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(Figure 1) Percentage of Charitable Giving Behavior
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(Figure 2) Amount of Charitable Giving: Comparison by Gender and Marital Status
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Note: 1. Amount of charitable giving is in real 2010 KRW.
2. Average charitable giving includes zero amount.
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(Table 1) Summary Statistics of Single-person Household: Amount Given to
Specific Charities, Total Contributions, and Household Income

Category Male Female
.. . 0.38 0.03
Political Parties 0.32) 0.02)
. 0.06 0.12
Education (0.04) (0.05)
. 1.46 1.04
Human Services (0.31) 0.95)
- 0.05 0.02
Art, Culture, and Humanities (0.05) 0.02)
.. . 12.0 17.1
Religious Organizations (3.3) (1.8)
0. 26 0.11
Other (0. 10) (0.04)
o 14.2 18.4
Total Contributions (3.4) (1.9
Individual Income 2, 345 1, 606
(74.4) (47.3)
Number of Households 645 1,102
Number of Observations 2,108 3, 956

Note: 1. Average contributions are calculated including zero amount.
2. Contributions and household incomes are in real (2010) %10, 000.
3. Robust standard errors are clustered by individual id, and they are reported in
parentheses.
Source: National Survey of Tax and Benefit (1%, 2", 3™ 4™ 5% waves).
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(Table 2) Summary Statistics of Couples: Amount Given to Specific Charities,
Total Contributions, and Individual Income

Category Husband Wife
.. . 0.42 0.11
Political Parties
(0. 09) (0. 04)
. 0. 80 0.25
Education
(0.33) (0.08)
. 4,67 1.91
Human Services
(0. 45) (0.21)
. 0.16 0.09
Art, Culture, and Humanities
(0. 06) (0.05)
Relici 0 ot 30.5 25.7
eligious Organizations
s e (1.9 1.3
0.63 0.21
Other
(0.12) (0. 04)
o 37.2 28.2
Total Contributions .
(2.0) (1.3)
.. 3, 468 619
Individual Income
(45.5) (17.2)
Number of Households 4,542 4,542
Number of Observations 18, 336 18, 336

Note: 1. Average contributions are calculated including zero amount.
2. Contributions and household incomes are in real (2010) 10, 000.
3. Robust standard errors are clustered by individual id, and they are reported in
parentheses.
Source: National Survey of Tax and Benefit (NaSTaB) 1%, 2" 3¢ 4™ 5™ waves.

Z|RRopd Wi 7| RFdS Blwsle] Hujghs BE Fololx] dHe] 7|8

Fo] ohut} = Uehbi S27l7ehs A% b e BelZt. 1 =



7H-EE 71Re B 7 W 71REd 53

>

e} ge) BRslrel A9 )R 21224 B wAele] Faagol

Fasy] wol (Table 2¢] AzHs P47 ool 712 olel oje HEAS &
A3 HelFE AoR 1y ot 2B oejdt Aabsh ekt A& FRIP
o 7193 AZo] W57 A AEWeY ohie} $re] Bl Ak AS
RAFT E 5 9L it

web] (Table 1) (Table 2)€] Aok Fsw 71%ake] 4ol e 724
3t 7)ok A0 Aol & Suk=) ofshaty] Al AR 71 ade 2
Ho mrh vlAH9) Hze] Aestths L AR

ko] B9 A1%F 24 34 vhew Bk 1) ol 4 (3) 9] $He] %
T 2,6 A 19 50 GBS F Ao dAEE AFEATE Vs b7

g,y =max(0, B, + Bym;, + 2yt u,), t=1,....T (3)

nshre] Zgele el 71930 ojle] 7)%ge] & e Al 2%
Ak A BAR R 2] SN FHRG O ofeel Lol ojular =l

(Bivariate Tobit) =&-& A-83tAth =, ok 2 (4)of EFd Ad o' ok u”

=3 AnE 482 g An FHe &8sk 1
RE7e] 718 A rgd oz o|¥a EH] (Bivariate Tobit
N AR HlarksAde Eol] feolth. FE5AFAM = Bk
ol gy} o] &l (Random Effects Bivariate Tobit) R8-S 283

