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Overview of the Survey

(1) The purpose and history of the survey

The National Institute of Population and Social Security Research conducted the 14" Japanese Na-
tional Fertility Survey (Shussho doko kihon chosa) in June 2010. The survey is conducted to deter-
mine the current situations and background to marriage and/or fertility of married couples, which
are not available in other public statistics, and also to obtain the basic data necessary for developing
relevant polices and projecting the future population. The first National Fertility Survey was carried
out in 1940 (prewar) and the second one in 1952 (postwar). Since then, it has been conducted every
five years, investigating process of marriage and fertility of married couples. Since the 8" Survey
(1982), a survey of unmarried persons has been conducted simultaneously with that of married
couples. This report covers the 14™ Survey of married couples.

(2) Survey procedures and data collection

This study is based on a national sample of married couples with wives in Japan under 50 years old
as of June 1, 2010 (i.e. the respondents are wives). The survey was conducted in 840 districts se-
lected by systematic sampling from the 5,510 districts where the Comprehensive Survey of Living
Condition of the People on Health and Welfare, 2010, was conducted by the Statistics and Informa-
tion Department of the Minister’s Secretariat in the Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare. The
5,510 districts were originally selected by a stratified random sampling procedure from the 2005
Population Census tracts. All married women under 50 years old residing in these 840 districts
were the targeted subjects of this survey.

This study was conducted by self-enumeration method. The questionnaires were distributed by
survey staff, and the respondents placed the completed questionnaire in the envelopes provided
before they were collected by the staff. Of the 9,050 distributed questionnaires (the number of sub-
jects surveyed), 8,252 questionnaires were collected, yielding a response rate of 91.2% (the figure
was 91.5% for the previous survey). Four hundred and five (405) of the collected questionnaires
that were not properly filled-out were considered invalid and were excluded from the analysis.
Thus, the number of valid questionnaires was 7,847 and the valid collection rate was 86.7% (85.7%
for the previous survey). This report presents the results based on 6,705 first-marriage couples (*).

[*: In this report, the term “first-marriage couples” will be used to refer to couples for whom the
current marriage is the first one for both husband and wife.]

Table 0-1 Sample size and response rates
Status of data collection

Number of subjects surveyed 9,050
Number of questionnaires returned 8,252 (response rate 91.2%)
Number of valid cases 7,847 (valid response rate 86.7%)

Table 0-2 Basic characteristics of respondents: Ages of wife and duration of marriage
(first-marriage couples)

Age of wife Number of_cases Duration of marriage Number of_cases
(proportion) (proportion)

Under 20 2( 0.0 %) Less than 5 years 1,136 ( 16.9 %)
20-24 132 ( 20) 5-9 1,340 ( 20.0 )
25-29 520 ( 7.8 ) 10-14 1517 ( 226 )
30-34 1122 ( 16.7 ) 15-19 1,392 ( 208 )
35-39 1,744 ( 26.0 ) 20-24 991 ( 14.8 )
40-44 1,602 ( 239) 25 year or more 267 ( 40)
45-49 1,583 ( 23.6 ) Not known 62 ( 0.9 )
Total 6,705 ( 100.0 %) Total 6,705 ( 100.0 %)




1. Marriage Process

(1) Ages at first-marriage/first encounter and the length of courtship

Couples are meeting one another at older ages, the length of courtship has lengthened, and the
trend of later marriage has further strengthened

With regards to marriages during the past five years, the average age at which couples met for the
first time has increased for both husbands and wives to 25.6 years old for husbands and 24.3 years
old for wives (Table 1-1). There is an increase in the average length of courtship (from the first en-
counter to marriage). The average courtship period was 4.3 years, which is 1.72 years (68%) longer
than that in the 9" Survey (1987), when the question on courtship period was first included in the
survey. The proportion of couples who met before turning 25 (Table 1-2) was approximately half
(49.6%) for husbands and nearly 60% (57.4%) for wives; there is a general tendency for couples to
meet at later stages in their lives. As a result of these changes, the average age at first marriage has
continued to increase, indicating a continuing trend of delaying marriage.

Table 1-1 Mean ages at first encounter and first marriage and duration of courtship, by sur-

vey
(Years)
Husband Wife .
Survey Duration of
Mean age at | Mean age at Mean age at | Mean age at .
(Year of survey) . ) . ) ) . courtship
first encounter | first marriage | first encounter | first marriage
Total
9th Survey (1987) 25.7 28.2 22.7 25.3 2.54
10th Survey(1992) 25.4 28.3 22.8 25.7 2.95
11th Survey(1997) 25.1 28.4 22.7 26.1 3.37
12th Survey(2002) 24.9 28.5 23.2 26.8 3.57
13th Survey(2005) 25.3 29.1 23.7 274 3.76
14th Survey(2010) 25.6 29.8 24.3 28.5 4.26
Love marriage

9th Survey (1987) 24.1 27.3 21.6 24.7 3.15
10th Survey(1992) 24.2 27.6 21.9 25.3 3.38
11th Survey(1997) 24.2 27.9 22.1 25.7 3.67
12th Survey(2002) 24.2 28.0 22.7 26.5 3.84
13th Survey(2005) 24.6 28.6 23.0 27.1 4.07
14th Survey(2010) 24.9 29.3 23.6 28.1 4.48

Note: The figures shown are for first-marriage couples who got married within five years prior to each survey (ex-
cluding couples without data on process of marriage). “Love marriages” were determined by the ways/places couples
meet (see “Glossary” at the end of the report). Number of cases (total/love marriage): 9th Survey (1,289/974), 10th
Survey (1,342/1,102), 11th Survey (1,145/997), 12th Survey (1,221/1,090), 13th Survey (885/774), 14" survey
(954/848).



Table 1-2 Age at which the couples met (% distribution), by survey

Age of couples whenthey|  9th Survey | 10th Survey | 11th Survey | 12th Survey | 13th Survey | 14th Survey
first met (1987) (1992) (1997) (2002) (2005) (2010)
Husband
By age 20 14.3 % 14.7 17.8 16.9 16.4 17.7
By age 25 43.9 49.4 53.3 55.2 49.9 49.6
By age 30 79.9 81.1 81.6 82.7 82.5 77.3
By age 35 96.5 95.4 94.8 95.7 93.8 91.3
M edian age at first encounter 25.8 25.1 245 24.1 25.0 25.1
Wife
By age 20 27.8 % 26.4 27.9 25.3 23.2 24.4
By age 25 715 72.4 718 68.0 63.7 57.4
By age 30 94.5 94.3 93.6 90.8 89.7 82.6
By age 35 98.8 99.1 98.9 98.7 97.9 95.4
Median age at first encounter 22.3 22.4 22.3 22.8 23.3 23.7

Note: Same as Table 1-1. The median age at first encounter refers to the age at which half of the respondents who
ultimately got married had already encountered their future spouses.

(2) How did couples meet and get married?
70% of the couples met at workplace, at school, or through friends and siblings

Looking at the ways in which the wives met their spouses, “through friends or siblings” and “at the
workplace or through work” are the two most common answers at the same level of 29%, followed
by “at school,” which accounts for 11.9%. These top three answers together consist approximately
70% of places and/or ways in which couples met, indicating the continuous trend that the majority of
couples meet in everyday settings.

Motives of marriage decision: Half of the respondents 25 years old or younger chose “became
pregnant” while half of those over 25 years old chose “the appropriate age”

Looking at the motives of couples who eventually decided to get married, pregnancy (“became
pregnant”) was the most frequently chosen response among couples with wives younger than 25
years old, which accounted for 50.0%. For couples with wives 25 years or older, the proportion of
respondents who chose “became pregnant” was lower, and more than half chose “felt it was the
appropriate age to get married.”



Table 1-3 The ways and/or places couples met, by survey
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9th Survey (1987) 100.0 315 22.4 7.0 6.3 5.3 - 15 23.3 2.7
9th Survey (1987) 100.0 35.0 22.3 1.7 6.2 5.5 4.2 18 15.2 2.0
11th Survey (1997) 100.0 335 27.0 10.4 5.2 4.8 4.7 15 9.7 31
12th Survey (2002) 100.0 32.9 29.2 9.3 5.4 5.1 4.8 11 6.9 5.2
13th Survey (2005) 100.0 29.9 30.9 11.1 4.5 5.2 4.3 1.0 6.4 6.8
14th Surwey (2010) | 100.0 29.3 29.7 11.9 5.1 55 4.2 2.4 5.2 6.8

Note: Figures shown are for first-marriage couples who got married within five years prior to each survey. “Arranged
marriage” means “through an arranged introduction” or “through a marriage match-making agency.” In the 8" and 9*"
surveys, “through a part-time job” was not included in the options. Number of cases: 8" Survey (1,298), 9" Survey
(1,421), 10" Survey (1,525), 11" Survey (1,304), 12" Survey (1,488), 13" Survey (1,076), 14" survey (1,136). See
Appendix 1 (at the end of the report) for changes in the proportions of arranged marriages and love marriages.

Table 1-4 Motives for decision to get married: 14" Survey (2010)
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Under 25 | ( 260) 5.0 % 8.5 4.6 28.1 24.6 5.8 50.0 19 5.8 35
25-29 ( 484) 5.2 12.6 12.8 22.7 53.9 7.2 124 3.1 6.0 5.4
30-34 ( 275) 25 12.0 11.6 19.3 57.8 8.7 11.6 2.2 9.5 6.2
350rolder | ( 117) 2.6 12.0 8.5 30.8 55.6 85 6.0 17 9.4 9.4
Total (1,136) 42 % 114 10.2 239 48.3 7.4 20.2 2.5 7.1 55

Note: Figures shown are for first-marriage couples who got married within five years prior to the 14" survey.
Question: “What are the direct reasons that ultimately led to your decision to get married? Please choose up to 2
responses from the options below and circle the numbers.” The options are shown as (1) to (10) in the table.



2. Fertility of Married Couples

(1) Completed number of children (The final number of children born to married
couples)

Completed number of children of married couples dropped below 2 for the first time

In this survey, the completed number of children of married couples is defined as the average
number of children born to couples who have been married for a duration of 15 to 19 years (i.e.,
number of years since marriage), and the figure is regarded as the average of the final number of
children born to married couples.

