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Regional Differences in Husbands’ Gender-Role Attitudes 

Naoko SHIMA 
Waseda University 

Previous research points to the importance of regional factors for explaining individuals’ opinions 

and consciousness. It also stresses the importance of the urban settings in the formation of marital 

relationship based on the gendered division of labor. However, most quantitative studies so far focus on 

the effects of personal traits such as age and educational attainment on people’s gender role attitudes 

without adequately examining the regional factors. 

Using the data of the National Family Research of Japan conducted in 2003 (NFRJ03) and 2008 

(NFRJ08), this study investigates whether the degree of urbanism has effect on married men’s gender-role 

attitudes. For analysis the samples were divided into two groups, those who live in densely inhabited 

districts and those who live in not densely inhabited districts. According to my analysis, regardless of the 

place of residence the more elderly husbands are, the more likely they support the gendered division of 

labor. Another finding is that husbands who have wives who make significant contribution to the 

household income tend to reject the gendered division of labor. The interaction effect of wives’ 

contribution to the household income and husbands’ socio-economic status was statistically significant for 

the first group of the respondents, namely those who live in densely inhabited districts (both NFRJ03 and 

NFRJ08) and not significant for the second group, those who live in not densely inhabited districts 

(NFRJ03). These findings suggest the importance of spatial and structural features of the place of 

residence in our better understanding of the formation and change of individuals’ gender role attitudes. 
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