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The Development Direction of Vulnerable People’s 
Welfare-related Legislation

Yoon, Seok-Jin*
42)

Protection of vulnerable people in our country today, “the National Basic 

Livelihood Security Act,” is primarily responsible. But current law income and 

wealth, and by a person responsible for supporting consider only the absolute 

protection of the poor, and because it is insufficient for the protection of 

vulnerable people. Specifically, current law does not mean the relative poverty 

of vulnerable people is limited to the protection of economic demand. It also 

incorporates the payment of salaries paid individual because the people most 

vulnerable to social protection is insufficient demand. Dependent regulation is too 

strict and a person responsible for supporting do not receive legal protection by 

forming a dead zone is a major cause. In this study, the development direction 

for the protection of vulnerable people suggests. The first, “National Basic 

Livelihood Security Act” award in determining the minimum cost of living is 

relatively proposed to introduce the concept of poverty. Second, payment of the 

consolidation benefit and the individual benefit to adopt a intermix approach, the 

social needs of vulnerable people to adapt to that proposed. Third, a person 

responsible for supporting dependent criteria and whether according to the actual 

supporting to be judged.  
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