The completed number of children of married couples decreased significantly during the
post-World War 11 period and reached the lowest at 2.20 in the 6" Survey (1972). It stabilized and
remained fairly constant for the next 30 years until the 12" Survey (2002) when the figure reached
2.23. Since then, it began to decline again, dropping first to 2.09 in the previous survey (2005) and
then to 1.96 in the current survey. Note that the couples married for 15 to 19 years in this survey
belong to the cohort who got married in the first half of the 1990s.

Table 2-1 Completed number of children of couples, by sur-
vey (Duration of marriage: 15 to 19 years)

Survey (Survey year) Co mplitﬁ I? dr;(l:r:nber of
1st Survey (1940) 4.27
2nd Survey (1952) 3.50
3rd Survey (1957) 3.60
4th Survey (1962) 2.83
5th Survey (1967) 2.65
6th Survey (1972) 2.20
7th Survey (1977) 2.19
8th Survey (1982) 2.23
9th Survey (1987) 2.19
10th Survey (1992) 2.21
11th Survey (1997) 2.21
12th Survey (2002) 2.23
13th Survey (2005) 2.09
14th Surnvey (2010) 1.96

Note: Figures shown are for first-marriage couples who
have been married for 15-19 years (excluding couples
who did not state the number of children).

Number of couples with fewer than 2 children increases

Since the 7" Survey (1977), more than half of the married couples had two children and this has
remained unchanged in the current survey as well. However, the number of couples without any
children, as well as that of couples with only one child (“the only child”), have continued to in-
crease since the previous survey. When these couples are considered together, it can be seen that
the percentage of couples with fewer than two children exceeds 20% for the first time since the
beginning of this survey. Conversely, the percentage of married couples with three or more child-



ren is declining, and the percentage of couples with exactly three children dropped below 20%.

Table 2-2 Changes in number of children, by survey (% distribution)
(Duration of marriage: 15 to 19 years)

(Number of . . . 4 children or Comp Iete'd number of
Survey (Survey year) Total cases) None 1 child 2 children | 3 children more children

(+Standard Error)

7th Survey (1977) 100.0 % (1,427) 3.0% 11.0 57.0 23.8 51 219  (x0.023)
8th Survey (1982) 100.0 (1,429) 31 9.1 55.4 27.4 5.0 223 (x0.022)
9th Survey (1987) 100.0 (1,755) 2.7 9.6 57.8 25.9 3.9 219  (x0.019)
10th Survey  (1992) 100.0 (1,849) 31 9.3 56.4 26.5 4.8 221  (x0.019)
11th Survey  (1997) 100.0 (1,334) 3.7 9.8 53.6 27.9 5.0 221 (x0.023)
12th Survey  (2002) 100.0 (1,257) 34 8.9 53.2 30.2 4.2 223 (x0.023)
13th Survey  (2005) 100.0 (1,078) 5.6 117 56.0 22.4 4.3 2.09  (x0.027)
14th Survey (2010) 100.0 (1,385) 6.4 15.9 56.2 19.4 2.2 1.96 (+0.023)

Note: Same as the previous table.

(2) Number of children of couples in childbearing process (Number of children by du-
ration of marriage)

The number of children born to married couples decreased in all durations of marriage

The average number of children has decreased in all duration of marriage. The number also de-
creased for couples married for 0 to 4 years, which showed an increasing trend in the previous two
surveys. The increase in the average number of children born to couples married for O to 4 years in
the previous surveys did not lead to an increase in the number of children born to the couples mar-
ried for 5 to 9 years in the current survey conducted five years later.

Table 2-3 Average number of children, by survey and duration of marriage

Duration of 7th Survey 8th Survey Oth Survey | 10th Survey | 11ith Survey | 12th Survey | 13th Survey | 14th Surwy
marriage (2977) (1982) (1987) (1992) (1997) (2002) (2005) (2010)
0-4 years 0.93 0.80 0.93 0.80 0.71 0.75 0.80 0.71
5-9 years 1.93 1.95 1.97 1.84 1.75 171 1.63 1.60
10-14 years 217 2.16 2.16 2.19 2.10 2.04 1.98 1.88
15-19 years 219 2.23 2.19 221 221 2.23 2.09 1.96
20 years or longer 2.30 2.24 2.30 221 2.24 2.32 2.30 2.22

Note: Figures shown are for first-marriage couples (excluding couples who did not state the number of children).
The number of children decreases among couples who married at an older age

The older the ages of a couple at marriage, the lower the average number of children born to the
couple tends to be. For example, among couples who have been married for 15 to 19 years, the av-
erage number of children born to couples who married when the wives were 20 to 24 years old was
2.08 while the figure was 1.92 for wives 25 to 29 years old and 1.50 for wives 30 to 34 years old.
Thus, increase in the age at marriage (i.e., trend of delaying marriage) has the effect of lowering the
average number of children born to a couple.



Figure 2-1 Changes in the average number of children, by age of wife (a) and age of hus-
band (b) at marriage, by duration of marriage: 14% Survey (2010)

a. By age of wife at marriage b. By age of hushand at marriage
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Note: Figures shown here are for first-marriage couples (excluding couples who did not state the number of child-
ren). Number of cases (wife/husband) by age at marriage: 20 to 24 years old (1,505/922), 25 to 29 years old
(2,687/2,533), 30 to 34 years old (842/1,289), and 35 to 39 years old (178/420).

(3) Trend of fertility of married couples (Total marital fertility rate)

The fertility of married couples was on a downward trend, but showed a slight recovery in the
last 5 years

The fertility rate of married couples (total marital fertility rate) dropped dramatically in the postwar
period by the 1960s, leading to a trend of reduction in births per couple. Following this period, the
fertility fluctuated sharply around 1966, the year of Hinoeuma in the Chinese Zodiac calendar (**),
when the birthrate was low during the year. It then increased slightly in the first half of the 1970s,
but soon dropped sharply in the middle of the 1970s and remained at the level of around 2.1. The
fertility rate started to decrease again in the latter half of 1980s, dropped below 2.0 from the 1990s
on, and reached its lowest point around 2005. Since then, it shows a very small trend of recovery.

[**: The Hinoeuma year comes every 60 years in the cycle. Superstitious belief has it that girls
born in the year would grow up to bite and kill their hushands to death. Even in modern days, it is
said that girls born this year would become too strong and hence difficult to have them as a wife.]
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Figure 2-2 Total marital fertility rate and conventional total fertility rate
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Note: The dotted line for the total fertility rate of married couples indicates the figure for each year
and the solid line indicates the 3-year moving average. Data obtained from the 7" survey (1977) to the
14" survey (2010) were aggregated in obtaining these figures. The total fertility rate data was obtained
from the “Vital Statistics.” The figures on the graphs show both the 3-year moving average of the total
marital fertility rate and the total fertility rate for every 5 years from 1955 (the latest figure for the total
marital fertility rate is the figure for 2009). See “Glossary” for the explanation of total marital fertility
rate and Appendix 2 (at the end of the report) for all the figures.

Figure 2-3 Breakdown of total marital fertility rate by birth order (1950 to 2010)
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Note: Same as the previous figure. See Appendix 2 (at the end of the report) for the figures not shown here.




3. Views on the Number of Children

(1) Ideal number of children and intended number of children

Both the ideal number of children and intended number of children show a continuous declining
trend

The decrease in the average ideal number of children seen in the previous survey has continued in
the present survey that records 2.42 children, which is the lowest ever since the relevant questions
has been included in the study. The number of children the couples actually intend to have (average
intended number of children) has also dropped below 2.1 (2.07 children) for the first time. The
number increased for couples who have been married for less than 10 years, albeit slightly.

Table 3-1 Average ideal and intended number of children,
by survey and duration of marriage

Q) Average ideal number of children
Duration of | 7th Survey | 8th Survey | 9th Survey | 10th Survey | 11th Survey | 12th Survey | 13th Survey | 14th Surwey
marriage (2977) (1982) (1987) (1992) (1997) (2002) (2005) (2010)
0-4 years 242 2.49 251 2.40 233 231 2.30 2.30
5-Q years 256 263 2.65 261 247 2.48 241 2.38
10-14 years 2.68 2.67 273 2.76 258 2.60 251 242
15-19 years 267 2.66 2.70 271 2.60 2.69 2.56 242
20
o 2.79 2.63 273 2.69 2.65 2.76 2.62 258
onger
Total 261 2.62 2.67 264 253 2.56 2.48 2.42
(number of 8,314 7,803 8,348 8,627 7,069 6,634 5,634 6,490
subjects) (8,314) (7,803) (8,348) (8,627) (7,069) (6.634) (5,634) (6,490)
2 Average intended number of children
Duration of | 7th Survey | 8th Survey | 9th Survey | 10th Survey | 11th Survey | 12th Survey | 13th Survey | 14th Surwey
marriage (1977) (1982) (1987) (1992) (1997) (2002) (2005) (2010)
0-4 years 2.08 2.22 2.28 214 211 1.99 2.05 2.08
5-Q years 217 221 2.25 218 210 2.07 2.05 2.09
10-14 years 2.18 218 2.20 2.25 217 2.10 2.06 2.01
15-19 years 213 221 2.19 218 222 2.22 211 1.99
20|years o 2.30 221 2.24 2.18 2.19 2.28 2.30 223
onger
Total 217 2.20 2.23 218 2.16 213 211 2.07
ber of
(Zzg] e;rsc)’ (8,129) (7,784) (8,024) (8,351) (6,472) (6,564) (5,603) (6,462)

Note: Figures shown are for first-marriage couples with wives under 50 years old. The intended number of children
was calculated by adding the number of children already born and the number of additional children intended. The
figures under “total” include data of couples whose duration of marriage is not known.

Question for ideal number of children: “What is the ideal number of children for you as a couple?” Intended number
of (additional) children: “Please answer the following questions on your plans for additional children in the future.
Circle the appropriate numbers for (1) the number of children and (2) the desired timeframe to have the next child.”



Figure 3-1 Change in the average ideal and intended number of children, by survey
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Note: Same as the previous table.

