
NFRJ

2009 NFRJ08 NFRJ03

NFRJ03 NFRJ08

NFRJ03 NFRJ08

NFRJ03 NFRJ08

NFRJ

NFRJ98 NFRJ03 NFRJ08

2010

NFRJ

NFRJ98

NFRJ03
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1995

2000

Yamaguchi(2001 1995 SSM

Hakim 2000

2000

2008

2008

NFRJ NFRJ98 NFRJ03

2006

NFRJ03 NFRJ08

NFRJ98 NFRJ03

NFRJ08

NFRJ08

NFRJ
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NFRJ98 NFRJ03

2006

NFRJ98 NFRJ03 NFR08

NFRJ98 N 5,677 2,800

2,877 NFRJ03 N=5,110 2,463 2,647 NFR08 N 4,060 1,936

2,124

NFRJ03 NFRJ08 38-42

NFRJ08

1961-65

NFRJ03 NFRJ08

NFRJ98 NFRJ03

NFRJ03 NFRJ08
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1-1

1-2

1-3
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1-4

NFRJ03 NFRJ08

NFRJ03 NFRJ08

NFRJ08

NFRJ08

40
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NFRJ08 NFRJ08 NFRJ03 NFRJ03

28-32 1.02848 0.84092 0.99162 0.91770

33-38 0.99543 0.93392 0.96376 0.87738

39-42 0.92631 0.87707 0.98712 0.93440

43-47 0.94167 0.92458 0.91948 0.94413

48-52 0.90001 0.91700 1.04081 0.98192

53-57 0.97019 0.95837 0.96583 0.94103

58-62 1.00682 0.97802 1.03668 0.97761

63-67 1.02146 0.98978 1.02627 1.00624

68-72 0.91827 0.99362 1.01499 0.96641

73-77 0.91050 0.94518

2009

(Thornton and Binstock 2001)

NFRJ08 NFRJ03
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NFRJ08 NFRJ03

48-52 NFRJ03

NFRJ08 43-47

40

NFRJ98 NFRJ03

NFRJ08

NFRJ08

NFRJ
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NFRJ03 NFRJ08

OLS

NFRJ03 NFRJ08

NFRJ03 NFRJ08
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NFRJ03 NFRJ08

NFRJ08

NFRJ03 NFRJ08

NFRJ03 NFRJ08

10

NFRJ03 NFRJ08

NFRJ03 NFRJ08

NFRJ03 NFRJ08

NFRJ03 NFRJ08

NFRJ03 NFRJ08

NFRJ08 NFRJ03
B Wald B Wald

.043 .014 .563 3.318 +
1.146 10.112 ** 1.661 28.624 ***
3.248 77.815 *** 3.671 132.262 ***
.030 19.242 *** .046 67.142 ***

ref. -.100 .290 .083 .242
.398 6.110 * .308 4.610 *
-.242 2.040 -.218 1.821
.070 .161 -.278 3.329 +
-.030 2.174 -.033 3.436 +
.000 .806 .000 .939
-.005 25.984 *** -.009 84.097 ***

Number of Obs 1,768 2,187
Cox & Snell .058 .098

***<.001 ** .01 * .05 + .10 
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NFRJ08 NFRJ03

.206 4.740 *** .266 7.127 ***
-.050 -1.661 + .010 .386
.031 .707 .042 1.161
-.028 -.823 .034 1.148
-.047 -1.687 + -.022 -.932
-.044 -1.728 + -.019 -.825
.068 2.608 ** -.009 -.362
-.150 -6.350 *** -.218 -10.058 ***

-2.958** -4.006***
R2 .070 .094

NFRJ03 NFRJ08 NFRJ03

NFRJ08

NFRJ03 NFRJ08

NFRJ03 NFRJ08

NFRJ03 NFRJ08

NFRJ03 NFRJ08

NFRJ03 NFRJ08

NFRJ03 NFRJ08

***<.001 ** .01 * .05 + .10 
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NFRJ03

NFRJ08

NFRJ08 NFRJ03
B Wald B Wald

-.472 1.683 .633 3.839 +
.769 4.462 * 1.863 32.829 ***

3.062 67.444 *** 3.958 139.375 ***
.023 10.678 ** .051 69.786 ***

ref. -.025 .015 -.180 .969
.165 1.131 .538 15.704 ***
.000 .000 -.286 3.507 +
-.136 .560 -.385 6.024 *
-.051 3.478 + -.115 20.846 ***
.000 3.585 + -.001 8.857 **
-.006 44.430 *** -.007 60.348 ***

Number of Obs 1,872 2,258
Cox & Snell .048 .117

NFRJ08 NFRJ03

.141 3.092 ** .233 5.881 ***
-.028 -.996 -.013 -.568
-.044 -.982 .049 1.268
-.018 -.512 .014 .456
-.011 -.402 -.006 -.245
-.081 -3.095 ** -.131 -5.479 ***
-.027 -1.010 -.050 -2.163 *
-.191 -8.002 *** -.162 -7.748 ***

-1.504 -3.225**
R2 .077 .109

***<.001 ** .01 * .05 + .10 

***<.001 ** .01 * .05 + .10 
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NFRJ03 NFRJ08

NFRJ03

NFRJ08

NFRJ03 NFRJ08

NFRJ03

NFRJ08

2000
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The change of the gender role division consciousness in the NFRJ three surveys 

Michiko NISHINO 
Toyo University 

We can recognize the change in the conservative trend in gender role division

consciousness in NFRJ08, which was conducted in 2009, compared to NFRJ03, which was 

conducted five years earlier. First of all, the trend was confirmed with the three data results (NFRJ98,03 

and08). The data used here include only married men and women. Next, the ordered logit analyses were 

conducted in NFRJ03 and NFRJ08. The dependent variable was the gender role division consciousness and 

the independent variables were: age, family stages, educational years, husbands’ economic resources and the 

wives’ relative contribution to couples. In addition the regression analyses were conducted using the gender 

factor as dependent variables.

As a result, age and wives’ economic contributions were important in relating to the gender role 

consciousness. However the explanatory power of these models was reduced and the effects of the age were 

also suggested to be reducing from NFRJ03 to NFRJ08. As effects of economic resources, wives’ economic 

contributions were rather effective to the gender consciousness than the amount of husbands’ income. It was 

also suggested that the relationships of the gender consciousness and the husbands’ income were so complex. 

The effect of education was also suggested to be reducing among women.  

We could recognize the efficacy of the model which tried to explain the gender consciousness by the 

personal resources, while the model could not explain the whole change. Also we could recognize that the 

efficacy of the model was reducing from NFRJ03 to NFRJ08. 

Key words and phrases: the gender role division consciousness, trend analysis, the personal resources
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