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I.Introduction

AccordingtotheNationalCharacterSurvey,sincethe1970's,thehighestpercentageofpeople

surveyedhavenamed"family"asthemostimportantthinginlifeinanopen-endedquestion,

amongotherresponses,suchas"life,self,health"and"love,spirit,happiness"(Instituteof

StatisticalMathematics2014).Thissubjectiveclaimofimportanceisconsistentwiththeimpactof

thelegalandsocialdefinitionof"family"onone'slife.Obviously,therightstowhichonehas

accessaswellasobligationsdependonone'sfamilymembershipdefinedbylawandsocialnorms,

regardlessofhowonefeelssubjectively.Therighttoprivateinformationaboutaparticularperson

dependsonwhetheroneis"family".Evenifnotrequiredbylaw,one'srelationshipasfamilyis

usedasascreeningcriterioninpractice.Forexample,whetheroneisallowedtoseeapatientin

anintensivecareunitinthehospital,whetheronecouldbeinformedaboutthedetailsofmedical

conditions,toclaimaparticularpersonasbeneficiaryforalifeinsurance,andsoonarealldecided

onthebasisof"familyrelationships,"demarcatingaclearlinebetweenthosewhoareinafamily

andthosewhoarenot.Campaignstopromoteconsumptionarelikewisebuiltonfamily
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Theauthorexaminedmarriedwomen'sperceptionofcommonfamilyboundaries,utilizing

thepooleddataof1st(1993)to5th(2013)NationalSurveyonFamilyinJapanconductedbythe

NationalInstituteofPopulationandSocialSecurityResearch.Logisticregressionanalysison

whetherornotoneincludedas"family"eachtypeofkin(wife'sandhusband'sparents,wife's

andhusband'ssiblings,sonandhiswife,anddaughterandherhusband)indicated,among

otherfindings,thathighereducationcontributedtoamoreexclusiveboundary,whilehaving

childrentendedonetowardsincludingchildrenandtheirspousesbutexcludingparentsand

siblingsasfamily.Logisticregressiondecompositionanalysesrevealedthatindividualchanges

andcohortreplacementequallycontributedtotheincreaseinperceivingsiblingsasfamily,

whereasindividualchangesexplainedmorethan70%ofthechangesforothertypesofkin.



membership,albeitattimeslessstringentlythanwhatisdefinedbythelaw.Familygym

membership,familycreditcard,familydiscountformobilephone,andsoonandsoforthfill

advertisementstoday.Obligationsarelikewisebuiltaroundfamilymembership.

Thelegaldefinitionofthefamilyonthebasisofbloodandmaritaltiesmightseem an

unambiguouscriterion.Atthesametime,thesubjectivedefinitionofthefamilyismoreintricate

andhasimplicationsforone'severydaylifeandemotionalandsocialwell-being.Afuller

considerationofthe"definitionofthefamily"cannotbeconfinedtothelegalrealmandweshould

payattentiontothedifferentlevelsandrealmsinwhichboundariesbetweenfamilyandnon-family

aremarked.Intheleast,weneedtoconsidertheserealms:structural,aspertainstothelawand

policies;normative,aspertainstocommonpracticesandgeneralbeliefs;andthepersonal,as

pertainstotheindividual'ssubjectivedefinitionsandperceptions.Theserealmsareinreality

intertwined,buttheyarealsoanalyticallydistinct.Thispaperwillfocusonthesubjective

definitionsthroughexaminingquantitativedatafromsurvey,specificallywithrespecttowhether

akinmemberisconsideredfamilyornot.

Evenamongpeoplewhoareconnectedviabloodtiesand/ormarriagesanctionedbylaw,there

isaboundarythatseparatesonetypeofrelationshipfromanother.Forexample,adaughter's

husbandmightnotbeone'sfamily,whileason'swifemightbe.Commonexpressionsof"marrying

off"one'sdaughter,"givingaway"one'sdaughtertoherspouseandhisfamily,and"daughter-in-

law/yomecominginto[thegroom's]family"indicatethattheboundaryisunderstooddifferentlyfor

marriedsonsandmarrieddaughters.Likewise,itisconceivablethatonemightconsider

grandparentsas"family"butnottheirsiblings.Changesmightalsooccurovertime.Whenoneis

achild,his/herparentstendtobetheclosestkin.Ifonemarries,then,thespouse'sparentsand

siblingsenterintoone'sworld.Inaddition,achild'smarriagemightormightnotchangethe

perceptionof"family".

Whenreferringtothe"subjectivedefinition"offamily,oneisthereforenotjustreferringtoa

simplequestionofinclusionandexclusionbutadrawingoftheboundaryintermsofafew

dimensions,namely,function,characteristics,andsubstance(whoareincluded/whatrelationships

areincluded).Thecomplexityinthedrawingofboundariestodifferentiatefamilyfromnon-family

amongkinisanimportantsociologicalquestionbecausemappingtheseboundariesprovides

insightsintointricatepatternsofsocialinteractionsandkinrelationships.Italsoshowstheholdof,

orfreedomfrom,normsembeddedinthefamilysystemwiththelegacyofthepatriarchaliesystem

aswellasthefamilyregistrationsystemofkosekiwhichsetslimitstochangesoffamilynormsand

practices.Alltheseinturnhaveimplicationsforcommunitydevelopmentaswellassocialpolicies,

especiallythosetargeting"family",aslegallyornormativelydefined.

Preliminaryanalysesofthe1st(1993)tothe5th(2013)NationalFamilySurveyofJapan

conductedbytheNationalInstituteofPopulationandSocialSecurityResearch(2015)showthat

thereisanexpandingtrendinthecommonboundariesoffamilyamongmarriedwomen(seeFigure
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1).Inotherwords,moreandmoretypesofkinareconsideredtobeone's"familymember".For

example,theproportionrespondingthata"marrieddaughter"isgenerallyconsideredasone's

familymemberregardlessofwhetherornottheylivetogetherincreasedfrom35.0%in1993to

71.0%in2013.Thefigureswere20.0%and42.7%forhusband'ssiblings.Thelogicalquestionsto

askwouldincludefirst,whatfactorsdeterminesuchperceptionofboundariesofcommonfamilies,

andsecond,whatfactorsbringabouttheovertimechangesobserved.Takingtheleadfromthese

questions,Iwillexploretwoissuesinthispaper.First,Iwillexaminehowpeople'sunderstandings

ofnormativefamilyboundariesvarybysuchsocio-economiccharacteristicsasthelevelof

education,andfamilialexperiencessuchashavingchildren,havingsiblings,andlivingwith

parents.Second,Iwillcharthowtheperceptionoffamilyboundarieschangesovertheyearsand

applythedecompositionmethodtoidentifytheunderlyingforcesofsuchchanges,specifically

examiningwhetherthechangesarebroughtaboutbycohortreplacement(i.e.,changesattributed

tooldercohortwithparticularideasbeingreplacedbyayoungercohortatalatertimepointwho

mighthavedifferentideas)orbyindividualchanges(thesamegroupofpeopleholdingcertain

ideascometoholddifferentideaswiththepassageoftime).

II.ExtantStudiesinthePerceptionofFamilyBoundaries

Afewquantitativestudiestodatehaveprovidedsomeinsightsonhowpeopledrawfamily

boundaries.Suchstudiesincludeattemptsatdifferentiatinglevelsofidentifying"familyboundary"

andthosethatlookatthecorrelatesofhowpeopledefinefamilysubjectively.

Nishino(2000)differentiatesamongthreeanalyticallevelsinlookingatfamilyboundary:

normative,commonandperson-specific.Normativeboundaryisunderstoodtobetheinstitutional-

izednotionoffamilywhichindividualshaveinternalized,viz.people'sbeliefofwhatfamily

boundaryoughttobe.Commonboundarycaptureswhatpeopleperceivefamilytobegenerally.

