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Table 1. Proportion of Persons by the Status of Health Insurance Coverage

2R BFY 7B

Proportion Based on

Insurance Status Public Data( %)

Health Survey Data( %)

Total Urban Rural

Uninsured 0.0 4.8 4.8 4.6
Insured 100.0 95.2 95.2 95.4
G.T.» 10.4 6.3 5.7 8.0
LW 39.5 37.8 44.2 211
SLE." 40.9 44.9 42:7 50.:5
M,.A, % 9.2 6.2 2.6 15.7

YG.T. i 35d 2 AIHSE 2A9 o5EY

(Health Insurance Program for Government Employees & Private School Teachers)

YW,
8. E; -

TM.A. RS - B Z (Medical Aid)

C Aol 823 (Health Insurance Program for Industrial Workers)
2] 2] 5 B3 (Health Insurance Program for Self-employed)

cf). The above abbreviations were also used in the following tables.
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Table 2. Proportion of Households by the Status of Health Insurance Coverage

olzEy ERY 7S ul8

Insurance Status

Number of Households

Proportion of Households( % )

Uninsured 484 4.4

Insured 10,490 95.6

(One Program per Household) (9,737) (88.7)

G T 617 5.6

I.W. 3.957 36. 1

S.E. 4,478 40.8

M. A. 685 6.2

(Two Programs per Household) (733) (6.7)

G. T +1L.W, 78 0.7

G.T.+S.E: 60 0.5

G.T.+M.A, 8 0:1

I.W. +S.E. 513 A7

[.W. +M.A. 40 0.4

S. B = MUA, 34 0.3

(Three Programs per Household) (20) (0.2)

G, T. +1L.W. +S.E. 12 0.1

G. T, +LW.+M.A. 2 0.0

I.W.+S.E. +M. A, 6 0.0

Total 10,974 (100.0)
th, garA 2Hdaes ARAdgEY YR S4Z3 Haiol7h gl ¥ - 2EFEY A
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Table 3. Socio-Demographic Characteristics of the Insured and Uninsured

oz JtUXIet O|7tAXIe| elFAIEN £

Insured

Variables Uninsured Total
G T I.W. S.E. M. A.
Total (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0)
Residence
Urban 73.0 64.7 84.4 68.6 29.8 72.0
Rural 27.9 35.3 15.6 31.4 70.2 28.0
Age
0~4 8 8.1 0 7.3 2.6 s
5~=9 4 9.9 9.2 10.5 7.8 9.6
10~19 20.% 17.8 16.3 21.6 30.3 19.9
20~29 29.8 13.6 20.3 15.5 TT 17.4
30~39 14.7 17. 4 17.2 17.4 8.6 16.6
40~49 9.1 11.8 10.5 12.5 13.9 11.6
50~59 6.3 10.2 9.2 8.0 137 8.9
60+ : 6.1 11.2 8.2 7.2 15.4 8.3
Education(Head of Household)
None 8.0 4.0 5.1 6.0 24.2 6.8
Elementary 22.8 11.-3 14.8 23.2 46.6 20.7
Middle/High 55.4 43.2 56.8 58.9 2.5 55.0
College 13.7 41.6 23.2 11.9 1.6 17.5
Marital Status
Single 42.7 22.5 26.0 27.8 28.6 27.6
Married 48.9 69.4 67.1 63.7 52:5 63.9
Widowed/Divorced 8.4 8.1 7.0 8.4 18.9 8.5
Number of Household
Members
1 8.2 1.9 2.1 2.0 4.4 2.5
2 13.9 8.0 8.7 6.8 10.0 8.2
3= 44.5 48.5 51.2 47.7 39.0 48.4
5~8 31.6 40.1 37:16 42.5 45.8 40.2
9+ 1.8 15 0.4 0.9 0.9 0.8
Perceived Social Status
Lower 52.3 27.5 38.8 47.9 83.7 45.6
Middle 46.9 70.5 59.9 50. 7 16.3 53.1
Upper 0.9 2.0 1.3 1.4 0.0 13
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Table 4. Major Indicators of Health Status for the Insured and Uninsured

SIREY IRt 3 07IgRlel Fe HZYE XE

Insured

Indicators Uninsured Total

G T. L.W. S. E. M. A.
Morbidity for the Past 220 282 256 254 376 263
15 Days per 1,000 Persons
Rate of Chronic Disease During 166 217 171 187 412 196
the Past Year per 1,000 Persons
Average Days of Bed Disability 4.4 3.2 4.1 37 13,1 4.3
During the Past Year"
Average Days of Restricted 13.4 177 14.6 14.8 39.0 16.3
Activity During the Past Year”
Average Days of Bed Disability 20.6 10.5 14.8 15,7 32..1 172
of Those with Chronic Disease
During the Past Year
Percent with Perception of 10. 6 12.5 10.9 13,4 26. 8 12.:2
Poor Health
Percent of Those Who Need Medical 20.0 25.1 23.% 23.0 33.5 23.9

Care for the Past 15 Days

" The number was calculated based on the average days of bed disability among persons with sickness

for the past 15 days.

