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Differences and Inequalities in Health Status among Social Class
Classified by Occupation and Job Status
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SEdete] A A ME ARFE Ee A%
fo B A7E B, AASES ]I (Son, 2002:
Yoon et al., 2000), &5+F(Lee, 1996. Son.
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TE3kar o] §3tn UcH(Jewson, 1997).
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& FE3I7L oEigieh, B dPeA e A R

o} FAPE] A& 1B st (Table 1)3} Zo] A3
AZE FRIUY. FEI2EAE 7€ R ABIASEL
< I FAH AL, AFAZIE VIeT 2 T
F7h ARFRAQ AR ARBAZIIE el 22 3

=9

F&3t WAHZARIN L, WHe] E/hsd Afols ARl 224, AEAEIVE V1ed 2 33 7152
(Table 1) Classification of social classes
Employment status Emplover Self-employer/ Part-time employee/
Occupation ploy Full-time employee  Non paid family worker
Leglsla'tor, Senior official, manager Class T Class T
Professionals
Technicians, intermediate professionals Class 1 Class T Class T
Clerks
Service and sales workers Class I Class I Class V
Craft.and related trades workers Class TI Class V Class V
Machine operators and assemblers
Agricultural, forestry and fishery workers
Unskilled labor workers Class I Class V
Unemployed Class VI
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(Table 2> Demographic characteristics of subjects

Demographic Row

characteristics total % N total % SCI SCIO SCIM SCIW SCV SCWVI X2 p
Sex female 52.0 27105 1000 2.3 8.1 11.8 149 210 419 5730.24 .000
male 48.0 24995 1000 85 173 124 210 264 14.3
Age 20-29 20.8 10820 100.0 3.6 188 152 176 129 319 386l1.64 .000
30-39 287 14963 1000 6.0 158 12.1 19.7 188 27.7
40-49 25.7 13376 100.0 6.7 114 13.0 21.7 244 227
50-64 248 12941 1000 45 4.7 8.6 11.8 37.2 332
Education -middle 32.5 16914 1000 04 1.8 9.1 174 42,1 29.2 1513040 .000
high school 426 22192 100.0 1.9 109 13.2 235 197 309
college 249 12989 100.0 176 293 14.2 86 6.2 24.1
Marital Married 76.3 39778 100.0 58 11.2 11.1 176 245 298 584.95 .000
status Unmarried 23.7 12322 1000 3.7 16,6 155 185 20.7 249
House no 34.0 17689 1000 4.2 12.2 13.7 209 202 288 393.26 .000
possesion 66.0 34411 100.0 5.9 127 11.3 162 254 286
Total N 52100 2763 6519 6316 9289 12290 14923
Total % 100.0 1000 5.3 125 12.1 178 236 28.6
(Table 3) Health status by social class
——_Demographic  \ 1 o/ \ SCI SCO SCH SCIV SCV SCVI X2 p
characteristics
Total N 100.0 52100 2763 6519 6316 9289 12290 14923
Disease during Yes 205 10691 146 147 184 180 21.8 256 49522 .000
the past 2 weeks No 79.5 41409 854 853 816 820 782 744
Self-assessed very healthy 54 2819 8.8 7.8 6.1 55 4.8 3.9 2339.88 .000
health status healthy 36.2 18842 486 455 390 374 338 298
ngdbad' not 395 20500 363 384 408 417 392 392
unhealthy 16.7 8675 7.0 80 131 144 203 221
very
unhealthy 2.3 1174 04 0.4 1.0 1.1 1.9 50
Mean* 2.74 2.42a 2.48b 2.64c 2.68d 2.8le 2.94f F=411.296
S.D 0.88 076 077 0.82 0.82 0.88 0.93 p=.000
Ad mean** 258 264 264 268 268 291 F=50.85
S E 0.06 004 002 002 002 001 p=.000

* Duncan AHF- 7% A3
* Adjusted mean

A AT SAEAL ofd AT AT Aol7E 7.

I 32, 43 579 Aoyt A3 Fthde L otk
by -?E% VERIAT =2 The Registrar General Classification of
Occupational Classest 6712 APFo 2 FEH o
v, = 9| ded, Aol de gAe ASe Akl Ajez
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F317] giaiA mtE Aol ophr] wiFef of AP HE
Z ol 88X ARAFE ERohe Ade dFRPE
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- Abstract -

Differences and Inequalities in
Health Status among Social Class
Classified by Occupation and Job

Status

Park, Eun-Ok™ - Song, Hyo-Jeong™

Purpose: To investigate difference in health
status by social classes in Korea through
second analysis the 1999 Social Statistic
Survey raw data performed by National
Statistic Office. Method: 52,100 subjects were
20-64 years old and students were excluded.
Health status was measured self-rated health
and disease prevalence past 2 weeks. Social
classes were classified 5 categories by
occupations and working status and 1 category
by unemployment. Result: Unemployed people
reported the worst self-rated health on
average, the lower social classes, the worse
self-rated health and higher
prevalence. Health inequality still existed

disease

between social classes after adjusting sex, age,
and education level. Conclusion: A certain
strategy for improving unemployed people’s
health and people who are working in craft,
simple manual labor, agriculture, fishery, and

forestry.

Key words : Social class, Health status,
Inequality
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