job Seeker's Preferences

When the unemployed were asked about their desired types of employment
and working hours, an overwhelming majority of respondents preferred wage
workers, and more than half wanted to work full-time, as demonstrated in
<Table 1V-145>. As "nothing particular in mind" was added to a list of options
in the second survey, it will be meaningless to compare the proportion of
responses between the two wave data. Although another option was given,
however, the proportions of those who wanted to work as wage earners and as
full-time employees did not noticeably change. This suggests that job seekers
preferences toward salaried and full-time workers are considerably clear and
solid.
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(Table V-145) Types Employment Wanted by the Unemployed

(Without Weights Assigned)
(Unit: %, %p)

2007 200815)
Category Change
Frequency | Percent | Frequency | Percent
Desired Wage worker 310 923 212 93.0 0.7
type of

emp|oyment Employer 2 0.6 1 0.4 -0.2

Self-employed 22 6.5 8 35 -3

Desired Full-time 197 586 139 61.0 124
working hours

Part-time 137 40.8 70 30.7 -10.1

The unemployed's desired wage is illustrated in <Table IV-146> below. In the
first year, their expected wage was 130.1 million won, but it fell to 122.0
million won in the second year. Its disperson also sharply decreased. This
indicates that job seekers expectations for wages are downward standardized.

(Table V—-146) Desired Wages of the Unemployed (Without Weights Assigned)
(Unit: Million Won)

Category 2007 2008
Average 130.1 122.0
Standard deviation 1187 481

@ Educational training and social insurance

Respondents who received educationa training for the last year decreased
from 9.1% in the first survey to 7.6% in the second survey, as shown in <Table
IV-147>. As there is an extremely low number of cels, it is difficult to

15) In the quegtionnaire of the second survey, "nothing particular in mind" was added to
a list of response options in regard to questions of desired employment type and
working hours. The frequency and proportion in this table resulted from excluding the
frequency and proportion of the new response option.
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conclude that the weighted proportion accurately reflects the population.
However, it would be fair to say that the proportion of respondents who

received educationa training went down.

(Table IV—147) Experience of Educational Training

(Unit: %)
2007 2008
Category
Frequency Percent Frequency Percent
Yes 741 9.1 596 76
No 7,618 9.7 7,768 R4
Total 8,364 100.0 8,364 100.0

According to a multiple response survey question that asked respondents
where they received educational training, 24.4% of them responded in the first
survey "“from public training ingtitutions' including the Human Resources
Development Services of Korea and local government-funded training institutes,
and 21.1% responded that they had training at vocational education institutes for
women, such as the Woman's Resources Development Center. In the second
survey, respondents who used government-funded training ingtitutions increased
to 27.7% while trainees from women's education institutes declined to 11.7%, as
shown in <Table IV-148>.

(Table V—148) Places of Educational Training (Without Weights Assigned)

(Unit: %)
2007 2008
Category
Frequency Proportion Frequency Proportion
Public training centers 181 24.4 165 27.7
Educational training centers for 158 21 1 70 17
women
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When respondents were asked what types of educational training they
received, the largest portion of them cited vocationa training, and the
proportion increased from 78.9% to 83.7%, based on multiple responses. On the
other hand, those who attended non-vocational learning courses fell to 22.0% in

the second survey from 25.0% in the first survey.

(Table V—149) Types of Educational Training (Without Weights Assigned)

(Unit: %)
2007 2008
Category
Frequency Percent Frequency Percent
Vocational training 585 789 499 83.7
Hobby Courses 185 25.0 131 220

When asked about the purpose for receiving vocational training, those who
received vocational training "to find a job" accounted for the largest portion in
both first and second survey. The same response increased by 1.6%p in the
second survey, but it's not certain whether it was a practical increase.