Although childbearing intentions continue to be present among young couples, those inten-
tions are not realized

The ideal number of children and intended number of children do not vary significantly depending
on the duration of marriage. The breakdown of the intended number of children, however, changes
as the duration of marriage increases in length in response to whether they are realizing their inten-
tion (Figure 3-2).

Comparing the results of this and the past surveys on couples who have been married for 0 to 4
years and have just entered the childbearing process, the ideal number of children has consistently
been on a downward trend since the 9™ survey (1992) but it leveled off in this survey (Figure 3-3).
For the intended number of children of couples with the same duration of marriage, the number of
children already born, which constitutes part of the intended number, is decreasing, but the intended
number of additional children has decreased only marginally; the average intended number of
children combining these two figures is still at a level exceeding 2 children (same figure). In this
way, no significant changes are observed in the number of children young couples intend to have,
but certain delay is seen in the pace of actually giving birth.
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Figure 3-2 Average ideal and intended number of children, by duration of marriage:
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Note: Same as Figure 3-1. Data of couples whose duration of marriage is 20 years or longer is omitted.

Figure 3-3 Change in the average ideal and intended number of children, by survey (Duration
of marriage: 0 to 4 years)
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(2) Reasons why couples do not realize their ideal number of children and perceived
possibility that the intended number of children cannot be achieved

The most frequently cited reason why the intended number of children is less than the ideal num-
ber of children is “it costs too much”

The most frequently cited reason why the intended number of children is less than the ideal number of
children is “it costs too much to raise and educate children.” The proportion of wives who selected such
economic reasons is especially high among the younger generation under 30 years old. Among the res-
pondents 30 years old or older, the proportions choosing “want to have a child but can’t conceive one”
and other age/physical reasons are high. Moreover, respondents in their 30s chose the option “can’t bear
mentally/physically the burden of childrearing anymore” at a higher frequency than those in other age
groups.

Table 3-2 Reasons why couples do not realize their ideal number of children, by age of wife:
(Multiple Answers)

Reasons why couples do not realize their ideal number of children
Burden of
Economic reasons Age/physical reasons child Reasons related to husbands Other
rearing
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< E} E ] 3 3 < o T =5 =] % e 3 29 1

z o ) I Q e s ° |[£= s 2 s £ 8 2

3 2 S o 25 | 5% » = 2 £5 | o

= [} = c - o o= < o £ =)

% £ g | g £z |5° | 2 Tl z2 |z

g i 6718 |z g5 | 2
<30 ( 90 83.3% 21.1 18.9 33 3.3 5.6 10.0 12.2 5.6 4.4 7.8 111
30-34 ( 233) 76.0 17.2 18.9 133 12.9 155 21.0 13.3 4.3 9.9 9.9 7.3
35-39 ( 519 69.0 19.5 16.0 27.2 16.4 15.0 21.0 11.6 6.9 8.9 8.1 7.5
40-49 ( 993) 50.3 14.9 9.9 47.3 23.8 22.5 154 9.9 10.2 6.2 6.1 3.7
Total (1,835) 60.4 16.8 13.2 35.1 19.3 18.6 17.4 10.9 8.3 7.4 7.2 5.6

13th s

mt‘arl‘)’ey (1825 | 65.9%| 175| 150| 380 | 163 | 169 | 216| 138 85 83| 136 8.1

Note: The figures shown are for first-marriage couples whose intended number of children is less than the ideal
number of children. The percentage of couples whose intended number of children is less than the ideal number of
children is 32.7%.

The obstacles to have the first child are related to age/physical reasons, and those for the
third child, economic reasons

Among cases in which the intended number of children is less than the ideal number of children, couples
whose ideal number of children exceeds two most frequently chose “it cost too much,” “house is too
small” and other economic reasons as the reason for not being able to realize their ideal number of child-
ren. On the other hand, those wishing to have 2 children or less chose age/physical reasons such as “do
not want to bear children at older age,” “want to have a child but can’t conceive one” and others classified
as age/physical reasons most frequently.
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Table 3-3 Reasons why couples do not realize their ideal number of children, by combinations of intended and ideal numbers of children: 14" Survey
(2010)
(Multiple Answers)

Reasons why couples do not realize their ideal number of children
Burden of
Economic reasons Age/physical reasons child Reasons related to husbands Other
rearing
o 5 3 z b= S - 3 -
H < =} Y— - (%] = o)

Combination in which the intended Coup!es th)se intended number Y = © 8 322 | 22| z¢2 = e s N
K . . of children is less than the ideal @2 - - = = 5 =250 |- §c = S L o s o
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} number of children == @ IS s - 2 c £ £ 35| 808 i) c c 5 L 9
number of children fp=! S @ < =3 =} S2E|B3<z = c s 20 3z| S22
(Number of cases) par= 29 S =i o g EaS|2sE| 28 c EsZ| g5
= e = o - = = = > D o
22 |53 | 2 | SR | 8| £ |ES€ g2/ S2 | B |£58| 58
sS | 83| 8 | § S5 | § |23E 585 | Bg | T |E&E| s
S 3 S 3 o <o 2 CST | EE8| o= s |25 2| 23
o ® o I 8 2 S2Z|&8ao5| €8 3 S5 35| g o

7 © © — S} = o O Q@ c - & g 8 < <

8 £ g § s g§°| 88| £ 835 | =

- < T ; o ; 7]

Ideal: 1 or more/Intended: none 4.5% ( 83) 18.1% 7.2 1.2 41.0 60.2 26.5 1.2 3.6 6.0 4.8 7.2 9.6
Ideal: 2 or more/Intended: 1 30.6 ( 561) 44.0 14.1 0.2 36.7 333 23.2 13.9 10.9 55 8.4 5.9 4.8
Ideal: 3 or more/Intended: 2 or more 64.9 (1,191) 71.1 18.7 17.1 34.0 9.8 16.0 20.2 114 9.7 7.1 7.9 5.7
Total 100.0% (1,835) 60.4% 16.8 13.2 35.1 19.3 18.6 174 10.9 8.3 7.4 7.2 5.6

Note: Same as Table 3-2.
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Possibility that the intended number of children cannot be achieved: “unstable in-
come” and “age and health reasons”

We asked couples who intend to have children in the future that in case they ended up not having
the intended number of children, what reasons might impair their ability to do so. We asked couples
who intend to have children in the future possible reasons for inability to have the number of child-
ren they intend, in case they ended up not having the intended number of children. More than 40%
(43.6%) of young couples with wives under 30 years old chose “unstable income.” Among couples
with wives 35 years old or older, 65.3% consider that they might fail to have the intended number
of children due to “age and/or health reasons.”

Table 3-4 Reasons given for inability to have the intended number of children, by
age of wife: 14™ Survey (2010)
(multiple answers)

o S Reasons for being unable to realize the intended number of children
2% g S
25 |ER 2o 2 |3 |§
= S = = c o — 1<) = n
= S g [SHirt = Q= = < L c
o g |22 | B3 e g 38 | 3 e5 | ©3
= 3 2B c| 2o S = < o c = 5 S o
= = s 2c 2| o= o n = = 3 s = S c =
5 5 © |5g=| g2 £ =< £5 o 25 2= 2
° o 5 L= = & o s - 2 o < © = I
@ ~ 2 >c < [T 2@ = o O =} < o S @ 7]
o> = .= 0 c O e =2 e o c <= =
< E T @ s e s © = @ = 2= 5]
2|35 | E&| 2 | 2 |s8|e |g8|2E =
=~ |88 =3 ) s =] @ S 3 <%
o N o = o o & o =2 [=}
o = = c 2} c o > IS = T
; g 2 o :|3: o < _‘g o Q %
o = 2 o © = a
| 8 Z § - 5
<30 [100.0% ( 507) 18.5% 74.8 43.6 19.7 105 14.6 124 18.9 6.7
30-34 |100.0 ( 612) 139 77.6 27.6 221 129 14.9 10.0 39.7 8.5
35+ [100.0 ( 536) 9.1 82.8 213 17.9 10.3 8.6 6.9 65.3 8.0
Total |100.0% (1,655) 13.8% 784 305 20.0 113 12.7 9.7 41.6 7.8

Note: The figures shown are for first-marriage couples whose intended number of additional children is 1 or more.
The number of cases of 35 years or older: 35 to 39 years old (417), 40 to 44 years old (107), and 45 to 49 years old
(12).

Question: “Assuming that it turns out that you are unable to have the number of children you intend to have in the
future, what would likely to be the reason for it?”

(3) Preference for children’s sex

The tendency to prefer girls has taken root

Looking at the gender breakdown of the ideal number of children, the proportion of couples who
wish to have more girls than boys increased throughout the 1980s and the 1990s. Subsequently, this
tendency of preferring girls has stabilized. No significant changes to this tendency are observed in
this survey either, but the proportion of couples who wish to have both boys and girls in a balanced
manner increased slightly.
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Table 3-5 Percentages of couples by ideal combination of boys and girls, by survey and
ideal number of children

Ideal combination of boys and | 8th Survey | 9th Survey | 10th Survey | 11th Survey | 12th Survey | 13th Survey | 14th Surwey
girls (1982) (1987) (1992) (1997) (2002) (2005) (2010)
1 child 1boy/0 girls 51.5 % 37.1 24.3 25.0 27.3 22.2 31.3
0boys/1girl 48.5 62.9 75.7 75.0 72.7 77.8 68.7
2boys/0girls 8.8% 4.1 2.7 2.1 1.9 2.2 1.9
2 children |1 boy/1 girl 82.4 85.5 84.0 84.9 85.9 86.0 87.9
0boys/2 girls 8.9 10.4 13.3 13.0 12.2 11.8 10.2
3boys/0girls 0.7% 0.5 0.3 0.4 0.6 11 0.9
3 children 2boys/1 girl 62.4 52.3 45.1 38.4 41.6 38.5 40.7
1boy/2girls 36.2 46.2 52.9 58.9 55.4 58.3 55.4
0boys/3 girls 0.7 0.7 1.6 2.3 2.4 2.1 3.1
Sex ratio in ideal number of children
100 x (ideal number of boys/ideal 105 99 91 85 87 86 87

number of girls)

Note: The figures are for first-marriage couples whose ideal number of children is 1 or more and who have specific
preferences for number of boys and girls. Data on couples whose ideal number of children is 4 or more is omitted.
The sex ratio of the ideal number of children refers to the sex composition ratio in the total of boys and girls in the
ideal combination of boys and girls (i.e., the ideal number of boys when the ideal number of girls is set to 100) and
the stronger the preference for girls, the smaller this value. The number of cases by ideal number of children in the
14 survey was 83 for 1 child, 1,988 for 2 children, and 1,470 for 3 children.
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4. Infertility and Miscarriages/Stillbirths

(1) Concerns about infertility and treatment experience
30% of couples have worried about infertility; one in two childless couples has concerns

The percentage of couples who have worried/are worried about infertility was 31.1%, which is 5
percentage points higher than in the previous survey (25.8%). This percentage reached 52.2% for
childless couples (44.7% in the previous survey). The percentage of the couples who have undergone
(or are undergoing) treatment is 16.4% overall and 28.6% for childless couples. The percentage of
couples who were undergoing treatment at the time of the survey is 1.5% overall. Among these
couples, childless couples account for 77.0% and couples with one child account for 22.0%; more
than one in five couples are getting treatment in order to have their second child.