(2 e}
ot

_L

30 i o o

\



54 REERZE A 65 A2 &

Afelell g@BAZ} Slehe 714 ol duie] 718G A ool 7)1 24
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t=1,.... 7,

g% =max (0, 8Y + Bhm;, + BLwm;, + BYhhm,, + 2R+ Z28%Y+ ul),
t=1,..,T (4)
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52 BAIG Rl BT ohe] 2] 247k BT ul$pe] F1%F AHo
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oh A SR A Rgee A1 FaEwe G5t d Aol & A %

S FAIG el G el A A g 7Rl felg 9%
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= URAA] @otok dt. as B FP4d 7 £53 R wleate] A5S A
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ofshe s} Wt ophel F1E A% YoM FRE 8AYE Fahe A
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AL Agste FEIte »8S %275 WP (structural estimation) < 28
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@ = AL Aee Bk 28 JIFEAIEE meE] A5 i 71E-
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(Table 3) Descriptive Statistics

Single-person Household Couple Household
Male Female Husband Wife
N ¢ Sehooli 12.00 7.91 12.73 11.65
ears of Schooling
¢ (0.17) (0.17) (0. 06) (0. 06)
46. 25 57.96 50. 20 47.01
Age
(0.67) (0.55) (0. 20) (0. 20)
1.73 1.70 3.45 3.45
Number of Household Members
(0. 04) (0.03) (0.02) (0.02)
Annual Individual Income 2,345 1,606 3,468 619
(in Ten Thousand Million Won) (74.4) (47.3) (45. 5) (17.2)
Net Asset of Household 90.0 84.3 246.8 246.8
(in Million Won) (7.4) 4.8) (5.2) (5.2)
Monthly Consumption of Household 113.9 9.4 216.5 216.5
(in Ten Thousands Won) 2.7) (2.3) (1.8) (1.8)
) ) . 0. 351 0. 364 0. 451 0. 451
Residence in Seoul Metropolitan Area .
(0.021) (0. 016) (0. 008) (0. 008)
Number of Households 645 1,102 4,542 4,542
Number of Observations 2,108 3,956 18, 336 18, 336

Note: 1. Some variables have missing values.
2. Net asset and monthly consumption are in real (2010).
3. Robust standard errors are clustered by individual id, and they are reported in
parentheses.

Source: National Survey of Tax and Benefit (1%, 2", 3™ 4™ 5% waves).
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Yo7t 545 E0g 71 S8l wobd A FarlRae gl
ANE 9 & ek Teht A Aael Fa 45E BE A
mel olo] Uld 454 A & gk

19) P-value=0. 4003.



© 7HdS 717 Eelslnh & msdret A B brdae]
of wha} Zpol7} A=Al AFHA (joint test) &l 2 AZ} 7]74e 4= gl 200 o]
v AN AS AW mE dAZIRAAE] Aozt e
Andreoni, Brown, and Rischall (2003) &= t}& Zujo|t}

(Table 4) Total Amount of Contributions by Single-Person Household: Tobit Estimation

Male Female

Years of Schooling 12.94%** 10. 28***
(4. 25) (2.01)

Age 2.27** 2.83***
(0.89) (0.58)
Number of Household Members -12.90 -7.66
(10.87) (6.17)

Household Income 0.026*** 0.018***
(0. 009) (0.004)

Net Asset of Household -0. 0005 0.0015***
(0. 0005) (0. 0004)

Residence in Seoul Metropolitan Area -32.11 -31. 45**
(21.29) (14.01)

Constant -493, 7*** -399, 7***
(103.1) (56.8)
Number of Households 634 1,087
Number of Observations 2,020 3,830

Log-pseudolikelihood -2,462. 35 -6, 968. 61

Note: 1. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1.
2. Robust standard errors are clustered by individual id, and they are reported in
parentheses.
3. Dependant Variables are total contributions (in ten thousands won).
4. Estimation equations include year dummies, but the estimated coefficients are not
reported.