(Table W—150) Purposes of Educational Training (Without Weights Assigned)

(Unit: %)
2007 2008
Category
Frequency Percent Frequency Percent
To find a job 595 80.3 488 81.9
To start a business 30 4.0 21 35
To improve job competencies 402 54.3 338 56.7
To obtain a certificate 66 89 62 104
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To the question whether the respondents wanted to receive educationa
training in the future, 33.9% of them said yes in the first year, while 27.1 %
sad yes in the second year. This decline leads us to think that demand for

educationa training may be on the decrease.

(Table IV-151) Desire to Receive Future Educational Training
(Without Weights Assigned)

(Unit: %)
2007 2008
Category
Frequency Percent Frequency Percent
Yes 2,839 339 2,265 27.1
No 5,506 65.8 6,099 729
Total 8,364 100.0 596

<Table IV-152> shows the changes in the proportion of respondents covered
by socid insurance including national pension. This analysis excluded those

responses such as "don't know," no response, and refusa to answer.

(Table V-152) Coverage by Social Insurance

(Unit: %)
2007 2008
Category
Frequency Percent Frequency Percent
National pension 1,688/8,298 21.7 1,830/8,364 24.0
Employment insurance 826/8,293 122 1,021/8,363 14.9
Workers' compensation 754/8,291 1.2 945/8,363 139

Respondents who had national pensions in their own name accounted for
24.0%, up from 21.7%. Those covered by employment insurance and workers
compensation also increased to 11.2% and 13.9% from 12.2% and 14.9%,
respectively. In short, the proportion of those covered by the three insurances

al went up over the two years.
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5) Work and Family Balance, and Workplace Discrimination

The survey asked married respondents what attitude their husbands took
toward their employment, and the results are shown in <Table 1V-153> as
below. Women who responded that their husbands supported their employment
("strongly support® and "moderately support” combined) decreased to 45.5%
from 46.9%, and those whose husbands opposed their employment also declined
to 23.0% from 24.1%.

(Table V-153) Husband's Attitude toward Wife's Employment

(Unit: %)
2007 2008
Category Change
Frequency Percent Frequency Percent

Strongly oppose 302 50 313 54 04
Moderately oppose 1,119 19.1 1,073 176 -15
Neutral 1,975 29.1 2,089 315 24
Moderately support 2,267 31.8 2517 36.2 44
Strongly support 1,075 15.1 785 9.3 -5.8

Total 6,738 100.0 6,777 100.0

<Table IV-154> shows how difficult it is for respondents to strike a balance
between work and family. According to the table, it is difficult to find a clear
change in the responses between the two surveys. Respondents who agreed
(strongly agree and moderately agree combined) to the idea that "long working
hours affect family life" accounted for 37.1% and 37.3% in 2007 and 2008,
respectively. The same went for the statement that "irregular working hours
disrupt family life," supported by 29.8% and 29.2% of respondents, respectively.
In both responses, it is hard to say that there were practica increases.
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(Table V-154) Work and Family Balance

(Unit: %, Persons)

Strongly agree

Moderately agree

Moderately dis—

Strongly disagree

Category agree
2007 2008 2007 2008 2007 2008 2007 2008
Long working hours 218 194 1,233 1,381 1,793 1,764 469 614
affect family life 65 55 306 318 479 45.1 148 175
Irregular working 169 150 1,010 1,072 1,933 2,019 602 712
hours disrupt family
life 52 45 246 247 515 50.7 185 199

<Table TV-155> shows the result of asking respondents, including wage workers

and employers on the survey, about whether there was discrimination in their

workplace. The proportion of those who said no to the statement that

discrimination occurred in al aress, increased considerably over the two years.

While 26.3% agreed to the statement that there was discrimination in recruitment
in 2007, the figure decreased to 20.3% in 2008. On the other hand, those who
did not agree to the statement that there was discrimination in wage rose to 77.0%

from 64.6%. These figures suggest that both female wage workers and employers

perceive gender discrimination in the workplace as declining.