Table 4-1 Concerns about infertility and treatment experience, by presence/absence of child
and wife’s age: 14" Survey (2010)

Concerns about infertility/treatment experience
With/without child
) Total | (Number of Have never | Have worried _ Have not Have _ Not
Age of wife cases) worried about about (Re-listed) visited undergone (Re-listed) Not
infertility infertility | Currently medical | examination Are started started
worried institution | or treatment undergoing
treatment
Total 100.0% (6,705) 59.4% 311 55 145 16.4 15 0.2 9.5
Total 20-29 | 100.0 ( 652) 65.3 28.1 10.6 17.8 10.1 2.6 0.2 6.6
30-39 100.0 (2,866) 56.7 36.5 8.2 18.3 17.8 2.3 0.3 6.9
40-49 100.0 (3,185) 60.7 26.8 1.9 104 16.3 0.5 0.1 125
Total 100.0% ( 914) 40.6% 52.2 26.8 23.3 28.6 8.4 0.3 7.2
Childless | 20-29 100.0 ( 194) 50.0 443 24.7 27.3 17.0 7.2 0.0 5.7
couples 30-39 100.0 ( 461) 41.2 52.5 343 25.8 26.0 10.8 0.7 6.3
40-49 100.0 ( 258) 322 57.8 15.1 15.9 41.9 5.0 0.0 10.1

Note: The figures are for first-marriage couples. Data for couples with wives under 20 years old are omitted, but are
included in the total.

The number of couples who have worried about infertility or have undergone treatment is on
the increase

In recent years, the proportion of couples who have worried about infertility or have had an exami-
nation or treatment has been increasing. Among couples who have been married for 15 to 19 years,
the proportion of couples who have worried about infertility was 20.0% in the 12" survey (2002),
which increased to 21.7% in the 13" survey (2005) and reached 27.6% in this survey. In addition,
the proportion of couples who have had an examination and/or treatment increased from 12.1% to
12.8% and then to 16.5% in the same periods.
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Figure 4-1 Percentages of couples who have worried about infertility and treatment expe-
rience, by survey and duration of marriage
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Proportion of couples who have worried about infertility (%)
n
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The 12th The 13th The 14th The 12th The 13th The 14th The 12th The 13th The 14th

The 12th  The 13th The 14th
(2002) | (2005)  (2010) (2002) | (2005) = (2010) (2002)  (2005)  (2010) (2002) | (2005) = (2010) (2002) | (2005) = (2010)

Total 0-4 years 5.9 years 10-14 years 15-19 years

Duration of marriage

Note: The figures shown are for first-marriage couples.
(2) Experience of miscarriages and stillbirths
One out of six couples has experienced a miscarriage and/or stillbirth in the past

Among all couples, 16.1% had experienced a miscarriage and/or stillbirth, and 3.4% had more than
one such experiences. Among couples who had been married for less than 5 years, 7.8% had expe-
rienced a miscarriage and/or stillbirth in the 11" survey (1997), and that percentage started to rise
afterwards, reaching 10.2% in the 14" survey (2010).

Table 4-2 Percentages of couples who have experienced at least one/more than one miscar-
riage and/or stillbirth, by survey and duration of marriage

Duration of marriage | 11th Survey (1997) | 12th Survey (2002) | 13th Survey (2005) | 14th Survey (2010)
0-4 years 7.8 (0.7) 8.2 (1.1) 9.7 (1.7) 10.2 (1.0)
5-9 years 16.6 (3.1) 16.3 (2.9) 16.8 (3.4) 16.8 (2.9)
10-14 years 17.3 (4.1) 18.0 (3.1) 19.7 (5.3) 19.1 (5.1)
15-19 years 18.6 (3.0) 16.0 (3.8) 18.8 (3.5) 17.9 (3.7)
20 years or longer 18.1 (3.4) 175 (3.2) 18.0 (3.5) 153 (4.1)
Total 15.8% (2.9) 15.0 (2.7) 16.7 (3.6) 16.1 (3.4)
(Number of cases) (6,544) (6,656) (5,558) (6,643)

Note: The figures shown are for first-marriage couples with complete information on the results of up to 5™ preg-
nancy that are consistent with the number of live births. The figures shown are the proportions of couples that have
experienced a miscarriage and/or stillbirth at least once. The proportions of couples that have experienced a miscar-
riage and/or stillbirth more than once are given in the parentheses. Miscarriages and stillbirths do not include artifi-
cially induced abortion. The couples whose duration of marriage is not known are included in the total.
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5. Child-rearing Conditions

(1) Wives’ employment and fertility

The number of wives who continue working as part-time or temporary workers after giving birth
has increased

Examining the employment status of wives who gave birth to at least one child by the life-stage
after giving birth (i.e., by intention to have additional children and by age of the youngest child),
43.3% of wives of couples who plan to have more children are working; 19.5% among them are
regular employees, 19.8% part-time or temporary workers, and the remaining, self-employed.
Among couples without plans to have any more children, 33.0% of wives whose youngest child is
under 3 years old were working. The figure is 51.5% for wives with youngest child 3 to 5 years
old (61.0% for those with youngest child 6 to 8 years old and 65.2%, for those with 9 years old or
older) (see Appendix 3). Looking at the changes in approximately 30 years since the 7" survey
(1977), there are no significant changes in the proportion of wives working as regular employees at
any of the life stages, while the proportion of wives working part-time or temporarily has increased.

Figure 5-1 Employment status of wife, by survey and life-stage after giving birth
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Note: The figures shown are for first-marriage couples with at least one child (excluding cases where wives are
currently pregnant). The results shown by the age of the youngest child are of couples who do not plan to have
additional children. See Appendix 3 (at the end of the report) for all the figures. Also, Appendix 6 shows
wives’ employment status by age of their youngest child regardless of their fertility intention.

Use of child-care leave has increased, but not the proportion of wives who continue working after
giving birth

Looking at the employment status of wives before and after getting married, the proportion of
wives who were unemployed before getting married is increasing while fewer wives who were em-
ployed before getting married are leaving their jobs upon marriage. As these two changes cancel
out one another, the proportion of wives who continued working after getting married remains
around 60% (Figure 5-2). Similarly, looking at the change in employment status of wives before
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and after giving birth to their first child (Figure 5-3), the proportion of wives who were employed
before getting pregnant as well as the proportion of wives who quit their job due to pregnancy in-
creased; however, the proportion of wives who continued working after giving birth is increasing
slightly.

Considering only the wives who were working before getting married and before becoming preg-
nant respectively(Table 5-1), the proportion of wives continuing to work after getting married in-
creased by approximately 10 percent from 60.3% in the latter half of the 1980s to 70.5% in the
2000s. However, the proportion of wives who continued working after giving birth has not changed
much. The proportion remains slightly lower than 40% for the first child and 70 to 80% for the
second and third children. However, the proportion of wives who utilized child-care leave in order
to continue working increased significantly for the first to the third child.

Figure 5-2 Change in employment status of
wives before and after getting married, by
year of marriage

Figure 5-3 Change in employment status of wives
before and after giving birth to their first child, by
year of birth of first child
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Note: The figures shown are for first-marriage couples. The responses from couples whose duration of marriage is
less than 15 years were aggregated for the 11", 13" and 14™ surveys for the statistics on before and after getting
married (10,764 cases). For the statistics on before and after giving birth, the data of couples whose first child is 1
to under 15 years old were combined for the 12" to 14" surveys (9,933 cases). See “Glossary” at the end of the
report for how changes in employment status have been operationalized. For the data of wives before and after
giving birth to their 2nd and 3rd children, see Appendix 4.

Table 5-1 Percentages of wives who continued working after getting married/giving birth and
proportion of wives who continued working by using child-care leave systems

Before and after Before and after
Before Before and after Employment status before getting pregnant with 1st child giving birth to the | giving birth to the
Year of marriage/ | and after | giving birth to the 2nd child 3rd child
ildbi i i i . If- loyed, k f
year of childbirth gettlpg 1.St child (using Part-time, temporary = “employed, work Tor (using child-care (using child-care
married | child-care leave)) Regular employees family business, working
worker . leave) leave)
on the side
1985~ 89 60.3% 39.0 ( 9.3) 404 (13.0) 237 (2.2) 72.7 (3.0)
1990~ 94 62.3 39.3 (13.0) 446 (19.9) 18.2 (0.5) 81.7 (4.3) 81.9 (16.3) 843 (17.6)
1995~.99 65.1 38.1 (17.6) 455 (27.8) 15.2 (0.8) 79.2 (0.0) 76.8 (28.8) 78.1 (19.1)
2000~ 04 70.9 39.8 (22.0) 51.6 (37.0) 17.6 (2.0) 69.6 (2.2) 79.4 (34.3) 78.4 (28.4)
2005~ 09 70.5 38.0 (24.2) 529 (43.1) 18.0 (4.0) 739 (4.3) 72.8 (40.5) 82.9 (28.5)

Note: Same as Figure 5-2 and Figure 5-3. The proportion who continued working after getting married/giving
birth among wives who had jobs at the time of marriage or pregnancy. Numbers in parentheses indicate the propor-
tion of wives who continued working by using child-care leave systems.
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(2) Utilization of child-care support systems and facilities

90% of wives who continue working as regular workers used some kind of support systems/
facilities, although the utilization rates vary by the size of the company

The proportion of couples with a child aged one or older who have used some kind of child-care
support system or facility before the first child is 3 years old is 41.9% overall. As for wives who
continue to be regularly employed after childbirth, 92.3% of them have used some kind of system or
facility; the prenatal/postnatal leave system (81.8%) and child-care leave system (62.4%) are most
frequently used. Moreover, utilization rate is higher among wives of the younger generation. How-
ever, the utilization rate varies depending on the size of the company they are employed at—the rate
is high in large companies and the public service sector. Note that husbands seldom use such sys-
tems and facilities.

