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NIMBYism, Social Capital and Civic Engagement
- The Impact of General Trust, Volunteering and Giving on NIMBYism -

Jeong An Song’
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Abstract

The key thesis of this paper is to analyze the impact of social capital (general trust) and civic engagement
(volunteering and giving) on Nimbyism, an attitude ascribed to persons who object to the siting of unwanted
public facilities in their own neighborhood. To explore this, a growth mixture model was applied to the Korean
Welfare Panel Study (2006-2015). The results showed that three latent classes were identified (low-rapidity
NIMBYism, mid-rapidity NIMBYism, and high-rapidity NIMBYism), and that general trust, volunteering and
giving not only lowered but also enhanced NIMBYism, depending on how fast NIMBYism increased. Finally,
theoretical and policy implications of these findings were discussed.
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Table 1. Relative fit indices for latent class models
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Figure 2. Unconditional LCA fit statistics.
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Table 2. Latent class profiles of NIMBYism change.
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I S
n (%)
M SD M SD
LCL low rapidity 12,500 (90.4) 2.35™" 0,01 010" 0,01
LC2 mid rapidity 850 (6.2) 1,88 0.04 12,22 0.15
LC3 high rapidity 471 (3.4) 18 0,06 25,65 0.21
<001
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Figure 3. Estimated means and observed individual growth trajectories

for three latent classes model.
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Table 4. Conditional LCA results: the impact of general trust, volunteering, and giving on NIMBYism change rapidity

Low vs, Middle Middle vs, High Low vs, High

Esti—mates SD Esti—mates SD Esti—mates SD
general trust 2.72"" 0.40 -1,12" 0.27 1.59™ 0.28
volunteering -9.78"™ 1.41 0.84™" 0.10 -8.93™" 1.39
giving -0,41™ 0,07 0.13" 0,05 -0.29™" 0,06
sex 0.98" 0.38 0,04 0.36 1.03™ 0.15
age -0.01™" 0.02 1,20 0.10 120" 0.10
educa—tion 3.1 0.83 -0.27 0.46 3.44™ 0.58
income 2.86" 0.87 -0.01 0.57 2.86™" 0.53
economic activity -0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01 -0.01 0.01
house owner—ship 0.85" 0.18 -0.47" 0.17 0.38™ 0.06
residence in Seoul 162" 0,49 0,32 0.31 1,94 0.49
moving frequency 0,42 0.10 1,23 0.21 165" 0,22
family member 229" 0,32 -1.67" 0.28 0,617 0.16
religion 0.53"™ 0.10 -0.44 0.01 0.10 0.06
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