(Table V-155) Gender Discrimination in the Workplace

(Unit: %, Persons)

Moderatel .
Strongly agree |Moderately agree qde awly Strongly disagree
Category disagree
2007 2008 2007 2008 2007 2008 2007 2008
There is 117 63 585 477 1,126 1,243 784 936
discrimination
in recruitment 50 26 213 177 434 503 274 292
There is 146 Al 662 524 1,045 1,197 758 927
discrimination
in promotion. 68 28 243 199 404 488 256 282
There is 161 77 654 517 1,089 1,19 756 99
discrimination
in wage. 73 3.0 25.2 19.7 39.0 486 256 284
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M .
Strongly agree |Moderately agree qderately Strongly disagree
Category disagree
2007 2008 2007 2008 2007 2008 2007 | 2008
There is 106 55 579 436 1,153 1,284 772 944
discrimination
in opportunity of 55 24 21.1 160 437 530 268 284
career tralnlng.
There is discrimination 149 72 582 488 1,102 1,217 777 942
in lay-off or refirement 65 30 213 179 420 505 273 28.3

The questions involving maternity protection were excluded from the analysis
because differences in the reference period between the first and second wave

datal®) made it difficult to compare.

16) The first survey asked respondents to limit their experience to the past year, but the
second survey dlowed them to extend the period from the year of the first survey up
to the present.
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1. Introduction

It cannot be overemphasized that one of the most important purposes of a
pand survey is to keep the panel attrition rate as low as possible. To do so, it
is necessary to identify characteristics of households that faled to respond to
the second year survey and examine the characteristics that contributed to their
dropping out of the survey. The pane retention rate of the second wave
KLoWF data based on households stood at 85.1%, a high rate compared to that
of other panel surveys of households. The risks of drop-out are bound to
increase over the next surveys. Therefore, to prevent rates from constantly
faling, it is necessary to estimate which types of households are most likely to
wak out of the survey and, based on this information, to have specid
management for households with high risk of dropout. To statitically identify
the characteristics of possible households who will walk out, we can use the
method of comparing averages or means. This method is to examine if there are
any systematic differences between remaining and dropout households according
to mgjor variables. This method, however, has a drawback. Although it enables
us to compare the mean vaue of specific variables between groups, it does not
show what impact the specific variable has on dropout households when the
effects of other variables are controlled. As such, a logistic model is needed to
estimate the partial effect of a variable, with other variables controlled. In this
model, a dependent variable is the probability of a household dropping out of
the survey while independent variables are other related variables. In this
regard, this chapter used both methods of comparison of means between groups
and edimation by a logigic modd to capture the magor characteristics of
households which walked out of the second year survey.
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2. Panel Retention Rate of the Second Wave
KLoFW Data (based on households)

The second year survey was conducted from Oct 8, 2008 to Jun 10, 2009
with a total of 121 interviewers involved.

The second year KLOFW survey recorded an 85.0% pand retention rate
based on origina households in the first year survey, with a total 7,704
households out of 9,068 original households in the first year survey responding
to the second year survey. The 9,068 original households included families who
strongly complained about the survey and demanded to walk out and families
who were unable to respond to the survey due to death, emigration, health
problems and other reasons.

Meanwhile, from the origina families of the first year survey, a total of 100
households were split off in the second year survey and 46 split-offs among
them were interviewed. Accordingly, the second year study had an 84.5%
interview completion rate, finishing interviews of 7,750 families out of 9,168

families in total, including both origina families and split-offs.

(Table V-1) Panel Retention Rate of the Second Wave KLoFW Data

(based on households)
(Unit: Households, %)

Category Hcgjrslgelr?;lds Hgl?sl,l(tehglf;s Total

Total households for survey 9,068 100 9,168
Households surveyed 7,704 46 7,750
Percent 85.0 46.0 84.5

This study is to anadyze whether or not 9,049 households responded to the
second year study. As mentioned earlier, 19 households were excluded from the

9,068 origind families of the fird¢ year survey as they were unable to
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participate in the second year survey due to emigration, death, and other

reasons.