Table 5-2 Systems/facilities used before the first child is 3 years old, by employment status of
wife: 14™ Survey (2010)

(Multiple Answers)
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Total (5452) 41.9% | 201 138 0.2 42 01 175 39 12 13 47 1.2 18 102 | 543
Total ( 977) 92.3% | 81.8 624 05 210 02 491 96 2.6 3.6 8.3 2.6 31 9.9 6.4
Wife's year of birth
1960-1964 ( 232) 89.2% | 741 36.2 0.0 9.9 04 366 86 2.2 3.9 6.9 3.9 0.4 9.9 8.6
- 1965-1969 ( 246) 92.3 813 634 12 224 04 480 98 2.8 2.0 8.1 2.8 3.7 8.1 7.3
EY
2| 1970074 ( 293) 932 | 850 710 03 239 00 498 96 24 24 106 24 41 106| 55
>
E 1975 or later ( 206) 94.7 86.4 786 05 277 0.0 640 107 29 6.8 6.8 1.0 39 112 4.4
§ Number of employees at wife’s workplace (at the point when the first child became 1 year old)
£ 1-29 ( 158) 84.2% | 658 41.1 00 114 0.0 481 101 0.6 0.6 5.1 25 06 101 | 127
; 30-99 ( 151) 90.7 788 57.6 0.7 152 0.0 483 86 33 26 119 2.6 2.0 6.0 7.9
8
F 100-299 ( 146) 93.8 822 514 0.0 151 00 473 75 14 6.8 3.4 21 34 151 6.2
300-999 ( 169) 97.6 882 716 0.6 243 0.0 432 101 53 7.1 107 0.6 30 136 2.4
10000rmore (- 160) 92.5 869 6838 06 325 0.6 538 100 25 25 8.8 25 25 6.9 5.6
::ft'['fr SEIVICE ( 175) %0 | 909 8.7 11 274 06 543 91 17 17 86 46 51 80| 34

Note: The figures shown are for first-marriage couples with a child aged one or older. “Those who continue to be
regularly employed” is defined as those who were in regular employment at the two time-points: “when the pregnan-
cy of the first child became known” and “when the first child became one year old.” Regular employees include
“dispatched employees and contract employees.” Those who did not state the number of employees at their work
place were omitted, but they are included in the total.
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Utilization of child-care support systems and facilities has increased

Use of daycare centers for child(ren) younger than 3 years old has been increasing since the 1990s,
and the proportion of users in 2005 and onward was 34.9%. More and more wives are using
child-care leave systems as well; 18.2% of wives used such systems since 2005. However, the pro-
portion of husbands who use the systems is less than 1% in the same period. Considering only
wives who were employed when the first child was 1 year old, the proportion of usage since 2005
is high for all support systems: 56.1% of wives used child-care leave systems, 70.5%, daycare, and
20.9%, shortened working hours systems.

Figure 5-4 Proportion of users of child support systems/facilities before the first child is 3
years old, by year of birth of the first child
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Note: The figures shown are for first-marriage couples with child(ren) 3 to under 15 years of age. Data obtained in
the 12™ to 14™ surveys were aggregated, except that the data on husbands’ use of child-care leave systems is availa-
ble in the 14" survey only, and comparable data on daycare centers is available only for the 13" and 14™ surveys.
Daycare centers include licensed daycares, certified/licensed daycare facilities, licensed children’s centers, compa-
ny daycare facilities, and other facilities, but not temporary child care.

(3) Childcare assistance from grandparents

Child-care assistance from husband’s and/or wife’s mother(s) (grandmother(s) of children)
remains at 50%

The proportion of couples who received child-care assistance from one or both of their mothers
(grandmothers of children) before the first child is 3 years old (those who responded that they re-
ceived child-care assistance “frequently” or “on a daily basis™) had been increasing since the latter
half of the 1980s, but it leveled off at around 50% since 2000. After 2005, 52.3% of couples re-
ceived assistance from the mother of the husband or wife, and the proportion is 61.2% for wives
who were employed when the first child was 1 year old. Whether they receive help from wife’s or
husbhand’s mother has been changing; assistance from wife’s the mother is increasing while that
from husband’s mother is decreasing.

For wives who continued working, support from mothers (grandmothers of children) was
used in addition to child-care systems and facilities

Looking at the circumstances of using assistance from mothers (grandmothers of children) and
child-care systems/facilities among couples with child(ren) 1 year old or older by work history pat-
tern of wives, almost all couples where wives continued working used either assistance from par-
ents or support systems/facilities (97.4% for couples whose duration of marriage is 0 to 9 years and
95.7%, for 10 to 19 years). In cases other than the continuous employment type (i.e., return-to-work
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type and full-time housewife type), these rates are lower (70.5% for couples whose duration of
marriage is 0 to 9 years and 59.4% for 10 to 19 years).

Figure 5-

5 Percentages of couples who received child-care assistance from mothers of couples

(grandmothers of children) before the first child is 3 years old, by the year of birth of the first
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Note: The figures shown are for first-marriage couples with child(ren) 3 to under 15 years old. Data obtained in the
12" to 14" surveys were aggregated. “With mother’s assistance” is defined as the child-care assistance given “fre-

quently” or

“on a daily basis” by the mother of the wife and/or the hushand.

Figure 5-6 Use of assistance from mothers and child-care systems/facilities before the first
child is 3 years old, by work history and duration of marriage: 14™ Survey (2010)
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Note: The figures shown here are for first-marriage couples with child(ren) one year old or older (excluding the
couples who did not state the number of children or intended number of children, or cases in which the support from
the mother is not known or not applicable), where the wife’s work history falls under either the continuous em-
ployment type, return-to-work type , or full-time housewife pattern. See “Glossary” at the end of the report for work
history types of wives. The same explanation in Figure 5-5 applies to “With mother’s assistance.” “With use of
child-care systems/facilities” refers to cases where couples used at least one of the systems/facilities in Table 5-2 for
the first child.
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Even housewives (including those returning to work) have low level of childbearing intentions
when child-care support is not available

We compared the average intended number of children among couples with a single child aged 1
year or older who have been married for less than 10 years by the use of assistance from mothers
(grandmothers of children) and child-care systems/facilities before the child is 3 years old. The av-
erage intended number of children of couples in the “return-to-work” type and full-time housewife
type who did not receive assistance was less than couples in the continuous employment type, re-
turn-to-work type, and full-time housewife type who received assistance (as indicated by the lower
percentage of couples planning to have a second child or more). Looking at the actual average
number of children born among all couples with at least one child, however, couples in the re-
turn-to-work type and full-time housewife type who received assistance had slightly more children
(1.75 children) than couples in the continuous employment type who received assistance (1.67
children). Couples where wives continued working tended to delay the realization of their plans.

Figure 5-7 Intended number of children and average number of children born to couples, by
work history and usage of assistance from mothers and child-care systems/facilities:

14" Survey (2010)
(Couples with children aged 1 or older and marital duration of 0 to 9 years)
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Note: The figures shown are for first-marriage couples with a child aged 1 or older who have been married for less
than 10 years (excluding the couples who did not state the number of children or intended number of children, or
cases where the situation of support from the mother is not known or not applicable), where the wife’s work history
falls under either the continuous employment type (with mother’s assistance and/or use of child-care systems), re-
turn-to-work type, or full-time housewife type. (See “Glossary” for explanation of work history types of wives.)
Note that the average intended number of children was calculated based only on the data of couples with 1 child.
The same explanation in Figure 5-5 applies to “With mother’s assistance.” “With use of child-care sys-
tems/facilities” refers to cases where couples used at least one of the systems/facilities listed in Table 5-2.
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6. Wives’ Views on Marriage and Family

(1) Overall patterns

“Manliness and womanliness are necessary,” “should have personal goals after marriage”

In this survey, wives’ views on marriage, family, male-female relations, etc. were examined using 11
questions. More than 80% of wives support the views that “(4) manliness and womanliness are ne-
cessary,” “(5) should have personal goals even after marriage,” and “(3) approve premarital inter-
course.” The opinions “(2) marriage instead of cohabitation,” “(8) should have children if getting
married,” and “(9) desirable that mothers stay home while children are young” obtained support
from around 70% of wives, while “(1) staying single throughout one’s life is not desirable” and
“(10) should not get divorced for a small reason such as incompatible personalities” were supported
by 50 to 60%. In contrast, the following items failed to obtain the support from the majority of
wives: “(6) marriage entails sacrifice” (slightly over 40%), “(11) it is all right to have children with-
out getting married” (slightly over 30%), and “(7) husbands should work and wives should stay
home” (30%).

