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The aim of this dissertation is to examine why citizens agree with redistributive policies and how can we rehabilitate
democracy, social citizenship, and civil society. In part one, I described the socio-economic background, reviewed previous
research, and suggested future research directions and issues. In part two, I suggested the research framework and empirical
evidence.

In chapter 2, I described the history of citizenship and the trends in inequality. In section 2.1, I unfolded the historical
background of the welfare state. Interestingly, although the philosophical foundations of the welfare state are a democracy and
social citizenship, the welfare state is realized with the ideology of economic growth. In section 3.2, I demonstrated how and why
the welfare state attained its power from the interwar period to the “golden age” and lost control of increasing inequality. In
chapter 3, I reviewed the research trends of the support for redistribution. Summarizing the trends, there are four remarkable
features. First, public opinion research has resurfaced since the breakdown of the Bretton Woods system in the 1970s. Second,
studies on the support for redistribution have developed from different traditions. In the U.S., scholars explained the mechanism
using the Meltzer and Richard model. On the other hand, European scholars focused on the virtuous cycle of the welfare regime.
Third, instead of the Meltzer and Richard model and welfare state theory, the calculative approach, the cognitive approach, the
belief-political approach, and community and civil society explanations have been suggested. Fifth, scholars moved toward social
relations and subjective interpretations. Recent studies have focused on how social relations affect decision-making. In chapter 4,
I suggested four urgent primary issues for my dissertation. I must examine (1) the far-reaching problems of the labor market
(chapter 6), (2) the mechanisms determining how social relations affect cognitive reactions (chapter 7), (3) why women tend to
support redistribution (chapter 8), and (4) whether solidarity and civic participation have a positive effect (chapter 9). In chapter
5, I suggested the epistemology of this dissertation and built an analytical framework. In chapter 6, I explored the insurance and
risk hypothesis to explain non-regular employment risks. The initial model is premised on the same conditions within the
occupational categories, and the initial model does not assign space to labor market segmentation. Alt and Iversen (2017) have
made space for the segmented labor market. However, if their skill specificity is still valid, it is reasonable to replace the scale of
occupation with the rate of non-regular work. The analysis demonstrates quite interesting results. Generally, high SES groups
tend to object to redistribution, but the rate of non-regular work is higher in their occupations, and so high SES groups also
support redistribution. In chapter 7, I introduced phenomenological sociology and bounded rationality in economics and
successfully combined both of these different traditions. From this process, I constructed my new concept of satisfying rationality
and explained the effect of relative deprivation on the support for redistribution by using satisfying rationality. More detailed
results are as follows. First, I suggest the theoretical background to subjective interpretation. Subsequently, the discrepancy
between objective economic conditions and subjective interpretation is no longer an irrational one. Second, I determined how
social relations affect individuals’ understandings and decision-making. In the real world, individuals compare one’s conditions to
the conditions of others. In chapter 8, I explored the mechanism of the gender effect. Some previous studies have explained the
gender effect by using religion. However, explanations of gender effect using religion could easily be the new realism. In this
chapter, I find that the key cause of the gender differences in the support for redistribution is income independence in the
household. This means that the favorable support for redistribution among women is the result of inferior economic conditions in
the family. In chapter 9, I examined whether social relations could moderate the effect of self-interest. I find that participation in a
social activity or a positive neighborhood relationship could suppress self-interest pursuits and promote support for redistribution.

In chapter 10, I summarized this dissertation and suggested merits and advantages. To sum up, I assert that support for

redistribution needs to be understood by (1) subjective interpretation and (2) social relations and solidarity.
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