3. Differences between Responding and
Non-Responding Households

This report examined whether there was a statistically significant difference in
the mgjor characteristics between responding and non-responding households.
The results of this examination whether there was a significant difference
between the two groups in terms of their areas of residence are as shown in
<Table V-2>.

(Table V-2) Non—Responding Households by Area
(Unit: Persons, %)

Success or failure in responding
Category to the second year survey Total
Success Failure
Seoul 2,007 676 2,683
metropolitan
area 748 252 100.0
Local 2,107 269 2,376
Areas metropolitan
oities 887 1.3 100.0
3,590 400 3,990
Local cities
90.0 10.0 100.0
7,704 1345 9,049
Total
85.1 149 100.0

Note: 1) \?=323.7 p=0.000

Non-responding families accounted for 25.2% of the families living in the

Seoul metropolitan areas, whereas their counterparts in local metropolitan cities
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and loca cities accounted for 11.3% and 10.0%, respectively. It is found that
the panel retention rate was notably lower for families living in the Seoul
metropolitan areas.

There was a significant difference in the proportion of non-responding
households according to the number of digible household members (women
aged 19 to 64) in the households for the survey. As shown in <Table V-3>,
the non-response rate in the second year survey among households with only
one eligible member stood at a mere 14.2%, whereas the rate among households
with more than two eligible members reached 19.2%. This significant difference
suggests that the more digible household members showed a higher rate than
the households who did not respond to the survey.

(Table V-3) Non—Responding Households by the Number of Eligible

Household Members
(Unit: Persons, %)

Success or failure of responding to

Category the second year survey Total
Success Failure

6,748 1,118 7,866

one person
Eligible household 85.8 14.2 100.0
memoers more than 956 227 1,183
two persons 808 192 1000
7,704 1,345 9,049

Total

85.1 14.9 100.0

Note: 1) x2=20.1 p=0.000

However, it turned out that the number of household members did not have
a significant impact on non-responses in the second year survey. According to
ANOVA, there was no sdgnificant difference in the average number of
household members between respondents and non-respondents in the second
year study (F=0.790, p=0.374). Consequently, it can be said that the number of
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gigible household members, not the sheer size of a household, determines
whether they respond to the survey or not.

To examine whether the gender of the household head affects the households
response to the survey, the household head's gender and survey responses were
subjected to cross tabulation analysis. The results obtained from the anaysis are
as follows. As shown in <Table V-4>, 14.1% of the households with mae
household heads declined to respond, whereas 19% of the households with
female household heads did. The results indicate that households with female
family heads are highly likely not to respond to a survey.

(Table V-4) Non—Responding Household by Gender of Household Heads
(Unit: Persons, %)

Success or failure of responding to
Category the second year survey Total
Success Failure
6,590 1,085 7,675
Male
Gender of 859 14.1 1000
householders 1,114 260 1,374
Female
81.1 189 100.0
7,704 1,345 9,049
Total
85.1 149 100.0

Note: 1) x2=21.095 p=0.000

The household head's age turned out to have a correlation with non-responses
to the survey. As shown in <Table V-5>, the average age of household heads
who participated in the second year survey was 47 years old, whereas that of
household heads not responding was 44.8 years old. This suggests that the older
household heads were, the higher the probability of responding became.
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(Table V-5) Comparison of the Average Age Between Responding and
Non—Responding Households

(Unit: Age)
95% Confidence Interval For
Cateqor N Average |Standard |Standard the Median
gory Age |Deviation| Error
Lower Bound | Upper Bound
Sucess in the second survey | 7,704 | 4697 11.429 0.130 46.71 4722
Failure in the second survey | 1,345 | 44.79 11.076 0.302 44.20 45.38
Total 9,049 | 46.65 11.403 0.120 46.41 46.88

Note: 1) F=41.939 p=0.000

Meanwhile, educationa levels of household heads had a great impact on the
probability of non-response as well. While the non-response rate of household
heads who received a junior high school education or lower stood at 10.3%,
that of household heads holding university degree or higher was 17% as shown
in <Table V-6>.

