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Method and Data
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Method and Data
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Method and Data
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MokA

434 0| = (Propensity Score prediction)

DV: not-participating in DF(0) vs. Participation(1)

OR (S.E)

A

1. Occupation(ref.=T-2-2t2| AFF &)

skill 0.319%(0.131)
non-skill 0.443+(0.135)
self-emp. 0.335*(0.088)
Agriculture and 0.601(0.698)
Fisheries

2. Education(0=High school or less; 1=College or higher)

1.404(0.283)

3. Income(0=General, 1=Low income)

1.299(0.248)

4. Employment Precarious(O=not-precarious, 1=precarious)

0.932(0.205)

5. Age(ref.=19~29)

30~39A]

0.5007(0.162)

40~49M

0.660(0.197)

50~59A]

1.530(0.416)

60A| Of &t

3.581*(1.010)

6. Gender(0O=male, 1=female)

0.790(0.146)

7. Attitude for Universalism
(0=Residualism, 1=Universalism)

5.198~+(1.004)

& H(intercept)

0.035*(0.011)

N = 2,121

Likelihood Ratio x2 = 153.04

Pseudo Rz = 0.1373
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) 7|2 554 (Baseline equivalence) B

Control variable Pariicipafion I | NoFperioag . | T-fest
(N=156) (N=156)
1. Occupation(ref.=professional)
skill 0.051 0.038 | 0.550
non-skill 0.090 0.090 | 0.000
self-emp. 0.154 0.154 | 0.000
Agriculture and Fisheries 0.006 0.006 | 0.000
2. Education(0=High school or less; 1=College or higher) 0.545 0.519 | 0.450
3. Income(0=General, 1=Low income) 0.397 0.385 | 0.230
4. Employment Precarious(0=not-precarious, 1=precarious) 0.692 0.756 1-276
5. Age(ref.=19~29)
40~49A 0.154 0.141 | 0.320
50~59A] 0.250 0.224 | 0.530
60 O] & 0.295 0.288 | 0.120
6. Gender(0O=male, 1=female) 0.474 0.449 | 0.450
7. Attitude for Universalism -
(0=Residualism, 1=Universalism) 0.731 0.737 0.130

% %X/ H[Z0]1, T-test= OFY 3 & QT 2P W2 X[O7F GITFE B7FA0l cifet 23

A= 20198 47| = 0|4 SERITH ZAF1~32}F AF= (Waves 1~3).



> Descriptive Statistics
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DV

Effect Size T-test
Income tax increase 0.244 4.60"
land tax increase 0.269 5.48™
Additional tax increase for BI? 0.333 6.38"
Additional tax increase for BI?) 0.276 6.00
Introducing BI? 0.321 6.10™
Introducing BI? 0.179 3.97

*p (.05, **p (.01, »*p (.001.
1) EAITHAS Solme] MOIAC 165913 SOIEY 0IHORIE YT 16522
2) Bl 0l ‘RS’ i U Uitk 2 3,
3) B ol ‘28 e g oz 3 ach
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Y Results =720z gojo|st t4at zA))

mlcome fax ?and fax tax for BI Introducing BI
1Increase mcrease :
OR OR OR OR
(S.E.) (3.E.) (S.E.) (S.E.)
Not—participating in DF(0) vs. 3479 4,635 4,976 4625
Participation in DF{1) (0.916) (1.344) (1.321) (1.212)
_ _ 0.403™ 0.515" 0.508"~ 0.578"
6. Gender(0=male, 1=female) (0.113) (0.154) (0.141) (0.159)
7. Attitude for Universalism
Dt ol 2.485 2.008" 2.264 2389
(0=Residnalism, (0.730) (0.629) (0.630) (0.713)
1=Unmersalism)
240 ¢4 0.299 1423 0.612 0.367"
=¥ (intercept) (0.300) (0.769) (0.308) (0.185)
N 312 312 312 312
Likelihood Ratio y° 46,59 48.35"" 59.45°" 5294
Pseudo R” 0.1137 0.1290 0.1418 0.1260

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