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A Study on Determinants of Preference for Redistribution:

Results and Empirical Comparisons between JGSS and other Surveys

Takehisa SHINOZAKI

This paper clarifies the determinants of preference for redistribution, using the
integrated data of JGSS-2000, 2001, 2002 and 2003. It finds that preference for
redistribution has a relationship with possibility of increasing in income as well as
current income level. Aged or less educated people, in particular, support
redistribution. I also find that people who experience a decline of household economic
condition or who expect decline of future income support redistributive policies.
People who have failed to get high job prestige than father’s and who have some
sense that there are no opportunities to improving their living standards support
redistribution, too.
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