(Table V-6) Non—Responding Households by Educational Levels
(Unit: Persons, %)

Success or failure of responding to

Category the second year survey Total
Success Failure
Junior high school 2,09% 241 2336
or lower 89.7 103 1000
ich school 2,706 521 3227
, igh schoo
Householder's 839 162 1000
educational - - ”
levels College

84.1 15.9 100.0
2,178 445 2,623

University or higher
83.0 17.0 100.0
7,688 1341 9,029

Total

85.2 14.9 100.0

Note: 1) x2=52.249 p=0.000
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As shown in <Table V-7>, the employment status of household heads
influenced the probability of a households responding to the survey. According
to the obtained data, the households with unemployed household heads are more
likely not to respond to the survey than those with employed family heads. 14%
of households with employed household heads did not respond and 19% of
households with unemployed household heads did not either.

(Table V-7) Non—Responding Households by Employment Status of
Household Heads
(Unit: Persons, %)

Success or failure of responding
Category to the second year survey Total
Success Failure
6,417 1043 7.460
Employed
Employment status 860 14.0 100.0
of householders 1087 302 1.589
Unemployed
81.0 19.0 100.0
7,704 1,345 9,049
Total
85.1 149 100.0

Note: 1) x>=26.134 p=0.000

Meanwhile, the distribution of non-response rates of households with
employed household heads was analyzed by type of work. As shown in <Table
V-8>, households with family heads occupying manageriad positions,
professional jobs, and clerical work were found to have higher rates of
non-response. On the other hand, households with family heads in skilled
agriculturd, fishery, and forestry work or in elementary occupations showed
relatively much lower rates of non-response.
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(Table V-8) Non—Responding Households by Type of Household Head's

Occupation
(Unit: Persons, %)

Success or failure of responding to

Category the second year survey Total
Success Failure
Managerial and 1.202 231 1453
professional work 839 16.1 1000
821 156 ar7
Clerical work

84.0 16.0 100.0
1,014 208 1,222

Services and sales
830 17.0 100.0

Type of work ) )

Skilled agricultural, 986 38 1,024

forestry and fishery
work 9.3 37 1000
Craft and 1,636 265 1,901
mechanical work 86.1 139 100.0
Elementary 564 8 o
occupations 874 126 100.0
6,223 979 7202

Total

86.4 136 100.0

Note: 1) x?=110.628 p=0.000

Furthermore, it was examined whether there were any differences in the
distribution of non-responses by type of housing. As shown in <Table V-9>,
the success rate in responding for families living in single houses stood a a
whopping 91.5%, whereas that of households in apartment buildings was 82.4%.
In particular, families resding in town houses and multiplex houses were found
to occupy a greater portion of the total non-response rate, with 19.6% and
20.5%, respectively. It was dso found that more than half of the households
(53.3%) living in office-cum- gpartments (mostly single person households) did
not respond.
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(Table V-9) Non—Responding Households by Type of Housing
(Unit: persons, %)

Success or failure of responding to
Category the second year survey Total
Success Failure
2,765 257 3,022
Detached house
915 85 100.0
3451 735 4,186
Apartment
82.4 176 100.0
771 188 959
Town house
804 19.6 100.0
455 17 572
Multiplex house
Type of 796 205 100.0
Housing
Units Non-residential 238 30 268
buildings 888 112 100.0
14 16 30
office-cum-Apartment
467 533 100.0
Shacks, greenhouses, 6 0 6
mud huts 100.0 0 100.0
1 1 2
Other
500 500 100.0
7,701 1,344 9,045
Total
85.1 149 100.0

Note: 1) As there are an extremely low number of cells whose frequency is very low, the
results of Chi-Square Test are not given. Even when this cel was diminated, the
analytic results were found to have a dtatigticaly significant difference.