Table 6-1 Wives’ views on marriage and family: 14" Survey (2010)

13th Survey
>9 o g
Views on marriage and family Number of 5 3 = 8 55 8% 2 8 3
< |2 2 & |88 8e |2 2 ]
cases g 25 g E ] a
(6,705) < 2

r
(1) Itis not desirable to remain single for one's entire life 100.0 %| 57.3 % 119 454 | 383 % 7.2 311 44 % 522 %| 398 %

r

(2) Men and women should marry if they live together 100.0 723 17.7 546 | 236 57 17.9 40 68.9 240
r
) Unmarried couples may have sexual intercourse if 1000 826 289 537 | 134 21 113 20 772 154
they love each other
Manliness and womanliness are necessary to some 1000 884 334 55.0 80 17 63 35 856 77

@ extent in any society

One ought to have personal goals even after getting
(5) married, other than those of the partner or other| 100.0 84.0 26.2 578 | 118 10 10.9 41 811 116

members of the family
r

It is natural that one should sacrifice half of one's

Q) own personality or lifestyle for the family 1000 464 63 401 47 121 s 39 404 525
) Husbands should vyork and wives should take care of 1000 319 30 200 | 640 231 09| 40 287 63.9
the home after marriage
r
(8) One should have children if one gets married 100.0 71.2 17.9 533 | 243 9.0 15.3 45 71.2 209
r It is desirable that mothers should not work and
(9) should stay home at least when their children are| 100.0 69.5 19.2 503 | 265 77 188 | 4.0 718 214
vouna
(10) No_one sho_uld get dlvo_rc_ed for a small reason such 1000 549 121 08| 207 101 206 43 510 M2
as incompatible personalities
r
(11) :H::iezll right to have children even if one is not 1000 364 76 289 | 596 152 w4l 40 -~

Note: The figures shown are for first-marriage couples.
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(2) Changes in views
In 2000 and onward, the direction of change was reversed in many areas

Looking at the changes in wives’ views since the 10 Survey in 1992 when the items on views were
first included in the study, a tendency to depart from views generally considered traditional was ob-
served in all the items in the 1990s. From the 2000s, however, the direction of change started to vary
depending on the item.

<Items with continuous change> Four items continued to change in the same direction as in the
1990s, i.e., the direction that departs from the traditional way of thinking: (3) approve premarital
intercourse, (8) should have children, (9) desirable that mothers stay home while children are young,
and (5) should have personal goals even after marriage.

<Items with reversed direction of change> The direction of change seen in the 1990s was reversed
for the following five items: (1) staying single throughout one’s life is not desirable (proportion
choosing "agree" increased in 2005, (2) marriage instead of cohabitation (proportion choosing
“agree” increased in this survey), (10) should not get divorced for a small reason such as incompati-
ble personalities (proportion choosing “agree” increased in this survey), (7) husbands should work
and wives should stay home (proportion choosing "agree" increased in 2005), and (6) marriage en-
tails sacrifice (proportion choosing “agree" increased in 2002). The changes seen in these items
showed a departure from a so-called traditional way of thinking in the 1990s, but the idea supporting
traditional views has been increasing since 2000.

Figure 6-1 Changes in wives’ views on marriage and family, by survey

(1) Items with continuous change (2) Items with reversed direction of change
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Note: The figures shown are for first-marriage couples. The figures denote sum of the proportions of responses
“Absolutely agree (disagree)” and “Agree (disagree) to some extent.” For items (8), (9), (1), (2), (10), (7) and (6),
the proportion choosing “(absolutely) agree”, and for the items (3) and (5), “(absolutely) disagree”, are respectively
used to indicate proportion supporting a traditional way of thinking. See Appendix 5 (at the end of the report) for
figures for all response categories for all the items.
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(3) Views on marriage and family, childbearing intentions and the number of children a
couple has

The ideal and intended number of children, as well as the number of children born, are
greater among couples where wives adopt traditional views

The ideal number of children, intended number of children, and the number of children born to the
couples were compared between wives who support traditional views on family and those who do
not. Regardless of the duration of marriage, all the figures are generally higher among couples in
which wives have traditional views (left bar graph) in comparison to those in which wives have
nontraditional views. The childbearing intentions are especially strong if wives agree with the idea
“(8) should have children if get married,” disagree with “(5) should have personal goals even after
marriage,” agree with “(10) should not get divorced for a small reason such as incompatible perso-
nalities,” agree with *“(6) marriage entails sacrifice,” and agree with “(7) husband should work and
wives should stay home.”
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Figure 6-2 Relationship between wives’ views on marriage and family and childbearing inten-
tions and the number of children born, by duration of marriage: 14" Survey (2010)
(Left bar graph: Traditional views, Right bar graph: Non-traditional views)
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Note: The figures shown are for first-marriage couples whose duration of marriage is 0 to 4 years and 15 to 19 years.
Those responding “Agree” or “Agree to some extent” to the items are classified as the group supporting traditional
views, except for items (3), (5) and (11). Conversely, those who replied “Disagree” and “Disagree to some extent”
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[Glossary]

Love marriage/arranged marriage

Love marriage and arranged marriage in this survey report are defined by how and where couples
meet. Couples who answered “at school,” “at the workplace or through work,” “childhood
friend/neighbor,” “through various regular activities (sports, music, hobbies, etc. outside school) or
an adult education class,” “through friends or siblings,” “around town or during a trip,” or “through a
part-time job” to questions on the ways/places they meet are classified as love marriage. Those who
replied “arranged marriage” or “through marriage match-making agencies” are classified as an ar-
ranged marriage.

Completed number of children

The number of children a couple has at the point when sufficient time has elapsed after getting
married and they no longer continue having children is called the completed number of children,
and the fertility level at this point is called the completed fertility. In the case of Japan, couples
seldom have additional children after 15 years have passed after getting married. Thus, in this sur-
vey report, the average number of children born to couples who have been married for 15 to 19
years is used to indicate the completed number of children.

Total marital fertility rate

It is an index showing the manner in which couples give birth to children in the target year of ob-
servation and is obtained by adding the fertility rate of married women for each duration of mar-
riage. The value indicates the completed number of children of married couples achieved when a
couple gives birth to children according to the fertility rate of couples in a particular duration of
marriage throughout the childbearing process. However, if the manner in which couples give birth
(pace) varies over several years, the fertility rate by duration of marriage may differ significantly
from the actual childbearing process; thus, the index requires special care in interpretation.

Change in employment status of wife before and after getting married
In this survey report, changes in the working status of the wife before and after the marriage are de-
fined as follows:
Continuous employment: employed when marriage decision was made and also employed im-
mediately after marriage
Cessation of employment upon marriage: employed when marriage decision was made and
unemployed immediately after marriage
Employment after marriage: unemployed when marriage decision was made and employed
immediately after marriage
Unemployed since before marriage: unemployed when marriage decision was made and un-
employed immediately after marriage

Change in employment status of wife before and after giving birth
In this survey report, change in the working status of the wife before and after giving birth is de-
fined as follows for couples for whom each of the first to third children is 1 year old or older:
Continuous employment (using child-care leave): employed when finding out about pregnancy,
took child-care leave, and employed when the child was one year old
Continuous employment (not using child-care leave): employed when finding out about preg-
nancy, employed at the time the child was one year old, without taking child-care leave
Cessation of employment upon becoming pregnant: employed when finding out about preg-
nancy and unemployed at the time the child was one year old
Unemployed since before becoming pregnant: unemployed when finding out about pregnancy
and unemployed at the time the child was one year old
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Work history of wife
In this survey report, the wife’s work history is defined as follows for couples whose first child is 1
year old or older:
Continuous employment type: employed when marriage decision was made, employed when
the first child became 1 year old, employed at the time of the survey
Return-to-work type: employed when marriage decision was made, unemployed when the first
child became 1 year old, employed at the time of the survey
Full-time housewife type: employed when marriage decision was made, unemployed when the
first child became 1 year old, unemployed at the time of the survey
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[Appendix]

Appendix 1 % distribution of love marriage and arranged marriage, by year of marriage

Year of marriage Total (Ngar:;zz; of Love marriage |Arranged marriage | Other/not known
1930~39 100.0% ( 583) 13.4% 69.0 17.7
1940~ 44 100.0 (' 556) 14.6 69.1 16.4
1945~ 49 100.0 (' 960) 21.4 59.8 18.9
1950~ 54 100.0 (1992 331 53.9 13.0
1955~59 100.0 (1,275) 36.2 54.0 9.9
1960~ 64 100.0 (1,578) 41.1 49.8 9.1
1965~ 69 100.0 (1,819) 48.7 449 6.4
1970~74 100.0 (2,078) 61.5 33.1 55
1975~79 100.0 (1,485) 66.7 30.4 29
1980~ 84 100.0 (1,519) 72.6 24.9 25
1985~89 100.0 (1,547) 80.2 17.7 2.1
1990~94 100.0 (1,312) 84.8 12.7 2.6
1995~99 100.0 (1,474) 87.2 7.7 51
2000~ 04 100.0 (1,108) 87.4 6.2 6.4
2005~09 100.0 (1,165) 88.0 53 6.7

Note: The figures shown are for first-marriage couples. The results are based on the data of the 7th Survey (for
1930-1939 to 1970-1974), the 8th Survey (for 1975-1979), the 9th Survey (for 1980-1984), the 10th Survey (for
1985-1989), the 11th Survey (for 1990-1994), the 12th Survey (1995-1999), the 13th Survey (2000-2004), and the
14th Survey (for 2005 to 2009).