" The number was calculated based on the average days of restricted activity among persons with sickness

for the past 15 days.
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Table 5. Utilization of Health Services by the Insured and Uninsured during the Past Year
S|ZEA JiUXt I O|7txtel YHAZE o|Z0[E FHEN

Utilization Uninsured - Total
G.T, I. W. SLE: M. A

Physician Contact Rate( %)
Hospital/Clinic 27.5 57:7 92:17 41.1 45.3 46.2
Health Center 1.9 4.0 221 3.7 16.3 3.9
Primary Health Care Post 1.1 2.0 0.9 2.4 8.0 2.1
(Total)" 29.1 59.6 53.7 4.1 56:5 48.8

Average Number of Physician 2.4 7.7 7.2 5.9 7.7 6.4

Visits per Person per Year”

* Those who visited more than one

type of treatment source was counted once.

" The number was calculated based on the number of physician visits for the past 15 days.
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Table 6. ANOVA Summary Table for the Utilization of Physician Visit by Insurance Status and Perceived Health

Status

o2EE BEF Y ClAE AZAefH wWolA 0|E0| st ANOVA Summary Table
Source SS df MS F Sig. of F
Insurance Status(I.S.) 2954.9 1 2954.9 62.5 0.0
Perceived Health Status(P.H.S.) 138221.5 2 69110.7 1461.5 0.0
Interaction(I. S, XP. H.S.) 1249.5 2 624. 8 13.2 0.0
Error 1883371. 8 39827 47,3

Total 2026474.7 39832 50.9

.00) HA AddeEz kg 9 u]7kd Akghol) ojFe] AR B w gsHF n7iYxt=
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Figure 1. Average Number of Physician Visits per Person by Insurance Status and Perceived Health Status
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Table 7. Utilization Pattern for the Past 15 Days

Xt 1522 o|gtxtel o|20|8 A&

Treatment Source Uninsured Gl Total
G.T. [.W. S.E. M. A.
Hospital/Clinic 20.5 48.3 43.7 38.1 37.0 40.2
(Outpatient)
Hospital (Inpatient) 0.5 1.3 0.4 0.3 0.6 0.4
Dental Hospital/Clinic e 1.4 1.7 1.2 0.3 1.4
Oriental Medical 6.1 5.0 3.6 3.8 3.9 9.9
Hospital/Clinic
Health Center 0.8 1.6 0.7 1.8 11.0 2.0
Primary Health Care Post 0.8 0.9 0.4 1.2 4.0 1.1
Pharmacy 69. 3 41.0 48.6 52.9 42.7 50.3
Others 0.9 0.5 0.9 0.5 0.5 0.7
Total (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0)  (100.0)
Table 8. Average Out-of-pocket Expenditure of Health Service Users for the Past 15 Days
Rt 15622 9|2 MB|A O|Xtel BT Xt X288
Insurance Status Uninsured fngured Total
G I W. S: E. M. A.
Expenditure(Won) 6,329 7,077 6,369 6, 088 3.704 6,049
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Table 9. Rate of Met and Unmet Need of Those Who Need Medical Care for the Past 15 Days

X|ot 15224 o2

:FLx} 100[31!:[- OIE*’:E DI Dl*xa

' Insured
Rate Uninsured Total
G.T. I.W. S.E. M. A.
Met Need 87.0 90. 8 92.8 88.7 78.8 89.5
Unmet Need 13.0 9.2 T2 11,3 21.2 10.5
Total (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0)  (100.0)

Table 10. Reasons for Not Receiving Medical Treatment of Those with Medical Problem for the Past 15

Days
Xt 16527F o|&tXle| O|X|Z2 O|R

) Insured
Reasons Uninsured Total
G.T. I.W. S.E. M. A.
Mild Symptom 42.4 38.9 33.6 3.1 25.7 33.4
Economic Reason 30.3 9.6 1545 20.9 35.2 21. 1
No Time 4.6 4.8 11.3 12.8 13.7 11,5
Long Distance 0.0 1.8 0.6 0.8 0.6 0.7
Incurable 9.4 20.6 19.9 18.0 11.0 19.3
Plan to Treat 9.6 13.2 11..8 7.7 7.9 9.4
Others 3.6 11;1 743 5.7 5.9 6.5
Gael Aoz uehdch, Aulegug el 27 %4 4 el
Ax7t oo E ARONME o5 7)H o] &4 Mol WAEel AS 1 olf¥ REE MW 07}
Au| AR L EAGC, 19870 Aoy ] Ao} B SAREIE 42.0%, BAA o7
22U SE 1.9%A°H(EY 2.2%, v 30.0%2A4 714 FE o2 yebgrh (& 10
1.9%, A5 dEFHAY, FAEA QU 1988). #x)
1597 g7 od FH2ZE g 1597 ool gAES AHE o JgEA