Person-specificboundaryiswhatindividualthinksaboutfamilyboundarybasedonhis/her

personalexperiences.However,Nishinofoundthatthefrequencyofinteractionorwhetherone

livedwithapersondidnotcorrespondexactlytotheperson-specificboundary.Further,therewas

alotofoverlapincommonfamilyboundaryandperson-specificboundaryforparent-child

relationship.Forexample,womenwhoperceivedtheirmotherastheirfamilyalsotendedto

perceive,generally,daughterandhermotherasfamily,andviceversa.Likewise,thosewho

includedtheirmotherandfatherwithintheirperson-specificboundarytendedalsotothinkthat

siblingsandgrandparentswerefamilymembersgenerally;however,theydidnotnecessarily

includenon-kinsuchasboarders,maidsorfriendsasfamilymembers.

Otherstudiesexaminedeitherperceptionofcommonboundaryorperson-specificboundary,to

useNishino'sterms.FujimiandNishino(2004)examinedwhetherornotpeopleregardedparticular

peopletowhomtheywererelatedastheirfamily,i.e.person-specificboundary,basedonthe1998
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NationalFamilyResearchofJapan(NFRJ).Theyfoundthatthefollowingkinmembersweremore

likelytobeconsideredasfamilymembers:thosewhowereclosertothepersoninkinship

relationships,thoseconnectedbybiologicaltiesmorethanmarriageties,theyoungergeneration

morethanoldergeneration,andlinealratherthancollateralkin.

Nonoyama(2007)undertookanalysesofthe1998NFRJdata,focusingontherelationship

betweenparentsandmarriedchildrenwhowerenotlivingwithparentsinordertoexplorehis

claimthatpeople'sperceptionoffamilyboundaryisbasednotsomuchonstructuralornormative

factors,butthatitreflectsindividualpreferencesasindicatedbythefrequencyofcontact.Among

children,hefoundthattheproportionperceivingfathersandmothersasfamilymemberswaslower

forthoseintheir50s,andthatdaughterstendedtoseetheirownparentsasfamilymembersmore

thantheydidtheirparents-in-law.Amongparents,thepercentageperceivingsonsasfamily

memberswasslightlyhigherthanthatfordaughtersbutthedifferencewaslessthan10%.In

separateanalyses,heincludedthepresenceorabsenceofparents/parents-in-law,ofspouse,level

ofcontactwiththemother,andsoon.Overall,hearguedforalackofanyclearpatternsthat

supportpatrilineality.

Differentfromtheforegoingstudiesonperson-specificboundaries,NagayamaandIshihara

(1990),basedonthreeregionalsurveysconductedinthemid-1980s,examinedhowmarried

womenperceivedcommonfamilialboundaries.1)Theyfoundthatrelativelysiblingstendednotto

bebutparentsandchildrentendedtobeconsideredasfamily.However,parentswereperceivedas

familyiftheywerelivingtogether,butchildrenwereperceivedassoregardlessofwhetherornot

theywerelivingtogether(i.e.unconditionally).2)NagayamaandIshiharaidentifiedvariationsin

howfamilywasperceived:onegroupincludedtheoldestsonandhusband'sparentsuncondition-

ally,anddaughterandwife'sparentsiftheywerelivingtogether;anothergroupincludedtheoldest

marriedson,marrieddaughteraswellashusband'sandwife'sparentsregardlessofwhetherthey

livedtogether.Theyinterpretedtheformerasreflectingtheembracementof"traditionalJapanese

'ie'norm"andthelattertheadoptionofnewnormsoffamilymembershipbasedonaffection.

NishiokaandSaitsu(1996)alsoexaminedhowcommonfamilialboundarywasperceivedby

marriedwomen,drawingonthe1993NationalSurveyonFamilyinJapan,thesamesurvey

analyzedinthecurrentpaper.Theyfocusedondifferencesinperceptionbytherespondent'sage,
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1)Inansweringthequestiononcommonfamilyboundaries,respondentsmightthinkaboutactualpersonsinthecategories

and/orimaginesuchpersonsintheirliferatherthanthinkingaboutatypicalfamily(Nonoyama2007).Infact,group

interviewsontheNationalSurveyonFamilyinJapanquestionnaireconfirmedthatmanywomenansweredthequestions

basedontheirownsituation(NationalInstituteofPopulationandSocialSecurityResearch2016).

2)Nonoyama(2007)warnsthatthesequestionsreflectunspokenassumptionaboutfamilyformheldbyfamilysociologists

involved.Hearguesthatfocusingonwhetheronelivestogether,especiallyfortheoldestson,assumesatypicalformof

familyandunfairlyleadstherespondentstothinkinaparticularframework.Incontrast,Yamada(1994)listedvarious

relationalarrangements,includingfinancialandlegalarrangement.Fromasimilarperspective,Powell,etal.(2010)

analyzedhowthevariousarrangements,includingsame-sexoroppositesexcouples,marriedornotmarried,havingor

nothavingchildren,affectwhetherornotpeopleperceivethemasfamilyintheU.S..



residentialarea,levelofeducation,income,ageofyoungestchild,whetherornottherespondent

waslivingwithherparentsorin-laws.Theyalsoexaminedtheresponsedistributionaswellasthe

averagescorescalculatedfromthreeresponsecategories.Notablefindingsincludethefollowing:

womenwhotendedtohaveabroaderperceptionofthefamilywereyoungerinage,residedina

denselyinhabiteddistrict,werelivingapartfromtheirhusband'sortheirownparents,andhad

lowerincome.Womenlivinginnondenselyinhabiteddistricts,thosewithlowlevelofeducation

andthoseintheir50sand60stendedtoperceivemarriedson,hiswife,andchildrenasfamily

memberscomparedtothosewithhigherlevelofeducationandwerelivingindenselyinhabited

districts.

TheanalysesundertakenbyNishiokaandSaitsu(1996)focusedmostlyonbivariaterelationships

betweentheperceptionofeachtypeofkinandsocio-economicfactors.Incontrast,usingthe2008

dataofthesamesurvey,Kamano(2011)undertookmultivariateanalysisandfoundquitea

complexpatternoftheperceptionofparentsandsiblingsofwifeandhusband,marriedsonand

daughter,andgrandparentsofbothsides.Itwasfoundthatlivinginadenselyinhabiteddistrict

increasedthelikelihoodofunconditionallyperceivingasfamilyparentsofbothsides,wife's

siblings,marriedsonanddaughter,husband'ssiblingsandgrandparentsofbothsides.Nothaving

childrentendedtherespondenttowardsperceivingasfamilyparentsandsiblingsofbothsides,

whereaslivingwithhusband'sparentsdisposedtherespondenttowardsperceivingasfamily

parentsofbothsidesandmarriedchildren.Demographicandsocioeconomiccharacteristicsalso

hadaneffect:womenborninlateryearstendedtoperceivealltypesofkinasfamilyuncondition-

allywhilehavingahigherlevelofeducationloweredthelikelihoodofperceivingsiblingsonboth

sidesasfamilymembers.

Onefindinginmostofthesestudieswasthatyoungerpeopleconsistentlyconsideredalltypes

ofkinasfamilymembers.However,theanalyseswereundertakenonlyatonesingletimepoint.

NishiokaandSaitsu(1996)notedthatwhetherthedifferencesbyageobservedintheirstudyhad

comefromchangesassociatedwithagingorfromgenerationaldifferencecouldnotbedetermined,

butspeculatedthatthedifferencebyagewasmostlyduetothelatter.GiventhattheNational

SurveyonFamilyinJapanhasbeenconductedfivetimesovera20-yearperiod,itispossibleto

examinetheunderlyingforcesinthedifferencebyageobservedinasinglesurvey,whichisone

oftheaimsofthecurrentresearch.Differentlyput,therepeatedcross-sectionaldatamakesit

possibletolookintotheover-timechanges.