B2 (Table D] W} (Table He] FPAHES FHaka Jao) et
Azt 71%-okel QolAle Aolzh 9AT 7193 728 2P o ol

20) P-value=0. 6376.
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(Table 5) Total Amount of Contributions by Couples: Bivariate Tobit Estimation

Husband Wife
Husband’s Years of Schooling 33, 13*** 10. 86***
(3.90) (2.10)
Wife's Years of Schooling 1.54 6. 38***
(3.66) (2.15)
Husband’s Age 0.65 0.34
(2.16) (1.31)
Wife's Age 2.18 4, 08***
(2.27) (1.42)
Husband's Income 0. 020*** 0. 002
(0.004) (0.002)
Wife's Income 0.009** 0.030***
(0.005) (0.004)
Monthly Consumption of Household 0.243*** 0.270***
(0. 070) (0. 048)
Number of Household Members -11.83 -0. 66
(7.69) (5.17)
Net Asset of Household 0. 0002 0. 0001
(0. 0002) (0. 0001)
Residence in Seoul Metropolitan Area =54, 02*** -23.78**
(15.54) (10.51)
Constant -1,049. 0*** -740. 6***
(89.4) (61.6)
Number of Households 4,471
Number of Observations 17, 546
Log-pseudolikelihood -62, 513. 81

Note: 1. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<O0.1.
2. Robust standard errors are clustered by individual

parentheses.

id, and they are reported in

3. Dependant Variables are total contributions (in ten thousands won).

4. Estimation equations include year dummies, but the estimated coefficients are not

reported.

ml A5 AL VedE AT
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(Table A1) Total Amount of Contributions by Couples: Bivariate Tobit Estimation

(1) Wives work (2) Wives do not work
Husband Wife Husband Wife

Husband’s Years of Schooling 30.55%**  13.50***  33.74%** 9, 83***
(7.83) (3.61) (4.34) (2.46)
Wife's Years of Schooling 9.67 4. 46 -1.51 7. 44%**
(6. 40) (3.62) (4.13) (2.59)
Husband's Age 5.38 0.52 -1.29 0.23
(3.40) (2.01) (2.50) (1.65)
Wife's Age -1.30 3.51% 3.48 4. 62**
(3.56) (2.12) (2.65) (1.81)
Husband’s Income 0. 024*** 0.002 0.019*** 0. 002
(0. 008) (0.002) (0.004) (0.002)
Wife's Income 0. 003 0.026™**  0.047** 0. 008
(0. 006) (0. 005) (0.023) (0.013)
Monthly Consumption of Household 0.363***  0.158™**  0.205**  0.316***
(0.123)  (0.059)  (0.083)  (0.067)
Number of Household Members -22.52* 4.03 -6. 36 -4.09
(12. 36) (7.67) (9. 38) (6.58)
Net Asset of Household 0. 0000 0. 0004 0. 0004 0. 0000
(0.0004) (0. 0004) (0. 0002) (0..0001)
Residence in Seoul Metropolitan Area -50.08%*  -35.48*  -55.59***  -16.81
(24.63) (18720 (1855  (12.09)
Constant -1, 133%**  -719.9***  -1,006*** -758.3"**
(174.4) (90.8) (102.2) (77.3)
Number of Households 1,908 3,628
Number of Observations 9,293 12,253

Note: 1. *** p<0.01, ** p<.05, * p<0.1.
2. Robust standard errors are clustered by individual id, and they are reported in
parentheses.
3. Dependant Variables are total contributions (in ten thousands won).
4. Estimation equations include year dummies, but the estimated coefficients are not
reported.
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Charitable Giving by Household Types and its

Decision in Intrahousehold Allocation*

Heonjae Song™* - Bo Min Kim™**

Abstract

We examine how charitable giving is influenced by gender and household
type. Looking first at single-person households, we find men and women have
significantly different tastes for giving, but do not observe a difference in
marginal propensity to contribute. No significant difference is found in the
effects of socio-demographic covariates on total contributions between them.
For the case of couples, socio-demographic factors such as age and education
seem to affect differently on total contributions between husband and wife.
Husband’s marginal propensity to contribute depends on only his income,
while wife's marginal propensity to contribute depends on both her income and
her spouse’s. Our empirical findings show that there can be bargaining power
over charitable giving between husband and wife. It can partly explain different
patterns of charitable giving behaviors between single-person households and
couples. Our results give new insights into both the demographics of
charitable giving and the costliness of household bargaining.

Key Words: charitable giving, intrahousehold allocation, collective model, bivariate
tobit
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