Abghe) ulgol ogFEgoln], vl ojw
o Hax wa £ Ao vgo] vFEE
olth. (% Ool Yol ul7kRte FE gL

87.5% 2 A Wit A9l 89.5% B} thAh Fo &
2tol7t Stk AEAFo] m7EdY Hed
o8& o} oFFo|go] FUFHOR Fof

ol go] B9 o]&-S ujl(substitution) &
B EEgo) ZAYAAY AA Hdxet AA

n)7kglzte]l Helg ol §& o %fFolgo
zol oJgr o dEglol®s F|AAEH LY

R EZEL 7Yl ws & AAE HolA
&kt

(3) 1BH:HBIHK

Aol g 100313 AsdE ARBHEL (K
1ol YebY k. wl7kdae] g ]5—1
g e wd oFF o|RAYEL EUH.



Table 11. Annual Rate of At Least One Visit by Treatment Source for 100 Chronic Disease

=AE =

oAzt phdoletxtel XZHEE

(BEA 0|3 1004

Insured

Treatment Source Uninsured Total
G.'T. L.W. S.E. M. A.
Hospital/Clinic 69.8 88.6 83.9 78.9 78.4 80.9
Health Center 6.4 5:8 5al 7.0 30.2 9.2
Primary Health Care Post 2.2 1.4 1.6 2.5 5.9 2.6
Oriental Medical 36.2 47.3 44.0 43.4 35.7 42.5
Hospital/Clinic
Pharmacy 74.1 59.6 63. 4 65.7 64.3 64.6
Others 4.9 13.0 12.5 11.1 11.5 11.5
Table 12. Hospitalization during the Past Year
o7t pzTIZ
Insured
Utilization Uninsured Total
G.T. [.W. S.E. M.A.
Hospitalization Rate per 38 61 56 42 46 49
1,000 Persons
Average Length of 19.4 13..3 13.8 18.6 25.2 16.4
Stay per Case
Average Length of 20.8 15,2 14.7 20.0 30.1 17.9
Stay per Person
Utilization Pattern per
100 Hospitalization Cases
(Total) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0)
General Hospital 37.6 o572 955 45.8 50.1 50.8
Hospital 25.7 13,11 17.3 22.3 30.1 20.1
Clinic 36.6 25.3 25.9 30.2 17.6 27.4
Others 0.0 4.3 1.2 1.8 2.2 137
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(Summary)

Comparative Study of the Insured and Uninsured :

Socio-demographic Characteristics and Utilization

of Health Services

Kun-Yong Song* - Eui-Kyoung Lee**

The national health insurance system was de-
veloped in 1989 to expand insurance coverage
to the entire population. The purpose of the
program was to ensure equitable access to hea-
Ith care for all.

The National Health Interview Survey, con-
ducted during the period from October 30 to
December 9, revealed, however, that 4.8% of
the respondents were covered by no health in-
surance plan. This study was intended to com-
pare socio-demographic characteristics, percei-
ved health status, and utilization of health ser-
vices of the insured and uninsured.

The result showed that the uninsured tended
to by young adults aged 20~29, unmarried,
with one or two in the household. The uninsu-
red were less sick than the insured according
to serveral indicators on health status . morbi-
dity rate for the previous fifteen days, prevale-
nce of chronic disease, average days of restric-
ted activity, percentage with perception of poor

health, and percentage of those who needed

* Senior Fellow, Korea Institute for Health and
Social Affairs.
** Temporary Senior Researcher, Korea Institute

for Health and Social Affairs.

medical care.

Based on the study’s results, it appears that
whether an individual buys coverage is influen-
ced by his or her perceived risk of economic
loss and perceived health status.

In terms of health service utilization, the uni-
nsured had fewer physician visits and were less
likely than the insured to be hospitalized. The
average number of physician visits per person
per year was 2.4 among the uninsured, compa-
red with 6.4 visits for the insured. The differe-
nce continued to exist even when adjusted for
the differences in the perceived health status.

The rate of met need for those who needed
medical care was not, howoever, significantly
different between the uninsured and insured.
It seems that the pharmacy has helped to fill
the gap for many of the uninsured.

Since the physician visits of the uninsured
were many fewer than those of the insured,
some of the uninsured may not obtain proper
care, often postponing care until conditions have
become life-threatening. Thus several actions
are required to correct these disparities bet-
ween the uninsured and insured if equal access

to health care in an important social goal.
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