III.Method

1.Data

Thepresentanalysisusespooleddataofthe1st(1993)tothe5th(2013)NationalFamilySurvey

ofJapanconductedbytheNationalInstituteofPopulationandSocialSecurityResearch,whichis
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anationallyrepresentativecross-sectionalsurvey.Eachsurveyfollowsthesamesamplingmethod

basedoncensustracts.Inthemostrecent2013survey,300tractswererandomlyselectedfromthe

1,088censustractsthathadbeenchosenbyasystematicsamplingmethodfortheComprehensive

SurveyofLivingConditionsofPeopleonHealthandWelfareconductedviaMinistryofHealth,

WelfareandLabour.Thequestionnairesweredistributedtoallhouseholdsintheselectedcensus

tracts,andever-marriedwomenineachhouseholdwereaskedtofilloutthesurvey.Iftherewere

morethanonesuchwomaninahousehold,theyoungestonewasselected,andiftherewerenone,

theheadofthehouseholdfilledoutthefirstfewhousehold-relatedquestions.Fortheanalysis,Iuse

theresponsesofwomenwhoweremarriedatthetimeofthesurvey.Therespectivesamplesizes

andresponseratesfortherespectivesurveysareasfollows:6,083(validresponserate80.6%),

6,993(87.7%),7,252(76.9%),6,870(78.1%),and6,409(78.4%),withatotalof33,607cases

(NationalInstituteofPopulationandSocialSecurityResearch2015).

2.ItemsUsedintheAnalyses

Thekeyitemforthisanalysisisthequestiononhowwomenperceivefamilygenerally(viz.

commonfamilyboundary).Theperceptionoffamilyboundariesiscapturedbythefollowing

question:"Doyouthinkthatgenerally,thefollowingpeopleareone's"familymember"?Please

respondbytakingintoaccountwhetherornotoneliveswiththepersoninquestion."Theresponse

categoriesinclude(a)family,regardlessofwhetheronelivestogetherorlivesapart;(b)family,if

onelivestogether;and(c)notafamilyevenifonelivestogether.Iconsiderthefirstresponse(a)

asindicatingthatthekininquestionisconsideredafamilymemberunconditionally("uncondi-

tionalfamilymember"hereafter).Theanalysisfocusesonone'sfamilyoforientation(parentsand

siblings),andspouse'sandone'sfamilyofprocreation(childrenandtheirspouses):parents,

husband'sparents,wife'ssiblings,husband'ssiblings,marriedson,marrieddaughter,son'swifeand

daughter'shusband.

Othervariablesusedareyearofsurvey,yearofbirthoftherespondents,thelevelofeducation

(dummycodedas"lowersecondaryschool","uppersecondaryschool","specializedtraining

college","juniorcollege/technicalcollege","universitiesandgraduateschool",with"upper

secondaryschool"asareferencecategory),employmentstatus(dummycodedas"full-time

employee","part-timeemployee","self-employed,includingfamilybusiness"and"housewives/-

others",with"part-timeemployee"asareferencecategory),numberofhusband'ssiblings,number

ofwife'ssiblings,livingwithwife'sownparents(dummycodedas"livingwithatleastoneparent"

and"others(livingapart,deceased,orunknown)"),livingarrangementwithhusband'sparents

("livingwithatleastoneofhusband'sparents"and"notlivingwitheitherparents(livingapart,

deceased,orunknown)"),parentalstatus("havechildren"and"donothavechildren"),andthesize

ofhousehold(numberofpeopletherespondentlivewith).Thedescriptivestatisticsofeach

variableispresentedinTable1.
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Table1.SummaryStatisticsforAllVariablesintheAnalysis,bySurveyYear

DependentVariables SurveyYear
1993 1998 2003 2008 2013 All

PerceiveasFamilyMembers

Wife'sParents[WP](%) 44.5 69.7 67.8 78.2 78.4 68.1
n 5,505 6,320 6,518 6,205 5,725 30,273

Husband'sParents[HP](%) 42.8 64.8 65.5 71.2 70.1 63.2
n 5,515 6,303 6,490 6,153 5,702 30,163

Wife'sSiblings[WS](%) 25.7 38.6 41.3 51.1 56.1 42.7
n 5,457 6,177 6,344 6,099 5,649 29,726

Husband'sSiblings[HS](%) 20.0 30.0 35.0 38.9 42.7 33.5
n 5,453 6,180 6,292 6,088 5,640 29,653

MarriedSon[Son](%) 53.2 59.5 63.7 68.6 73.2 63.6
n 5,544 5,866 6,212 5,973 5,453 29,048

MarriedDaughter[Dau](%) 35.0 55.1 60.6 66.2 71.0 57.7
n 5,477 5,881 6,194 5,973 5,295 28,820

Son'sWife[SW](%) 51.0 54.2 58.8 63.8 65.2 58.5
n 5,538 5,819 6,160 5,705 5,208 28,430

Daughter'sHusband[DH](%) 31.8 49.6 55.4 60.1 62.2 51.9
n 5,479 5,824 6,147 5,701 5,211 28,362

IndependentVariables SurveyYear
1993 1998 2003 2008 2013 All

YearofBirth(%)

1889-1929 8.9 7.0 3.7 2.8 1.2 4.7
1930-39 17.3 15.5 12.4 11.0 7.5 12.7
1940-49 27.9 25.9 22.8 21.7 19.8 23.6
1950-59 27.8 26.5 24.6 22.3 23.7 24.9
1960-69 17.0 19.4 22.4 20.5 21.6 20.3
1970-79 1.0 5.6 13.4 18.4 18.7 11.6
1980-1993 0.7 3.2 7.6 2.3
n 6,083 6,993 7,252 6,870 6,409 33,607

Age(%)

29orunder 9.5 7.9 6.8 4.8 3.5 6.5
30-39 24.9 20.8 22.1 19.9 15.2 20.6
40-49 30.4 27.8 22.1 20.4 21.9 24.4
50-59 20.9 23.4 26.2 23.3 21.9 23.2
60-69 11.1 14.7 15.4 19.9 23.1 16.8
70orolder 3.2 5.6 7.4 11.7 14.4 8.5
n 6,083 6,993 7,252 6,870 6,409 33,607

Education(%)

Lowersecondaryschool 18.9 16.5 15.6 14.1 13.2 15.6
Uppersecondaryschool1) 43.7 43.3 42.1 43.1 40.9 42.6
Specializedtrainingcollege 8.9 10.5 10.1 10.1 11.9 10.3
Junior/Technicalcollege 15.0 16.1 19.8 18.7 20.8 18.1
University/Graduateschool 7.2 8.0 9.8 12.0 11.1 9.7
NA2) 6.4 5.5 2.6 2.0 2.2 3.7
n 6,083 6,993 7,252 6,870 6,409 33,607

EmploymentStatus(%)

Full-time 16.8 17.4 15.1 17.2 13.6 16.0
Part-time1) 17.4 15.3 23.4 23.5 28.5 21.6
Self-employeed 12.6 7.1 12.7 11.8 11.5 11.1
Housewife/Other 45.5 58.1 45.3 42.2 42.8 46.9
NA2) 7.7 2.1 3.4 5.4 3.5 4.4
n 6,083 6,993 7,252 6,870 6,409 33,607

ParentalStatus(%)

Nochildren1) 8.0 8.3 9.8 9.3 9.2 8.9
Havechildren 89.2 90.3 89.3 89.7 90.2 89.7
NA2) 2.8 1.4 0.8 1.1 0.7 1.3
n 6,083 6,993 7,252 6,870 6,409 33,607

Wife'sParents(%)

Livingtogether 5.0 3.7 5.1 4.9 5.2 95.2
Notlivingtogether/deceased1) 95.0 96.3 94.9 95.1 94.8 4.8
n 6,083 6,993 7,252 6,870 6,409 33,607

Husband'sParents(%)

Livingtogether 15.3 10.6 14.5 11.6 14.1 86.8
Notlivingtogether/deceased1) 84.7 89.4 85.5 88.4 85.9 13.2
n 6,083 6,993 7,252 6,870 6,409 33,607

NumberofHusband'sSiblings(mean) 3.67 3.51 3.30 3.17 3.03 3.33
standarddeviation (1.74) (1.69) (1.60) (1.51) (1.42) (1.61)
n 5,776 6,679 7,093 6,521 6,223 32,292

NumberofWife'sSiblings(mean) 3.59 3.48 3.23 3.09 3.00 3.27
standarddeviation (1.68) (1.65) (1.53) (1.44) (1.36) (1.55)
n 5,894 6,797 7,189 6,673 6,269 32,822

HouseholdSize(mean) 3.69 3.45 3.46 3.27 3.27 3.43
standarddeviation (1.35) (1.22) (1.36) (1.26) (1.30) (1.31)
n 6,083 6,993 7,252 6,870 6,409 33,607

1)Usedasareferencecategoryinlogisticregressionanalysis
2)Excludedfromlogisticregressionanalysis



3.Analysis

(1)Analysis1:Socio-economiccharacteristicsandfamilialexperiencesonperceptionofnormative

familyboundaries

Analysisofvariousattitudestowardthefamilyhasfoundthatlevelofeducationand

employmentstatusofwomentohaveanimpact(DoriusandAlwin2010).Likewise,women's

perceptionofcommonfamilyboundaryisalsoexpectedtovaryaccordingtothelevelofeducation

andemploymentstatus(NishiokaandSaitsu1996,Kamano2011).