As shown in <Table V-10>, it was found that the non-response rate of
households, which owned their houses, was at a relatively low level of 12.6%,
while the non-response rates of families that had to move frequently were very
high. According to the type of their moving due to jeonse or lease with

lump-sum deposit without monthly rent, a monthly rent with deposit, and a
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regular monthly rent, the non-response rates were 20.2%, 18.8%, and 19.1%,
respectively.

(Table V—-10) Non—Responding Households by Type of Housing Occupation
(Unit: Persons, %)

Success or failure of responding to

Category the second year survey Total
Success Failure
5,071 732 5,803
Own house
87.4 126 100.0
Joense or lease with 1456 365 1,821
lump-sum deposit 800 200 100.0
Type of Housing Monthly rent 653 151 804
Occupation with deposit 812 188 100.0
195 46 241
Monthly rent
80.9 19.1 100.0
322 50 372
Free and Other
86.6 134 100.0
7,697 1,344 9,041
Total
85.1 14.9 100.0

To figure out whether the size of family incomes affected the probability of
non-response, ANOVA was carried out to identify whether there were income
differences between responding and non-responding households. As shown in
<Table V-11>, it turned out that there was no sgnificant difference in the
average household incomes between groups. The average income for
non-responding households in the second year survey was 4.02 million won,
about 300,000 won more than that of responding households. This income
difference between groups was not datisticaly significant.
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(Table V-11) Average Income Difference between Responding and
Non—Responding Households

(Unit: Million Won)
Average Standard  |95% Confidence Interval For the
Category N Household . .
Deviation Median
Income
Success 7437 371.2192 1203.951 343.85207 398.5863
Failure 1248 401.6779 710.2968 362.23194 441.1238
Total 8685 375.596 1146.189 351.48692 399.705

Note: 1) f=0.755 p=0.385

The above-mentioned examinations can be concluded as in the following
summary: Households in the Seoul Metropolitan Areas at the time of the first
year survey were more likely not to respond to the second survey than their
counterparts living in other areas, households with more than two digible
household members, than households with a single eligible member; households
with female or younger household heads, than those with male or older
household heads; households with highly educated, than low educated household
heads; than employed household heads;
households with white-collar household heads, than blue-collar household heads;

households in types of housing units such as gpartments, town houses, multiplex

households with unemployed,

houses, office-cum- apartments, than single houses; and households owning their
houses, than those living in lease or monthly renta houses.

However, these survey findings are the result of taking into account only two
variable relations between response or non-response to the second survey and
relevant variables without controlling other independent variables. For this
reason, using a binary logigtic regression anaysisin which response or
non-response is used as a dependent variable, this study is to estimate which
variables could influence the non-response probability in households when the

influences of other independent variables are controlled.
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4. Estimation of Non-Response Probability
Using a Binary Logistic Model

<Table V-12> below shows the estimation results from a binary logistic
modd, In this model, the probability of response or non-response to the second
survey was used as an dependent variable to exactly identify partial effects

while diverse independent variables were controlled.

(Table V-12) Estimation Results from a Binary Logistic Model

Category B S.E. Exp(B)
Busan —0.438++ 0.134974428 0.645223745
Daegu —0.955%++ 0.172125509 0.384712615
Incheon 0.025 0.136975969 1.025968871
Kwangju —0.783x++ 0.17696576 0.456788516
Daejeon —0.977 % 0.180021619 0.376067145
Ulsan =1.310% 0.217205984 0.269719919
Gyeonggi 0.118 0.108871528 1.125280459

Region dummy

Gangwon =0.777%x+ 0.180892743 0.45967209
(based on Seoul)
North Chungcheong —0.645++ 0.176443276 0.52463689
South Chungcheong ~0.857++ 0.188172343 0.424391295
North Jeolla —0.833 0.186820709 0.434509563
South Jeolla =1.139% 0.20828178 0.320030271
North Gyeongsang ~(0.542%x+ 0.158041986 0.581009156
South Gyeongsang -0.245+ 0.138226301 0.782071849
Jeju —1.286x+ 0.260979398 0.27621043
Eligible household
member dummy (more d_elig —0.339++ 0.091352538 0.711867702
than two=0)
Dummy for gender of |y householder -0.054 0.094347315 0.946676831

householder (female=0)