Appendix 2 Total marital fertility rate and conventional total fertility rate (1951-2010)

Total fertility rate of married couples Total fertility rate of married couples Total fertility rate of married couples
3-year moving average 3-year moving average 3-year moving average

3 2 3 2 s 2

S 3 g S @ g S 2 g
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1951| 3.61 3.42 0.94 0.89 159 3.26 1971 | 2.34 2.39 1.01 0.95 044 | 216 1991 | 2.05 1.96 0.92 0.76 0.29 153
1952 | 3.26 330 | 0.96 0.87 147 2.98 1972 | 241 2.36 0.99 0.95 0.42 2.14 1992 | 1.85 1.95 0.91 0.76 0.28 150
1953 | 3.03 3.00 | 098 0.79 122 2.69 1973 | 2.34 2.34 0.98 0.95 0.41 2.14 1993 | 1.93 1.94 0.90 0.78 0.26 1.46
1954 | 271 2.86 0.98 0.79 1.08 2.48 1974 | 226 225 0.98 0.89 0.38 2.05 1994 | 2.03 1.92 0.89 0.75 0.28 1.50
1955 | 2.82 2.66 0.95 0.80 0.91 2.37 1975 | 215 2.16 0.97 0.86 0.34 191 1995 | 1.79 1.92 0.88 0.75 0.29 1.42
1956 | 2.46 263 | 094 0.81 0.88 2.22 1976 | 2.08 212 0.96 0.85 0.31 1.85 1996 | 1.94 184 0.87 0.72 0.25 143
1957 | 2.62 250 | 0.90 0.83 0.77 2.04 1977 | 214 2.10 094 | 0.86 0.30 1.80 1997 | 181 191 0.90 0.76 0.25 139
1958 | 244 254 | 096 084 | 0.75 211 1978 | 2.08 211 0.95 0.87 0.29 179 1998 | 1.98 1.90 0.90 0.74 0.26 138
1959 | 2.58 248 | 094 0.88 | 0.66 2.04 1979 | 210 2.10 094 | 0.87 0.29 177 1999 | 1.92 1.93 0.93 0.74 0.27 134
1960 | 243 245 1.00 0.89 0.56 2.00 1980 | 2.12 211 0.96 0.85 0.30 175 2000 | 1.90 191 0.92 0.72 0.27 1.36
1961| 2.34 2.32 0.97 0.87 0.48 1.96 1981 | 211 2.10 0.97 0.84 0.29 174 2001 | 1.90 1.84 0.89 0.70 0.25 133
1962 | 2.18 2.26 0.99 0.85 0.42 1.98 1982 | 2.06 2.05 0.95 0.82 0.28 177 2002 | 172 1.86 0.91 0.70 0.25 132
1963 | 2.26 2.23 1.00 0.83 0.40 2.00 1983 | 1.98 2.08 0.94 0.85 0.29 1.80 2003 | 1.96 1.86 0.92 0.70 0.24 129
1964 | 2.23 2.29 1.02 090 | 037 2.05 1984 | 219 2.10 0.92 0.87 0.31 181 2004 | 1.90 1.80 0.88 0.69 0.24 129
1965| 2.38 205 | 094 0.78 0.32 2.14 1985 | 213 2.15 0.93 0.87 0.35 176 2005 | 1.55 179 0.87 0.68 0.23 126
1966 | 1.53 212 0.96 085 | 0.30 158 1986 | 2.12 2.08 0.90 0.85 0.33 172 2006 | 1.90 172 0.83 0.68 0.22 132
1967 | 244 205 | 093 0.81 031 2.23 1987 | 1.99 2.06 0.88 0.83 0.35 1.69 2007 | 1.70 1.86 0.91 0.73 0.23 134
1968 | 2.19 231 1.04 095 | 033 213 1988 | 2.06 2.02 0.87 0.81 0.34 1.66 2008 | 1.99 1.85 0.91 0.69 0.24 137
1969 | 2.29 2.30 1.01 0.92 0.37 213 1989 | 2.01 2.02 0.90 0.77 0.35 157 2009 | 1.86 1.92 0.97 0.70 0.26 137
1970 | 242 2.35 1.03 0.92 0.40 213 1990 | 1.99 2.02 0.92 0.76 0.33 154 2010 139

Note: The data on the total fertility rate was obtained from “Vital Statistics.” See “Glossary” for the definition of the
total marital fertility rate.
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Appendix 3 Employment status and average age of wives, by survey and by life-stage after

giving birth
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7th Survey (1977) | 100.0% (1,107) 36.0% 17.3% 5.0 137 64.0 0.1 28.7
8th Survey (1982) | 100.0 ( 875) 40.1 19.0 71 14.1 59.8 0.1 29.4
9th Survey (1987) | 100.0 ( 968) 326 15.7 77 9.2 59.8 75 29.7
) _ |10th survey (1992) | 100.0 ( 948) 295 178 6.6 5.1 68.8 17 29.8
Intention to have more children
11th Survey (1997) | 100.0 ( 734) 33.8 17.2 10.1 6.5 64.9 1.4 302
12th Survey (2002) | 100.0 ( 866) 34.1 18.2 10.9 5.0 63.9 2.1 30.8
13th Survey (2005) | 100.0 ( 740) 40.1 176 16.2 6.4 57.7 2.2 31.8
14th Survey (2010) | 100.0 ( 891) 433 195 19.8 4.0 53.6 3.0 32.7
7th Survey (1977) | 100.0 (1,052) 28.6 10.9 35 142 710 04 305
8th Survey (1982) | 100.0 ( 914) 318 148 3.2 13.9 67.8 03 31.4
9th Survey (1987) | 100.0 ( 863) 321 145 41 13.6 60.8 71 318
Agetth'Id 10th Survey (1992) | 100.0 ( 808) 29.2 155 6.3 74 69.9 0.9 32.2
oungest chi
Y g-z 11th Survey (1997) | 100.0 ( 611) 311 118 9.7 9.7 67.4 15 32.9
12th Survey (2002) | 100.0 ( 696) 305 12.4 126 55 67.7 1.9 32.9
13th Survey (2005) | 100.0 ( 576) 30.0 115 13.9 47 67.7 2.3 33.2
14th Survey (2010) | 100.0 ( 603) 33.0 16.3 13.8 3.0 65.3 17 34.7
7th Survey (1977) | 100.0 (1,104) 456 1238 104 224 537 07 339
8th Survey (1982) | 100.0 ( 932) 50.6 145 135 226 488 05 33.9
9th Survey (1987) | 100.0 ( 853) 50.4 14.8 12.7 23.0 454 42 34.4
Agetth'Id 10th Survey (1992) | 100.0 ( 913) 44.8 19.9 16.9 8.0 54.3 0.9 35.0
'oungest chi
Y 39_5 11th Survey (1997) | 100.0 ( 580) 471 15.0 20.9 11.2 50.3 2.6 35.6
12th Survey (2002) | 100.0 ( 674) 478 13.2 25.1 95 49.9 2.4 35.7
o 13th Survey (2005) | 100.0 ( 628) 51.3 13.1 325 57 46.2 2.5 36.4
No intention 14th Survey (2010) | 100.0 ( 606) 51.5 145 32.3 4.6 46.2 2.3 37.0
to have more
children 7th Survey (1977) | 100.0 ( 939) 54.2 141 17.0 231 448 1.0 371
8th Survey (1982) | 100.0 (1,001) 61.3 19.1 19.6 227 38.3 0.4 36.6
9th Survey (1987) | 100.0 ( 941) 63.5 15.7 24.9 23.0 32.4 4.0 36.9
Agetth'Id 10th Survey (1992) | 100.0 ( 889) 54.6 19.8 23.3 115 43.6 18 38.0
'oungest chi
Y 3_8 11th Survey (1997) | 100.0 ( 667) 60.3 13.0 29.2 18.0 38.4 13 38.2
12th Survey (2002) | 100.0 ( 676) 57.5 14.2 306 127 39.9 25 38.6
13th Survey (2005) | 100.0 ( 659) 59.9 15.0 36.0 9.0 38.1 2.0 39.1
14th Survey (2010) | 100.0 ( 748) 61.0 16.7 38.6 56 36.4 2.7 39.6
7th Survey (1977) | 100.0 (2,890) 64.8 22.9 14.9 27.0 34.0 12 434
8th Survey (1982) | 100.0 (3,086) 69.7 233 19.3 271 29.4 0.9 433
9th Survey (1987) | 100.0 (3,043) 69.1 18.8 26.8 235 26.8 41 42.9
Agetth'Id 10th Survey (1992) | 100.0 (3,574) 715 29.2 28.7 13.7 27.0 15 43.6
'oungest chi
Y Qogr older | 11th Survey (1997) | 100.0 (2524) 72.9 21.0 36.1 15.8 25.6 15 445
12th Survey (2002) | 100.0 (2,564) 73.4 19.8 40.7 12.9 23.9 2.7 444
13th Survey (2005) | 100.0 (2,027) 745 19.9 435 11.2 227 2.8 443
14th Survey (2010) | 100.0 (2,540) 72.8 16.6 49.1 7.2 24.4 2.8 445

Note: The figures shown are for first-marriage couples with at least one child (excluding cases where wives are

currently pregnant).

31



Appendix 4 Change in employment status of wives before and after getting married/giving

birth, by year of marriage and by year of childbirth

Cessation of

Unemployed

Event Year of marriage Total  (Number of cases) Continuous employment employment Employm'ent before Not

upon marriage after marriage marriage known

1985-89 100.0% (1,294) 56.6% 373 11 29 2.0

1990-94 100.0 (2,499) 56.9 345 1.0 4.1 3.6

Marriage 1995-99 100.0 (3,247) 58.3 312 12 5.8 3.6

2000-04 100.0 (2,485) 62.4 25.6 1.2 7.3 3.4

2005-09 100.0 (1,239) 61.0 256 15 7.7 4.2

(Re-listed) (Re-listed) Cessation of
Event Year of childbirth Total  (Number of cases) Continuous Continuous Continuous empluymer_n Unemployed before becoming Not
employment employment employment (not | upon becoming pregnant known
(using child-care | using child-care pregnant
leave) leave)