Inaddition,itissafetoassumethatfamilialexperienceswouldalsoaffectwomen'sperception

ofcommonfamilyboundaries.Forexample,whetheronehaschildrenmightimpactonhowshe

perceivescommonunderstandingregardingfamilyboundariespertainingtochildrenaswellas

theirspouses・theson'swifeorthedaughter'shusband.Similarly,thenumberofsiblingsshehas

mighthaveanimpactonhowsheperceivescommonunderstandingastowhetherthewife's

siblingsareone'sfamily,andhowmanysiblingsherhusbandhasinturnwouldaffecthowshe

viewshusband'ssiblings.Otherexperiencesthatcanshapeone'sviewofthewife'sandthe

husband'sparentsincludewhetherawomanislivingwithherparentsandwhethersheisliving

withherhusband'sparents.Therefore,inadditiontotherespondent'seducationalattainmentand

employmentstatus,thecurrentanalysiswouldalsoconsiderparentalstatus,numberofone's

siblings,numberofspouse'ssiblings,residence(whetherornotsheliveswithherparents,whether

ornotsheliveswithherhusband'sparents),andhouseholdsize(NishiokaandSaitsu1996,

Kamano2011).

Theexpectedassociationbetweenexperiencesandperceptionasdelineatedaboveassumesa

directeffect:havingsiblingsmightaffecthowawomanperceivessiblingsbutnothowshesees

parents,whereaslivingwithhusband'sparentsmightaffecthowsheviewscommonfamily

boundariesregardingparents,butnotsiblings.However,whetherthisisindeedborneouthasyet

tobesystematicallyexamined.Therefore,intheanalysis,Iwillexaminethesamefamilial

experiencesonalleighttypesofkinforcomparativepurposesandalsotoexplorethepossibility

ofindirecteffectsofsuchfamilialexperiences.Inexaminingtheeffectsofsocioeconomic

characteristicsandfamilialexperiences,Iwillcontrolforwomen'syearofbirthandyearofsurvey.

(2)Analysis2:Exploringtheunderlyingsourcesofchangeusinglogisticregressiondecomposition

method

Anothersetofanalysisexaminesthesourcesofchangesinwomen'sperceptionoffamilyover

theyears.Thechangesovertheyearsinasocialphenomenon,suchasattitudes,consistofthree

elements:ageeffects(biologicalorphysicalchangesthatoccurwithage,theaccumulationof

socialexperiences,changesinrolesandstatuses,allofwhichmightbringaboutchangesinviews

andbeliefs),periodeffects(changesspecifictoacertainhistoricalperiod,whichcanbeattributed

tosocial,cultural,physicalchangeswithintheenvironmentthatmightaffecteveryoneliving
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throughthathistoricalperiod);andcohorteffects(thegroupofpeopleborninthesameyearshare

certaincharacteristicsandexperiences,contributingtoholdingthesimilarattitudes).

Inthisanalysis,graphswillfirstbepresentedtodepictchangesinthepercentageofwomen

perceivingthateachtypeofkinasfamilybysurveyyear,ageandbirthcohort.

Next,alogisticregressioncompositionmethodwillbeusedtoidentifytheverynatureofthe

sourcesofchanges.Thelogisticregressiondecompositionmethod(Lee,Tufi�andAlwin2010)

utilizedherefollowsthesameprincipleasthelineardecompositionmethodusedforapproximating

sourcesofaggregatesocialchange,suchasattitudestowardcertainissuesinthepopulationshown

throughrepeatedcross-sectionalsurveys,asinthecurrentpaper(Firebaugh1992,1997).

Aggregatesocialchangeconsistsofnetchangeamongindividualsandpopulationturnover・the

formerisintra-cohortchangeandthelatter,changesintherelativesizesofcohorts.Putdifferently,

thismethodidentifiesthesegmentofchangebroughtaboutbycohortreplacementandby

individualchange(i.e.,intra-cohortchange,or"periodeffect").

Inrepeatedcross-sectionalsurveys,eachsurveyyearequalsthesumoftherespondent'sageand

yearofbirth,andhence,itisimpossibletoestimateage,periodandcohortsimultaneouslydueto

identificationproblem.InanyAPCanalysis,itisnecessarytomakeapriorassumptiontoaddress

thisdilemma.Inalogisticregressiondecompositionmethod,whichisavariationofthelinear

decompositionmethod,cohortandperiodeffectsareestimatedwiththeassumptionthatageeffect

iszero.Intheanalysishere,however,itisnotnecessarytoassumethataginghasnoeffectonhow

womenperceivecommonfamilyboundaries.Iarguethatitisnotagingperse,butexperiences

associatedwithaging,suchasexperiencesofmarriage,havingchildrenandwork,allofwhichare

lifeeventsassociatedwithaging,thataffecthowoneviewfamilyboundaries.Inthecurrent

analysis,allrespondentsaremarried,andfurther,whetherornottheyhavechild(ren)andtheir

employmentstatuswillbecontrolledfor,andhence,itisreasonablenottoincludeageeffectinthe

model(seeDorisandAlwin2010forasimilarargument).

Inthefirststepofthelogisticregressiondecomposition,thelogisticregressionmodelis

estimatedas

ln((π)/(1-π))=a+b1SY+b2BY

whereπrepresentstheprobabilityofperceivingthekininquestionasafamilymemberregardless

ofwhetherapersonliveswiththekin(i.e.unconditional),and1-π theprobabilityofnot

perceivingthekininquestionasafamilymemberunconditionally.Intherestoftheformula,b1

andb2 arelogitcoefficients,SYissurveyyear,andBY,birthyear.Inthesecondstepof

decomposition,thelogitcoefficientsb1andb2andthedifferencesinsurveyyearandthemeanof

yearofbirthareusedtocomputetheindividualchangeandcohortreplacementcomponentsinthe

followingmanner:

Individualchange:IC=b1(SYtf-SYt0)

Cohortreplacement:CR=b2(BYtf-BYt0)
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SYtf-SYt0isthetimeelapsedfromtime0andtimef.Forexample,iftheearliestsurveyyear

analyzedis1993andthelatest,2013,SYtfisequalto2013,SYt0isequalto1993,SYtf-SYt0

thereforewouldbe2013-1993=20.BYtfisthemeanbirthyearattimef,andBYt0,attime0(Lee,

Tufi�andAlwin2008).Theproportionoftotalchange(thesumofICandCR)attributedto

individualchangeandtocohortreplacementiscomputedbysimplydividingICbythetotalandCR

bythetotal.

Thepresentanalysisconsistsoftwodecompositionanalyses.Inthefirstdecompositionanalysis,

thenetchangeisdecomposedintocohortreplacementandindividualchanges(Model1).Indoing

so,theyearofsurveyandtheindividual'syearofbirthareincludedinthelogisticregression

analysisforeachtypeofkin.Intheseconddecompositionanalysis,theeffectsofsocio-economic

characteristicsandfamilialexperiencesarecontrolledfor(Model2).Thecontrolvariables

consideredherearethesameasthoseexaminedinAnalysis1,namely,thelevelofeducation,

employmentstatus,parentalstatus,livingarrangementinrelationtoparents,siblingstatusand

householdsize.Thisseconddecompositionanalysisexaminestherelativecontributionofcohort

replacementandindividualchangestothetotalchangeobserved,takingintoaccountthechanges

occurredinthecompositionofpopulationonthesesocio-economiccharacteristicsandfamilial

experiencesbetween1993and2013.Sincethecontrolvariablesarethesameasthefactors

examinedinAnalysis1,thecoefficientsobtainedfromtheearlierlogisticregressionwillbeused

tocomputethe%changesattributedtoeachofthesocio-economiccharacteristicsandfamilial

experiences.Thecoefficientforeachvariableismultipliedbythedifferenceinmeanof1993and

2013oftherespectivevariables.Thepurposehereistoseetherelativecontributionofcohort

replacementandindividualchanges,controllingforchangesinthesocio-economiccharacteristics

andfamilialexperiences.

