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The Socioeconomic Analysis of Fertility for Japanese Women Today
Makoto NOHARA

In this article we constructed a testable socioeconomic model of fertility and try
to corroborate it for current Japanese women. In my previous article of the previous
issue of this Journal (No. 139, July, 1976), I asserted the necessity of constructing
a socioeconomic theory of fertility which can tell us through what kind of motivational
mechanisms a change in socioeconomic system could lead to a chage in individual
fertility behavior and, in turn, a change in fertility at a societal level.

Reviewing, as such .motivational theories, studies on the economic theory of
fertility mainly by Gary Becker and Jacob Mincer and sociological studies on
fertility, we reached to the conclusion that it was presumably possible to integrate
two theoretical approaches and we constructed a testable model in which income,
cost of children, and women’s role-modernity were three indispensable ingredient.

With 1974 Japanese World Fertility Survey data available to us and with the
technique of multiple regression analysis, we tried to corroborate our socioeconomic
model of fertility and found out (1) that the effects of economic factors, i.e,
income and cost of children, on fertility decisions, measured by desired number of
children or additional number of children expected, were statistically insignificant,
(2) that two of five variables which were meant to be indicators of women’s role-
modernity, i.e., wife’s current employment status and urbanity of current residence,
had singificant effects on fertility decisions, and (8) that parental surrogate had,
unexpectedly, anpositive effect on fertility decisions.

Since, if we reconsider the meaning of the effects of these three significant
explanatory variables, they imply not only role—modernity but also cost of children, we
can claim, though not strongly, that a socioeconomic theory of fertility can explain
the fertility behavior of current Japanese women to a certain extent.