1985-89 100.0% ( 580) 24.0% 5.7 18.3 374 355 31

o 1990-94 100.0 (2,167) 244 8.1 16.3 377 346 3.4
Giving birth to

first child 1995-99 100.0 (3,611) 242 112 13.0 39.3 32.8 3.8

2000-04 100.0 (2,629) 26.8 148 11.9 40.6 285 41

2005-09 100.0 ( 946) 26.8 171 9.7 43.9 241 5.2

1990-94 100.0 ( 739) 245 4.9 19.6 5.4 67.5 2.6

Giving birth to 1995-99 100.0 (1,873) 225 8.4 14.0 6.8 68.3 25

second child 2000-04 100.0  (1,866) 252 10.9 14.3 6.5 65.0 33

2005-09 100.0 ( 832) 26.3 147 11.7 9.9 61.7 2.2

1990-94 100.0 ( 280) 30.7 6.4 243 5.7 59.6 3.9

Giving birth to 1995-99 100.0 ( 582) 289 7.0 218 8.1 59.3 3.8

third child 2000-04 1000 ( 527) 28.8 10.4 18.4 8.0 59.8 3.4

2005-09 100.0 ( 271) 376 129 247 7.7 52.4 2.2

Note: The figures are for first-marriage couples. The responses from couples whose duration of marriage is under 15
years were aggregated for the 11", 13" and 14" surveys for obtaining the figures on before and after getting mar-
ried. For the figures before and after giving birth, data of couples whose first child is 1 to under 15 years of age
were aggregated for the 12 to 14™ surveys. For the figures before and after giving birth to the second and third
child, data of couples whose second and third child are 1 year to under 15 years of age were aggregated for the 13"
to 14" surveys. See “Glossary” for explanation of types of changes in employment status.
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Appendix 5 Wives’ views on marriage and family, by survey
Agree to | Disagree to
Views on marriage and family Survey Total Absolutely Some sogme Ab_solutely Not known
(Survey year) agree disagree
extent extent
10th Survey (1992) 100.0% 21.9% 39.7 30.0 55 2.8
11th Survey (1997) 100.0 12.7 38.2 36.7 8.1 4.2
(@ Itisnot desirable to remain single for one's entire life 12th Survey (2002) 100.0 8.7 37.8 39.7 9.6 4.3
13th Survey (2005) 100.0 12.1 40.1 31.2 8.6 8.1
14th Survey (2010) 100.0 11.9 45.4 311 7.2 4.4
10th Survey (1992) 100.0 416 428 10.7 2.8 2.0
11th Survey (1997) 100.0 26.0 49.4 16.2 5.3 3.1
@ Men and women should marry if they live together 12th Survey (2002) 100.0 19.3 50.5 19.4 7.2 35
13th Survey (2005) 100.0 18.9 50.1 17.6 6.4 7.1
14th Survey (2010) 100.0 17.7 54.6 17.9 5.7 4.0
10th Survey (1992) 100.0 14.8 411 28.1 13.8 2.3
) ) ) 11th Survey (1997) 100.0 23.2 46.6 20.0 6.3 3.9
® Il;r;r:z;::doizgfles may have sexual intercourse if they 12th Survey (2002) 100.0 20.9 481 144 38 37
13th Survey (2005) 100.0 27.6 49.6 12.2 3.2 7.4
14th Survey (2010) 100.0 28.9 53.7 11.3 2.1 4.0
® Manliness and womanliness are necessary to some 13th Survey (2005) 100.0 39.8 45.8 6.0 17 6.8
extent in any society 14th Survey (2010) 100.0 33.4 55.0 6.3 1.7 3.5
10th Survey (1992) 100.0 29.6 439 19.6 43 2.6
One ought to have personal goals even after getting 11th Survey (1997) 100.0 33.7 45.6 14.4 2.7 3.7
(B married, other than those of the partner or other 12th Survey (2002) 100.0 32.6 49.3 12.8 1.9 3.4
members of the family 13th Survey (2005) 100.0 30.7 50.4 10.4 1.2 7.3
14th Survey (2010) 100.0 26.2 57.8 10.9 1.0 4.1
10th Survey (1992) 100.0 72 40.4 39.2 10.9 23
It is natural that one should sacrifice half of one's own 11th Survey (1997) 100.0 4.6 301 43.4 185 35
© personality or lifestyle for the family 12th Survey (2002) 100.0 56 338 404 17.0 3.3
13th Survey (2005) 100.0 5.6 34.8 38.5 14.0 7.1
14th Survey (2010) 100.0 6.3 40.1 37.7 12.1 3.9
10th Survey (1992) 100.0 7.8 32.0 40.7 17.1 2.4
Husbands should work and wives should take care of the 11th Survey (1997) 100.0 4.5 283 893 245 34
D home after marriage 12th Survey (2002) 100.0 3.6 23.9 40.2 29.1 3.2
13th Survey (2005) 100.0 3.3 25.4 38.0 25.9 7.3
14th Survey (2010) 100.0 3.0 29.0 40.9 23.1 4.0
10th Survey (1992) 100.0 46.9 40.9 7.0 2.6 2.7
11th Survey (1997) 100.0 30.4 47.6 11.6 6.4 4.1
® One should have children if one gets married 12th Survey (2002) 100.0 24.2 49.4 13.9 8.5 4.0
13th Survey (2005) 100.0 19.4 51.8 13.3 7.6 7.9
14th Survey (2010) 100.0 17.9 53.3 15.3 9.0 45
10th Survey (1992) 100.0 47.9 40.2 7.6 25 1.9
It is desirable that mothers should not work and should 12th Survey (2002) 100.0 26.7 49.8 14.2 6.3 3.0
® stay home at least when their children are young 13th Survey (2005) 100.0 22.7 49.1 14.8 6.6 6.8
14th Survey (2010) 100.0 19.2 50.3 18.8 7.7 4.0
10th Survey (1992) 100.0 22.3 43.7 24.1 7.1 2.7
No one should get divorced for a small reason such as 11th Survey (1997) 100.0 1a.4 367 821 12.9 39
© jncompatible personalities 12th Survey (2002) 1000 18.2 38.6 81.0 18.5 38
13th Survey (2005) 100.0 12.7 38.2 29.1 12.1 7.9
14th Survey (2010) 100.0 121 42.8 30.6 10.1 43
@ Itisallright to have children even if one is not married | 14th Survey (2010) 100.0 7.6 28.9 44.4 15.2 4.0

Note: The figures shown are for first-marriage couples.

33



Appendix 6 Employment status and average age of wives, by survey and age of youngest child
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7th Survey (1977) | 100.0% (7,853) 49.2% 16.9% 10.9 215 50.0 08 36.3
8th Survey (1982) | 100.0 (7,119) 56.2 19.7 145 221 43.2 06 374
oth Survey (1987) | 100.0 (7,850) 56.3 16.8 19.4 20.1 38.3 5.4 37.9
ot [10thSuvey (1992) | 1000 (7.849) 55.6 24.0 20.7 11.0 42.9 15 38.8
otal
11th Survey (1997) | 100.0  (6,384) 58.0 176 26.7 137 40.1 1.9 39.6
12th Survey (2002) | 100.0  (5,974) 55.7 17.0 28.8 9.9 415 2.8 38.8
13th Survey (2005) | 100.0  (5,117) 58.0 16.9 327 8.4 39.0 2.9 39.1
14th Survey (2010) | 100.0  (5,744) 58.9 17.0 36.2 5.8 38.1 2.9 39.8
7th Survey (1977) | 100.0  (2,250) 294 124 35 134 70.2 0.4 28.9
8th Survey (1982) | 100.0 (1,674) 32.0 15.9 3.0 13.1 67.7 03 29.9
oth Survey (1987) | 100.0 (1,724) 28.8 143 43 10.2 64.1 71 303
Agetth'Id 10th Survey (1992) | 100.0  (1,653) 26.3 15.8 4.8 5.7 72.7 11 30.5
oungest cni
y g_ ) 11th Survey (1997) | 100.0 (1,294) 276 13.1 7.2 73 71.0 14 31.0
12th Survey (2002) | 100.0  (1,461) 29.7 14.9 10.3 46 68.6 17 313
13th Survey (2005) | 100.0  (1,168) 313 144 12.0 49 66.6 2.1 31.9
14th Survey (2010) | 100.0 (1,283) 35.8 19.0 14.0 27 62.2 2.0 32.9
7th Survey (1977) | 100.0  (1,497) 448 134 98 215 54.6 06 33.0
8th Survey (1982) | 100.0 (1,171) 50.1 15.6 132 213 49.4 0.4 33.2
oth Survey (1987) | 100.0 (1,086) 495 15.2 131 213 46.1 43 33.7
Agetth'Id 10th Survey (1992) | 100.0 (1,134) 44.4 20.3 16.1 7.9 54.7 1.0 34.4
oungest cni
y 39_5 11th Survey (1997) | 100.0 ( 757) 46.4 152 20.2 11.0 51.4 2.2 34.8
12th Survey (2002) | 100.0 ( 917) 455 137 226 9.2 52.0 25 35.0
13th Survey (2005) | 100.0 ( 831) 51.1 143 303 6.5 46.2 2.6 35.7
14th Survey (2010) | 100.0 ( 884) 51.7 154 31.0 53 456 2.7 36.0
7th Survey (1977) | 100.0 (1,053) 54.4 145 17.0 229 445 1.0 36.7
8th Survey (1982) | 100.0 (1,056) 60.3 189 19.0 223 39.3 0.4 36.4
oth Survey (1987) | 100.0 (1,029) 63.1 157 25.0 224 32.8 41 36.7
Agetth'Id 10th Survey (1992) | 100.0 ( 968) 54.8 19.9 235 11.4 43.2 2.1 37.7
oungest cni
y 3_8 11th Survey (1997) | 100.0 ( 739) 60.9 134 29.9 176 37.6 15 38.0
12th Survey (2002) | 100.0 ( 755) 57.1 152 29.8 12.1 40.1 2.8 38.2
13th Survey (2005) | 100.0 ( 718) 59.5 15.0 355 8.9 38.4 2.1 38.8
14th Survey (2010) | 100.0 ( 847) 60.3 171 373 5.9 36.8 2.8 39.3
7th Survey (1977) | 100.0  (2,980) 64.5 228 147 26.9 344 11 433
8th Survey (1982) | 100.0 (3,141) 69.8 23.2 19.5 27.0 29.3 0.9 43.2
oth Survey (1987) | 100.0 (3,274) 69.5 18.9 26.7 23.9 26.4 41 43.0
Agetth'Id 10th Survey (1992) | 100.0  (3,850) 71.2 29.1 28.3 13.7 27.3 15 43.7
oungest cni
y 9 (ﬂ older | 11th Survey (1997) | 1000 (2,851) 725 213 35.4 15.7 25.8 18 44.6
12th Survey (2002) | 100.0 (2,677) 73.1 19.8 40.6 12.7 24.0 2.9 443
13th Survey (2005) | 100.0  (2,130) 74.4 20.0 433 11.0 22.6 3.0 44.3
14th Survey (2010) | 100.0  (2,640) 72.2 165 48.4 7.2 24.6 3.2 44.4

Note: The figures shown are for first-marriage couples with at least one child. Data for wives without information
on age of their youngest children are omitted, but are included in the total.
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For the results of The Fourteenth Japanese National Fertility Survey in 2010, visit
http://www.ipss.go.jp/index-e.asp or contact Department of Population Dynamics Research, Na-
tional Institute of Population and Social Security Research.