IV.Results

(1)Analysis1:Socio-economiccharacteristicsandfamilialexperiencesonperceptionofnormative

familyboundaries

TheresultsoflogisticregressionanalysesfortheeighttypesofkinareshowninTable2.For

alleighttypesofkin,thesurveyyearshowsstatisticallysignificantpositiveeffect,indicatingthat

controllingforotherfactors,therearesignificantlymorewomenwhoperceivethateachtypeofkin

asfamilymembersinlatersurveyyears.3)Inotherwords,thelaterthetimeperiod,themorelikely

thateachtypeofkinisseenas"familymember"generallyevenaftercontrollingforthewomen's

socio-economiccharacteristicsandfamilialexperiences.Yearofbirthalsoshowsastatistically

significantpositiveeffectforallkintypes,indicatingthatthelaterawomanisborn,themorelikely

sheperceiveseachtypeofkinasunconditionalfamilymembers.Inotherwords,youngerwomen
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tendtoexhibitamoreinclusiveperceptionofthefamily,viz.abroadercommonfamilyboundary.

Theeffectofthelevelofeducationvariesamongtypesofkin.Thepositivestatistically

significanteffectsofdummycoded"lowersecondaryschool"indicatethathavingalower

secondaryschooleducation,comparedtobeinganuppersecondaryschoolgraduate,increasesthe

likelihoodofperceivingwife'sandhusband'ssiblingsandsonandhiswifeas"family"generally.

Ajuniorcollegeeducation,incomparisontoanuppersecondaryschooleducation,decreasesthe

chanceofperceivingsiblingsofwifeandhusbandas"family."Havingauniversityeducation

decreasesthelikelihoodofperceivingeachtypeofkinas"family".Inotherwords,havingahigher

educationleadstonarrowerormoreexclusivecommonfamilyboundaries,whereashavingless

thananuppersecondaryschooleducationleadstobroaderboundaries.

Employmentstatusalsoaffectshowwomenperceivecommonfamilyboundaries.Beinga

full-timeemployee,incomparisonwithbeingapart-timeemployee,hasastatisticallypositive

effectonperceivingasfamilymemberswife'sparents,husband'sparentsandwife'ssiblings.

Self-employmenthasanegativeeffectonincludingdaughterandherhusbandandwife'sparents

as"family".Thestatusofahousewife,asopposedtothatofapart-timeemployee,hasapositive

effectonperceivingasfamilymemberswife'sparents,wife'ssiblings,husband'ssiblingsand

marriedson.

Turningtofamilialexperiences,thenegativecoefficientsindicatethatthegreaterthenumberof

husband'ssiblings,thelesslikelymarriedwomenperceiveparentsandsiblingsofbothsidesas

commonfamilymembers.Similarly,thegreaterthenumberofwife'ssiblings,thelesslikelywife's

parentsandsiblingsareperceivedascommonfamilymembers,butthemorelikelyson'swifeis

perceivedasafamilymember.

Havingornothavingchildrenalsohasvaryingeffectsdependingonthetypeofkin.Negative

effectsareobservedforparentsandsiblingsofbothsidesandmarriedson:havingachildseems

todisposeonetowardsviewingthefamilyoforiginofbothhusbandandwifeasnotpartoffamily

generally.Ontheotherhand,havingchildrentendstomakeoneperceiveson'swifeanddaughter

andherhusbandasfamilymembers.Consideredtogether,byhavingchildren,womentendtowards

notperceivingfamilyoforiginonbothsidesasfamilybutperceivingchildren'sfamilyofchoice

(familyofprocreation)asfamily,withtheexceptionofmarriedson.

Livingwithhusband'sparents(asopposedtonotlivingwiththemor"other"arrangement,

includingdeceased)hasanegativeeffectonperceivingasfamilywife'sandhusband'sparents,

husband'ssiblings,daughterandherhusband.Livingwithwife'sparents(i.e.thewoman'sown

parents),ontheotherhand,hasapositiveeffectonperceivingasfamilywife'sparentsbuta

negativeeffectwithrespecttohusband'sparentsandsiblings.

Finally,householdsizehasnegativeeffectsonperceivingasfamilyalltypesofkinexceptfor

marriedson,indicatingthatthegreaterawoman'shouseholdsize,thelessshetendstoperceive

thesekinasfamilymembersgenerally.
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(2)Analysis2:DecompositionofNetChangeintoCohortReplacementandIntra-cohortChanges

Thegraphsshowthechangesinthepercentageofwomenperceivingthateachtypeofkinas

familybysurveyyear(Figure1),age(Figure2)andbirthcohort(Figure3).In1993,marriedson

andson'swifehadthehighestpercentagesbutweresurpassedbywife'sparentsandcaughtupby

husband'sparentsandmarrieddaughter.Thepatternsbyageandbirthcohortarealmostthesame.

Olderpeopleatanysurveypointandalsotheoldercohortstendtoexcludesiblings,anddaughter

andherhusbandtoalesserextent,butsuchdifferencesarelessprominentamongyoungerpeople

andalsothoseborninthelateryears.

TheresultsofdecompositionanalysesarepresentedinTable3.Model1decomposesthenet

changesintochangesattributedtocohortreplacementandthosetoindividualchanges.Theresults

oflogisticregressionanalysiswithsurveyyearandyearofbirthforestimatinglogitcoefficientsare

shownintheupperpartofTable2.Thedecompositionanalysesforalltypesofkininbothmodels

showthatthedirectionofchangeindicatedbycohortreplacementandindividualchangesarethe

same,confirmingthateitherforcetendstowardabroaderperceptionofthefamily.

TheresultsforModel1showthatindividualchangesexplainmorethan75%ofthechanges

observedintheperceptionofwhetherparents,childrenandtheirspousesareunconditionally

familymembers:77.4%forwife'sparents,83.0%forhusband'sparents,84.1%formarriedson,

80.5%formarrieddaughter,93.5%forson'swifeand84.7%fordaughter'shusband.Ontheother

hand,thesameanalysesshowthatforwife'sandhusband'ssiblings,individualchangesandcohort

replacementcontributealmostequallytotheincreaseintheproportionofwomenwhoperceive

themasfamilymembersgenerally.

Model2informsusastowhethertheforegoingchangesmostlyexplainedbyindividualchanges

wouldremainaftertakingintoaccountchangesinsocio-economiccharacteristicsandfamilial

experiencesofwomenoverthisperiod,namely,thelevelofeducation,employmentstatus,number

ofsiblingsofthewife,numberofsiblingsofthehusband,presenceofchild(ren),whetheronelives

withparentsandhouseholdsize.Theresultsshowthatafterthesechangesarebeingcontrolledfor,

theproportiontakenupbyindividualchangesisthegreatestforhusband'sparents(78%),with

cohortreplacementcontributinglessthan20% (17%).Forwife'sparents,sonandhiswife,

daughterandherhusband,over70%isexplainedbyindividualchanges,andaboutquarterby

cohortreplacement.Forsiblings,thereisequalcontributionofbothsourcesofchanges,about50%

each.

InModel2,thepercentageofoverallchangesexplainedbyindividualchangesandcohort

replacementvariesforsometypesofkin.ThedifferencesfromModel1aremostobviousforson's

wifeandmarriedson.Forson'swife,thecontributionofindividualchangesdecreasesfrom93.5%

to75.7%whilethatofcohortreplacementincreasesfrom6.6%to23.6%.Formarriedson,the

figuresare84.1%and69.2%forindividualchangesand15.9%and28.6%forcohortreplacement.

