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Japan’s Gender disparity

Table 1 (Gornick & Jantti Paper) Relative Poverty Rates
Post—transfer Income Post—transfer Income
M F F-M M F F-M
Anglophone Southern European
Australia 11.0 12.7 1.7 Greece 8.9 9.9 1.0
Canada 10.3 12.6 2.2 Italy 11.2 12.0 0.8
Ireland 10.6 13.5 2.9 Spain 8.3 10.2 1.9
United Kingdom 8.5 11.0 2.5 average 94 10.7 1.2
United States 11.0 13.9 28 Latin American
average 10.3 12.7 24 Brazil 17.3 18.3 0.9
Continental European Colombia 16.9 19.1 2.2
Austria 5.7 6.5 0.9 Guatemala 221 214 -0.8
Belgium 45 6.6 2.1 Mexico 171 174 0.3
France 50 6.2 1.2 Peru 219 22.3 04
Germany 54 71 1.7 Uruguay 14.9 15.5 0.6
Luxembourg 50 6.5 1.6 average 18.4 19.0 0.6
Netherlands 2.7 46 20
average 4.7 6.3 1.6 Japan
Nordic European 1995 9.63 11.03 1.40
Denmark 3.8 3.2 -0.6 1998 9.79 11.65 1.86
Finland 47 3.3 -15 2001 11.52 13.12 1.60
Norway 4.7 3.8 -1.0 2004 10.04 11.94 1.90
Sweden 54 5.0 -0.3 2007 10.96 12.61 1.65
average 4.7 3.8 -0.8
Eastern European average all 10.39 12.07 1.68
Hungary 7.4 6.8 -0.6
Slovenia 7.3 5.8 -15
average 74 6.3 -1.1

Source: Gornick & Jantti (2010) “Women, Poverty and Social Policy Regimes: A Cross—National analysis” LIS WP 534
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Gender Differential is very much

present

30.00

25.00

20.00

F 15.00

10.00

5.00

E=1 FEkEE GmzlA) Bl-BLh ERE (FR195F)
Poverty Rates by Gender and by age (2007)

~~

. /

\ —

— B 1% Men
— ¥ Wome

KRS R SR GRS S S A S R %Q@*
HEAMEERIATR#ZRASERICEHT HREAR1EN (2009. 7. 31.)




BuR=lIBICaFusTREL)
Gender Differential is especially large for
single-mother housenholds
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Gender differential is large for divorcees &
widows
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Marriage is no longer THE ONLY path
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of Divorcees among women is significantly
large
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Working Poor Rate is higher for women
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Discussion Points

© ERDBLIBEIC DV CTHARIEMDI EEE C48
B9 BYKEJapan shares the same patterns as
many industrialized countries in the gender
differentials of poverty, namely
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Women are more likely than men to be poor.
ZEDEFHhFESEEZ RO

Women’s market income lags men’s.
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Families are (the most) important safety net.

BFttmOERDINRIERA
Single mothers extremely vulnerable to become poor.
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What causes gender inequality or pove

o HEH] #1® “Education” Path

ZEDOSFRICELZEDERISEZ R LITH?

Did higher education for women decrease gender

disaparity?
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Anglosaxon contries: low-edu men vs. low-edu

women diparity large, but high-edu m & w

diparity is low. Nordic countries: low-edu men
fare worse than women.




o HEITHISEREE  “Labor Market” Path
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2DMDN P  Why is there still gender disparity

despite all?
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balance
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Individual choices (high % of job leavers)
o IFi%] #2i§ “Family” Path

KEDT—T 7T 1« Ry FEEEDIETR
Decreasing safety-net capacity of (extended)
family
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D'? End of Gender Disparity in
signt??
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® Sadly, the disparity Is decreasing because
men are becoming poor too.

o 3N TEsHBHRL DD T&lFHE) TDH. &
BIDIHIS S FZHRISEES

® Who wins and who loses is no longer just
determined by gender.
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Is there difference between men’s
poverty and women’s poverty

o WEDOERD [ AgJfR] Invisibility of
women’s poverty

oxE I WHOERCEDDER Effect of
poverty: e.g. close relationship of women’s
poverty and violence

o WHEDERMDFSA REHME) MMEMIEL ?
Is women’s poverty more persistent than
men’s?