Age of householder H0124D_A1 -0.001 0.00391872 0.998934601
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Category B S.E. Exp(B)
Educational levels of High school 0.164 0.10243807 1.178286997
householder (based on
junior high school and College 0.150 0.145321229 1.162884804
lower) University 0.099 0.124618306 1.104979389
Managerial work -0.425+ 0.227076534 0.653689125
Professionals —0.342+xx 0.121313915 0.71010538
Clerical work 0278 0.123590593 0.75707246
Services -0.200 0.153702505 0.818486489
Sales -0.132 0.126894693 0.875835397
Skilled agricultural,
forestry and fishery —1.042%x 0.198089706 0.352518682
Types of work for workers
Householder's job (based
on unemployed
householden Crait and 0341 wer 0127124508 | 0710486709
mechanical work
Equipment,
machine operating
: —0.382x 0.129300723 0.682018432
and assembling
workers
Elementary 0,403 0.144913615 0.668042304
occupations
Military services -0.233 0.394068375 0.791788543
Apartments 0.550%++ 0.091275871 1.734805996
Town houses 0.454%x+ 0.118699193 1.57518651
Type of housing Multiplex houses 0.425%++ 0.13830149%6 1.530310909
units(based on single N Sontial
house) ot feaenia 0.145| 0212880007 | 1.156880664
buildings
Office-cum-—
1.638xxx 0.396063559 5.147295507
apartments
Jeonse lease 0.304 0.081697214 1.355790807

Type of housing
occupation(based on Monthly rent 0.429++ 0.104531607 1.536460911
owning house)

Free and Other 0.053 0.177913969 1.054862759

Household gross income

(common logarithms) logincome —0.112 0.056866324 0.893373036

Constant Constant ~0.996%++ 0.312820586 0.369274487
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Notable features among andytic findings are that, in estimating the
probability of non-response in households, the gender, age, and educationa
levels of household heads were not significant variables any longer when the
influence of other variables were controlled. On the other hand, household
incomes were found to have a significantly negative effect on the probability of
non-response. To put it differently, the higher household incomes were, the
lower the probability of non-response became.

As far as the variable of areas of residence was concerned, it was found that
the Seoul Metropolitan Areas, such as Seoul, Incheon, and Gyeonggi, showed
the highest probability of non-response as shown in the 2-variable analysis.
Meanwhile, households with a single digible member showed a lower
probability of non-response than those with more than two eligible members.
Households with employed household head, regardless of type of jobs with
some exceptions, tended to have a lower probability of non-response than those
with unemployed family heads. However, households with household heads
working in the areas of services, sdes, and military showed probabilities of
non-response as high as those with unemployed family heads. With respect to
types of housing units, families living in apartments, town houses, and
office-cum-gpartments were more likely not to respond than households in
single houses, while households with leases with lump-sum deposit had a higher
probability of non-response than households owning their houses.

5. Concluding Remarks

As shown in the comparison of means between groups and the estimation
results from the logistic model, households which responded to the first year
pand survey but not to the second year survey were found to be systematicaly

different from those households which responded to both surveys in various
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ways. When other variables were controlled, households with lower incomes,
families living in the Seoul Metropolitan Areas, households with more digible
members, and households with unemployed family heads were found to have
greater possibilities of not responding to the second year survey compared to
households with higher incomes, households residing in non-metropolitan areas,
households with fewer eligible members, and households with employed family
heads, respectively.