Withrespecttotheperceptionofparentsandsiblings,theresultsremainalmostthesamefor
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Table2.LogisticRegressionModelsofPerceptionofKinas"FamilyMembers"(PooledData,1993-2013)

andChangesinMean(1993to2013)

Kin Wife'sparents Husband'sparents Wife'ssiblings Husband'ssiblings

Model1 B S.E. Changes
inmean B S.E. Changes

inmean B S.E. Changesinmean B S.E. Changesinmean

Surveyyear .058*** .002 20 .044*** .002 20 .034*** .002 20 .025*** .002 20

Yearofbirth .028*** .001 11.841 .015*** .001 11.812 .057*** .001 11.749 .046*** .001 11.722

Intercept -169.9*** 4.205 -118.1*** 3.884 -180.3*** 4.158 -141.2*** 4.145

-2Log-Likelihood 32289.306 35053.232 32936.263 32070.879

Cox-SnellR2 0.074 0.038 0.141 0.090

NagelkerkeR2 0.104 0.052 0.190 0.125

McFaddenPseudoR2 0.062 0.029 0.111 0.074

N 27584 27506 27124 27097

Model2 B S.E. Changes
inmean B S.E. Changes

inmean B S.E. Changesinmean B S.E. Changesinmean

Surveyyear .054*** .002 20 .042*** .002 20 .033*** .002 20 .025*** .002 20

Yearofbirth .028*** .001 11.841 .016*** .001 11.812 .059*** .001 11.749 .048*** .001 11.722

Lowersecondaryschool .025 .042 -0.071 -.019 .041 -0.072 .211*** .045 -0.069 .240*** .046 -0.070

Specializedtrainingcollege .057 .047 0.027 .021 .044 0.028 .052 .045 0.027 -.003 .045 0.027

Junior/Technicalcollege .017 .038 0.054 .012 .036 0.054 -.077* .036 0.054 -.130*** .037 0.052

Universities/Graduateschool -.116* .048 0.040 -.162*** .045 0.041 -.202*** .046 0.038 -.341*** .047 0.039

Full-time .161*** .045 -0.039 .086* .042 -0.039 .105* .042 -0.038 .048 .043 -0.037

Self-employed -.115* .049 -0.015 .049 .047 -0.016 -.075 .049 -0.015 -.023 .051 -0.017

Housewives/Other .072* .035 -0.063 .046 .033 -0.060 .124*** .034 -0.064 .104** .035 -0.062

#ofHusband'ssiblings -.021* .009 -0.645 -.054*** .009 -0.652 -.023* .010 -0.641 -.041*** .010 -0.640

#ofWife'ssiblings -.056*** .010 -0.594 .006 .009 -0.597 -.031** .010 -0.578 .000 .011 -0.590

Presenceofchild(ren) -.329*** .060 -0.008 -.256*** .054 -0.008 -.468*** .053 -0.008 -.477*** .052 -0.008

Livewithwife'sparents .183** .069 0.005 -.319*** .063 0.004 .014 .067 0.004 -.135* .069 0.005

Livewithhusband'sparents -.246*** .046 -0.016 -.117** .044 -0.015 -.029 .046 -0.015 -.137*** .048 -0.016

Householdsize -.091*** .015 -0.413 -.064*** .014 -0.416 -.081*** .015 -0.416 -.049*** .015 -0.415

Intercept -162.739*** 4.486 -113.864*** 4.156 -179.737*** 4.477 -144.202*** 4.470

-2Log-Likelihood 31961.63 34834.129 32619.861 31738.6

Cox-SnellR2 0.085 0.045 0.151 0.101

NagelkerkeR2 0.119 0.062 0.203 0.140

McFaddenPseudoR2 0.071 0.035 0.120 0.084

N 27584 27506 27124 27097

Kin Marriedson Marrieddaughter Son'swife Daughter'shusband

Model1 B S.E. Changes
inmean B S.E. Changes

inmean B S.E. Changesinmean B S.E. Changesinmean

Surveyyear .038*** .002 20 .058*** .002 20 .031*** .002 20 .050*** .002 20

YearofBirth .013*** .001 11.622 .024*** .001 11.820 .004*** .001 11.956 .015*** .001 11.933

Intercept -100.1*** 3.904 -161.739*** 4.012 -70.610*** 3.789 -129.724*** 3.871

-2Log-Likelihood 33978.074 33789.671 34880.259 34619.814

Cox-SnellR2 0.027 0.072 0.014 0.047

NagelkerkeR2 0.038 0.097 0.018 0.063

McFaddenPseudoR2 0.021 0.055 0.010 0.035

N 26473 26294 25931 25910

Model2 B S.E.Changesinmean B S.E.Changesinmean B S.E.Changesinmean B S.E.Changesinmean

Surveyyear .032*** .002 20 .052*** .002 20 .026*** .002 20 .046*** .002 20

YearofBirth .023*** .001 11.622 .030*** .001 11.820 .013*** .001 11.956 .022*** .001 11.933

Lowersecondaryschool .136*** .042 -0.070 .031 .042 -0.072 .104* .041 -0.075 .025 .042 -0.075

Specializedtrainingcollege -.046 .045 0.024 -.029 .045 0.026 -.071 .043 0.027 -.036 .044 0.028

Junior/Technicalcollege -.066 .036 0.054 -.041 .036 0.056 -.043 .035 0.057 -.034 .035 0.057

Universities/Graduateschool -.198*** .045 0.041 -.111* .046 0.043 -.275*** .044 0.044 -.207*** .044 0.044

Full-time .014 .009 -0.040 .019 .042 -0.037 .066 .041 -0.036 .029 .041 -0.036

Selfemployed .017 .010 -0.016 -.136** .048 -0.016 .000 .047 -0.016 -.113* .047 -0.016

Housewives .244*** .054 -0.061 -.007 .034 -0.062 -.003 .033 -0.064 -.007 .033 -0.064

#ofHusband'ssiblings -.047 .064 -0.638 -.001 .009 -0.635 .011 .009 -0.652 .003 .009 -0.637

#ofWife'ssiblings -.033 .045 -0.580 -.002 .010 -0.599 .023* .010 -0.599 .008 .010 -0.600

Presenceofchild(ren) -.136*** .015 -0.003 .189*** .054 -0.002 .179*** .053 -0.003 .108* .053 -0.003

Livewithwife'sparents .059 .042 0.003 -.086 .065 0.003 .057 .064 0.004 .005 .064 0.003

Livewithhusband'sparents -.034 .048 -0.017 -.218*** .045 -0.016 .021 .044 -0.016 -.160*** .045 -0.015

Householdsize -.017 0.034 -0.419 -0.115*** 0.015 -0.408 -0.130*** 0.014 -0.406 -0.108*** 0.014 -0.402

Intercept -107.152***4.202017936 -163.822***4.303816199 -77.593*** 4.081 -133.011*** 4.159

-2Log-Likelihood 33778.007 33580.220 34693.456 34440.598

Cox-SnellR2 0.035 0.080 0.021 0.054

NagelkerkeR2 0.048 0.107 0.028 0.072

McFaddenPseudoR2 0.027 0.061 0.015 0.040

N 26473 26294 25931 25910

***:p<0.001**:p<0.01*:p<0.05

Note:Referencecategoriesare"Uppersecondaryschool"foreducation,"Part-time"foremploymentstatus,"nochildren"forparentalstatus,"notliving
withanyofherparents/deceased"forwhetherornotoneliveswithherparent(s),and"notlivingwithanyofthehusband'sparents/deceased"forwhether
ornotoneliveswithherhusband'sparent(s).



Models1and2,withindividualchangesexplainingmorethanthreequartersofthenetchangewith

respecttowife'sandhusband'sparentsandhalfofthenetchangeforsiblingsofbothsides.

Someresultsonthecontributionofcontrolfactorsareworthmentioning,despitethatsuchan

analysisisnotthefocusofthepaper.Thecontributionofthesefactorsisminusculeintermsof

relativeproportion,affirmingthatmostoftheover-timechangescanbeattributedtoindividual

changes,andalsotoalesserextenttocohortreplacement.Thussaid,householdsize,numberof

siblings,educationlevelandemploymentstatusarebothstatisticallysignificantandmakegreater

than1%contributioninmagnitudeontheperceptionofsometypesofkin.Decreaseinhousehold

sizefrom1993to2013contributestotheincreaseinthepercentageperceivingasfamilyparents

andsiblingsofwifeandhusband,daughterandherhusbandandson'swife;thepercentageis

highestat7.8%forson'swife,followedbydaughter'shusband3.6%andmarrieddaughter3.2%.

Decreaseinthenumberofhusband'ssiblingsontheaveragecontributestotheincreasein

percentageperceivinghusband'sparentandsiblingsgenerallyasfamilymembers,contributing

3.3%tothenetincreaseobservedinperceptionofhusband'sparentsand2.5%tothatofhusband's
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Figure1.PercentagePerceivingEachKinas"Family

Member",bySurveyYear
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Figure2.PercentagePerceivingEachKinas"Family

Member",byAge(PooledData,1993-2013)
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Figure3.PercentagePerceivingEachKinas"Family

Member",byYearofBirth(PooledData,

1993-2013)
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% for Figure 3:
WP HP WS HS Son Dau SW DH

40.4 57.9 36.6
1930s 55.6 55.8 20.7 17.6 58.2
-1929 57.5 55.9 21.1 17.4 59.9

44.8 57.1 42.1
1940s 60.0 58.5 29.1 23.5 61.4 52.7 58.4 49.5
1950s 65.8 60.7 38.3 29.6 60.5 55.9 55.5 50.2
1960s 73.8 66.1 53.2 40.7 62.5 60.2 55.6 52.7
1970s 87.7 77.4 75.8 59.4 78.6 78.4 68.4 67.7
1980s 91.9 82.4 86.8 69.3 86.1 85.7 75.0 73.8

% for Figure 1:   See Table 1 (Dependent Variables)

% for Figure 2: WP HP WS HS Son Dau SW DH
70.5 65.0 62.3

30s 74.6 67.1 58.2 45.2
-29 82.7 73.6 73.4 59.7

65.3
73.1

62.9 58.1 54.5
40s 66.4 60.8 41.5 31.7 59.9 55.1 53.9 48.7
50s 63.9 60.4 34.1 26.4 65.1 57.0 60.9 52.7
60s 63.3 62.0 29.1 23.7 63.5 53.3 61.1 49.6
70s 63.9 62.3 25.6 21.8 57.9 49.9 56.1 46.5
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Table3.DecompositionofChangesbetween1993and2013inthePerceptionofKinas"FamilyMember"

Wife'sparents Husband'sparents Wife'ssiblings Husband'ssiblings

Logit
Change

%of
Change
Explained

Logit
Change

%of
Change
Explained

Logit
Change

%of
Change
Explained

Logit
Change

%of
Change
Explained

Model1

IndividualChanges 1.151*** 77.42 0.884*** 82.95 0.678*** 50.17 0.505*** 48.38

CohortReplacement 0.336*** 22.58 0.182*** 17.05 0.674*** 49.83 0.539*** 51.62

TotalChange 1.487 1.066 1.352 1.044

Model2

IndividualChanges 1.087*** 72.35 0.839*** 77.97 0.650*** 47.23 0.504*** 47.02

CohortReplacement 0.336*** 22.38 0.187*** 17.39 0.692*** 50.27 0.562*** 52.36

%IC/(IC+CR) 76.38 81.77 48.44 47.31

Lowersecondarychool -0.002 -0.12 0.001 0.13 -0.015*** -1.06 -0.017*** -1.57

Specializedtrainingcollege 0.002 0.10 0.001 0.06 0.001 0.10 0.000 -0.01

Junior/Technicalcollege 0.001 0.06 0.001 0.06 -0.004* -0.30 -0.007*** -0.63

Universities/Graduateschool -0.005* -0.31 -0.007*** -0.61 -0.008*** -0.56 -0.013*** -1.25

Full-time -0.006*** -0.42 -0.003* -0.31 -0.004* -0.29 -0.002 -0.17

Self-employed 0.002* 0.12 -0.001 -0.07 0.001 0.08 0.000 0.04

Housewives -0.005* -0.30 -0.003 -0.26 -0.008*** -0.58 -0.006** -0.60

#ofHusband'ssiblings 0.014* 0.91 0.035*** 3.26 0.015* 1.06 0.026*** 2.45

#ofWife'ssiblings 0.033*** 2.21 -0.004 -0.34 0.018** 1.29 0.000 -0.02

Presenceofchild(ren) 0.003*** 0.18 0.002*** 0.20 0.004*** 0.27 0.004*** 0.33

Livewithwife'sparents 0.001** 0.06 -0.001*** -0.12 0.000 0.00 -0.001* -0.06

Livewithhusband'sparents 0.004*** 0.26 0.002** 0.16 0.000 0.03 0.002*** 0.20

Householdsize 0.038*** 2.52 0.027*** 2.48 0.034*** 2.45 0.020*** 1.90

Totalchange 1.503 1.077 1.376 1.073

Changeindependent
variable,1993to2013 0.347 0.280 0.308 0.232

Marriedson Marrieddaughter Son'swife Daughter'shusband

Logit
Change

%of
Change
Explained

Logit
Change

%of
Change
Explained

Logit
Change

%of
Change
Explained

Logit
Change

%of
Change
Explained

Model1

IndividualChanges 0.749*** 84.07 1.161*** 80.52 0.621*** 93.45 1.006*** 84.70

CohortReplacement 0.142*** 15.93 0.281*** 19.48 0.044*** 6.55 0.182*** 15.30

TotalChange 0.891 1.442 0.664 1.188

Model2

IndividualChanges 0.636*** 69.23 1.050*** 72.31 0.517*** 75.74 0.910*** 76.23

CohortReplacement 0.263*** 28.64 0.359*** 24.71 0.161*** 23.60 0.258*** 21.58

%IC/(IC+CR) 70.74 74.53 76.24 77.94

Lowersecondaryschool -0.010*** -1.05 -0.002 -0.16 -0.008* -1.15 -0.002 -0.15

Specializedtrainingcollege -0.001 -0.12 -0.001 -0.05 -0.002 -0.27 -0.001 -0.08

Junior/Technicalcollege -0.004 -0.39 -0.002 -0.16 -0.002 -0.36 -0.002 -0.16

Universities/Graduateschool -0.008*** -0.89 -0.005* -0.33 -0.012*** -1.79 -0.009*** -0.77

Full-time -0.001 -0.06 -0.001 -0.05 -0.002 -0.35 -0.001 -0.09

Self-employed 0.000 -0.03 0.002** 0.15 0.000 0.00 0.002* 0.15

Housewives -0.015*** -1.62 0.000 0.03 0.000 0.03 0.000 0.04

#ofHusband'ssiblings 0.030 3.30 0.000 0.03 -0.007 -1.06 -0.002 -0.17

#ofWife'ssiblings 0.019 2.06 0.001 0.07 -0.014* -2.03 -0.005 -0.39

Presenceofchild(ren) 0.000*** 0.04 0.000*** -0.03 -0.001*** -0.09 0.000* -0.02

Livewithwife'sparents 0.000 0.02 0.000 -0.02 0.000 0.04 0.000 0.00

Livewithhusband'sparents 0.001 0.06 0.004*** 0.24 0.000 -0.05 0.002*** 0.21

Householdsize 0.007 0.79 0.047*** 3.24 0.053*** 7.75 0.044*** 3.64

Totalchange 0.918 1.452 0.683 1.194

Changeindependent
variable,1993to2013 0.212 0.367 0.367 0.310

***:p<0.001**:p<0.01*:p<0.05

Note:Referencecategoriesare"Uppersecondaryschool"foreducation,"Part-time"foremploymentstatus,"nochildren"forparentalstatus,"not
livingwithanyofherparents/deceased"forwhetherornotoneliveswithherparent(s),and"notlivingwithanyofthehusband's
parents/deceased"forwhetherornotoneliveswithherhusband'sparent(s).



siblings.Decreaseinthepercentageofhousewivesontheaggregatelevelovertimecontributesto

thereductionoftheproportionconsideringmarriedsonasafamilymemberby1.6%.Thismeans

thatifnotforthedecreaseintheproportionofhousewivesontheaggregatelevel,theovertime

increaseobservedinthepercentageperceivingmarriedsonas"family"wouldhavebeeneven

greater.Aggregateincreaseinuniversity-educatedwomenlowersthepercentageconsidering

husband'ssiblingasfamilyby1.3%andson'swifeby1.8%.