Based on these anaytic findings, this report is expected to contribute to
minimizing panel dropout rates, thus stabilizing changes in panel composition
by identifying groups with the highest risk of non-responses in the coming
third-year survey and running specia programs designed to keep panel members
from walking out of the survey.
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1. Research Plan for 2011

o Announce to the public the third wave main survey data

- Create machining variables and prepare a code book and user manua

o Maintain the pand for the fourth wave main survey

- Send reminders, trace contact of those who moved, and offer prize-draws

o Prepare the fourth main survey
- Findize the content of the survey; decide whether to conduct a
supplementary survey
- Finalize question items for individual events (event history caendar:
EHC) survey questionnaire.
- Complete integration of individual EHC survey questionnaires and CAPI.
Check the completed level of integration of EHC and CAPI.

o Renew license of CAPI program “Blaise’

o Make and complement English KLoWF homepage
- Make English homepage
- Make download data longitudina
- Add functions for searching published papers and downloading origina
texts using KLoWF data.

o Hold the 3rd KLoWF symposum on the first, second, and third wave
data

o Lay the ground for international comparative studies in connection with
overseas pane surveys
- Trandate questionnaires and survey overviews into English
- Review memorandum of understanding (MOU) with overseas pand
survey ingtitutions of the like, including Austrdias WHA and Britain's
BHPS
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o Prepare in-depth analysis and 2010 project report using the finaly released

first, second, and third wave data

o Hold pand forum: Learn panel analysis methods and identify themes for

supplementary survey
o Publish KLoWFBrief periodicaly(spring/fal, bi-annual)

o Check survey to increase the response rate of the panel survey
- Manage non-respondents customized through the analysis of ther
characteristics
- Produce and distribute publicity materids, including news letter, for panel
management
- Interim check, including confirmation of moving out.

- Prepare plans for raising response rate and stable panel surveys

2. Research Plan for Post-2011

[] Plan for performing tasks for 2012
o Announce to the public the third wave data of the main survey

- Create machining variables and prepare a code book and user manua

o Maintain the pand for the fourth wave main survey

- Send reminders, trace contact of those who moved, and offer prize-draws

o Complete questionnaire for the fourth wave main survey and conduct a

preliminary survey
o Renew license for CAPI program “Blaise”
o Train interviewers for the fourth wave main survey

o Cary out the fourth wave main survey
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o Hold symposium on longitudinal in-depth analysis of the first, second, and
third wave data

o Plan internationa comparative studies in connection with overseas pane
survey

- Prepare for holding international academic conferences for KLoWF
Surveys

[] Plan for performing tasks for 2013

o Complete the fourth wave main survey. Data cleaning and verification, and
weighting

o Announce to domestic and overseas experts the first, second, third, and

fourth wave main survey data for international academic conferences.

o

Conduct public relations for presenters at domestic and overseas academic

conferences.

o

Hold the 1st KLOWF internationa academic conference and publish a

collection of papers from the international academic conferences

o

Prepare for the fifth wave main survey through examination of fourth

wave survey

o

Publish a basic analysis report (Basic anaysis report of the fourth wave
main survey of 2012)

] Plan for performing tasks for 2014

o Announce to the public the fourth wave main survey data

- Create machining variables and prepare a code book and user manua

o Maintain the panel for the fifth wave main survey

- Award exemplary panels by draw, deliver plaques of merit, and publicize
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accumulated research performances and outcomes

o Complete questionnaire for the fifth wave main survey and conduct a

preliminary survey
o Renew license of CAPI program “Blaise’
o Train interviewers for the fifth wave man survey

o Peform the fifth wave main survey

[] Plan for performing tasks for 2015

o Complete the fifth wave main survey. Data cleaning and verification, and
weighting

o Announce to experts the first, second, third, fourth, and fifth wave main

survey data.

o Hold 5th KLoWF academic conference
- Proceed in two parts of academic papers and policy anaysis

o Publish a basic analysis report(basic anaysis report of the fifth wave main
survey of 2014).

o Publish a proposa for the use of data in policy
- To show how KLoWF data can be used in policy making and evaluation,
this report presents cases for using the data according to maor policy

Sectors.

o Announce to the public the fifth wave main survey data
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