V.Discussion

Thefirstanalysisshowsthatthereissignificantamountofvariationamongsocioeconomicand

familyexperiencesvariablesintheireffectsondiversetypesofkin,butsomepatternscanbe

discernedandperhapsreadilyexplainedaswell.Ahighereducation,asnotedabove,generally

leadstoamoreexclusiveperceptionoffamilyboundarygenerally.Full-timeemploymentand

housewifestatusbothdisposeonetobemoreinclusiveandself-employmentlessso.Having

childrendisposesonetoexcludefamilyoforiginbutincludechildren'sfamilyofchoiceasfamily.

Livingwithherownparentsmakesonemoreinclinedtoseewife'sparentsbutnothusband's

parentsorsiblingsasfamily,butlivingwithhusband'sparentsdoesnothavethesameparallel

effect.Thebiggerthehouseholdsize,thelesssheseeskinasfamilymembersexceptformarried

son.Inmostcases,patternsaresimilarbetweensonandson'swife,andalsobetweendaughterand

daughter'shusband(seealsoNishiokaandSaitsu1996).

Itisdifficulttoidentifyconsistentmechanismstoexplainthesepatterns,orperhaps,different

mechanismsareatwork,dependingonthetypesofkin,ortheremightevenbemultiple

mechanismsthatattimescontradictoneanother.

Mechanismsmightbeideationalorexperiential.Fortheformer,ashasbeenexploredinextant

studies,theideaofmarriedsonbeingperceivedasunconditionalfamilyindicatesapatrilinealview

ofthefamily.Experiencesarguablycallforthmoreintricatemechanisms.

Onemechanismmightbetheexperienceorexpectationsofkinwork.Themoreamarriedwoman

reliesonkinorisinvolvedinkinwork,asindicatedbyperhapsfull-timeemploymentaswellas

housewifestatus,livingwithherparents,andhavingchildren,themorelikelysheisinclusivein

herperceptionofkinasfamilyoratleastinclusiveofthosesheisapparentlyinclosecontactwith.

Consistentwiththishypothesisisthatfindingthatbeingself-employed,whichincludeswomen

workinginfamily-ownedbusiness,leadstonotrecognizingwomen'ssideofthefamily,namely,

wife'sparentsanddaughterandherhusband,whichmightbeareflectionofherownenvironment

andexperiences.Thishypothesisobviouslydoesnotexplainallthepatternsnotedhere,most

noticeablytheeffectsofhighereducationalattainmentandhouseholdsize,butitdoesprompt

furtherresearchonthemechanismslinkingone'sexperienceswithone'sperceptionofcommon

familyboundaries.
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Networkmightbeanotherenvironmentalmechanismatwork.Thehighereducationalattainment

whichleadstoincludingfewertypesofkinintheirperceptionofcommonfamilycouldpartlybe

becauseofmorediverseandwidersocialnetworkoutsidekinshipthatcomeswitheducation.Since

therelationshipisobservednotonlyforsonandhiswifebutforallothertypesofkin,itindicates

morethantherejectionofpatrilinealview;itcouldindicateanwayofthinkingthatdoesnot

automaticallyassociatekinwith"family".Ontheotherhand,afull-timeemploymentstatustends

onetowardsseeingparentsandownsiblingsmightbethereflectionofactualinteraction.

TheforegoinginterpretationcanbeseenasconsistentwiththefindingsfromAnalysis2.The

significancehereliesinthefindingthatforthemajorityofkintypes,itisnotthereplacementof

ideasoftheoldercohortsbythoseheldbytheyoungercohortsthroughasimpleturnover,butmore

thanthat,people'sideasactuallychangedoverthisperiod.Thisconfirmsthatthewaysinwhich

peopleperceivethecommonfamilychangeattheindividuallevel.However,thereisacaveathere.

Theperceptionofsiblingsdepartsfromthispatterninthatcohortreplacementhasaparttoplayin

accountingforthechange:thechangeinperceptionofsiblingsasfamilyisaccountedbyboth

individualchangesandcohortreplacementequally.Theactualplaceofsiblingsinfamilialand

socialinteractionsmighthavechangedthroughtheyearsanditisworthexploringitseparatelyin

futureanalysis.Generally,theoverallpatternsnotwithstanding,thedifferencesinperceptionsof

differenttypesofkinsuggestthatitisfruitfultoallowfordifferentmechanismsconnecting

individualandsocialcontextstofamilyboundary.

VI.Conclusion

Thepresentpaperexaminedmarriedwomen'sperceptionofwhatisfamilygenerally,focusing

specificallyonwhichkinisincludedasfamilymembers.Women'slevelofeducationand

employmentstatus,aswellasfamilialexperiences,wererelatedtosuchperception,controllingfor

respectivefactors.Inaddition,theanalysesofover-timechangerevealedthatindividualchanges

contributedtothechangesinperceptionmorethancohortreplacementdid,evenaftercontrolling

forthechangesinwomen'ssocio-economiccharacteristicsandfamilialexperiences.

Thecurrentresearchpointstoareasforfurtheranalysis.Isolatedfactorsthathavenotbeen

incorporatedintothecurrentanalysiscanbeexplored.Takingthecuesfromextantresearch,a

furtherstudycanexaminetheover-timepatternintherelationshipbetweentheperceptionof

commonfamilyboundaryandotherfamilialattitudes(asdescribedasnormsbyNishino)(seealso

Kamano2014).Otherindividuallevelfactorscanalsobeexploredingreaterdetail,suchasthe

changesinone'slivingarrangementandhowtheymightbeassociatedwithperceptionofcommon

familyboundary.

Moresystematicallyandperhapstheoreticallygrounded,somehypotheseshavebeensuggested

abovethataim atidentifyingmechanismsconnectingindividuallevelcharacteristicsand
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experiencestoperceptionoffamilyboundary,includingtheamountofkinworkoneisexpectedand

engagesin,thebreadthanddiversityofone'ssocialnetwork.Atthesametime,thefindings

pertainingtoover-timepattern,aftercontrollingfortheseindividuallevelcharacteristicsand

experiences,pointtotheexplorationofaninterfacebetweensocietalchangesandindividual

perceptionviaindividualexposuretosuchsocietalchanges.Discussionof"intimatecircles",

alternativefamilyforms,changesinpoliciesconcerningfamily,andsoon,atthesocietaloreven

legallevel,arefactorsthathavenotbeencapturedinthecurrentanalysisbutwhichmightwell

haveaneffectonanindividual'slifeandhowsheseesfamilygenerally.

Anotherdirectioninwhichonecanpursuefurtherresearchistoexploreandmapmore

systematicallythedifferencesandsimilaritiesamongkintypeperceivedasfamilyornotasfamily.

Indeed,theveryconstructionofthesequestions,listingseparatelymarriedsonandmarried

daughter,andson'swifeanddaughter'shusband,isembeddedintheresearchinterestoffamily

sociologists,whichistoexaminethefamilyboundaryinrelationtotheiesystemandideasbased

onthatsystem,whichinturnisbuiltuponhierarchyofgender,age(andbirthorder)andgeneration

(Nonoyama2007).Amoresystematicanalysiscanbeundertakenbyfocusingonwomen'ssideand

men'ssideofkincategoriesanditsconnectiontoieideology,aswellashowthepatternschange

overtime.4)

Whilethecurrentanalysisandthefutureresearchenvisionedbothfocuson"familyboundary",

itisimportanttonotethattheanalysisshouldnotbeconfinedindifferentiatingamongkin,viz.

categoriesofpeoplemoreorlessconsideredasfamilyoratleastalargerfamiliargroup.Indeed,

theinclusionofnon-maritalandnon-bloodrelatedgroups(seefootnote3)infutureover-timedata

collectionwouldenrichourunderstandingnotonlyoffamilialboundarybutalsomoregenerally,

andimportantly,thepatternofsocialinteractions,expectationsandevenintimacy,thatcouldaffect

theeffectivenessofsocialpolicies,particularlyinrelationtocareworkandcommunity

development.
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