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Ihtroductlon.‘ S

This second survéy;was carrled out in November

: Sf the same Yyear .in cohnection with tnewsame ‘objects

.-and: by the same. method as had. beerr the case with. the,
first survey. The reason which prompted the re-
~examination was ‘because of the variations consequent
upon the change of the months ander - -survey, ‘As a- .-
result of the first survey, however, -there were also

7 _some alterations made in~connection with the parti-

,/‘

qcular items of survey; especially, in an effort to

- clarify the reasons why the unfavorable balance of _
- living. expenses was brought. abouty the, total expendi——f'
tures of famllies, in. addition to their basic living

- expenses, were investigated in the second survey.‘_

Y

”“jrefer to Research-data B. TNo.. 10 (a).

For tne purpose, obgects, and method of su:vey;;pf

o The famllies subgected to tne re-examlnatlon et
numbered 466 in urban distrlcts and 1,174 in- rural o
districts, totaling 1,640. “Although the number of the.
families under survey decreased the- ﬂlstributlon of
famllies, as seen. in the 1ight of the .number of -
children and the- amount of income, 1is of ‘the same

- composition as “in .the first survey. In view of the

fact, howeve1° that the number .of- families with flve
or six. chlldren, which were surveyed, was too. small,
the results of c¢ollection and classification did not,.
“in many cases, shbw a. regular tendency.ln these t

>classes,;.’

’ ;II Outllne of the Results ofsSurvej.

, The resul*s of ‘the second survey were suf¢1c1ent
to reafflrm those of the first coenletely. -The - =
“principal facts Wnlch have been equailv reVealeo by
bocn surveys are as follows,..; .
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e That families 1iv1ng in urban districts are -
'ﬁ“ng from the difficulty of maintaining their-
‘ 11v1ng comparatively more serlously than those in :
: rural dlstrlcts,j g\/e LT lio,ﬁ,b S A
e 2. That the more the children, the- 1ower the,~v,
house rent a family can afford to pay. ;j~ . 5

SE 3. That the more the children, the greater
the ‘economization imposed on- the clothlng expenaes
. of thelr parents, and L :

_ 4. That the budgets of familles elther W1th Lt
many chlldren or too small incomea are in the rea. S

x~' We migh be excused from thé trouble of explainw”
1ng each‘of these. re-established facts with statistlcal'
- figures. Since, however7 the last-mentioned item

about families being in the red comstitutes one of

_the objects of the second survey, the results of
examinatlon have to be analysed hereunder at some
length rfv_\, S .
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III., The Red Caused Not So thh by ST
v - Increased Expendlture as by Insufflcient
Income.j:,

The folloWlng table indlcates the ratio of the
total expendifure of families to their monthly: income,
classifled by the income classes. It shows the -
-relative dlfficulties of living on the part of . urban,;
famllles, espe01ally the distress .of those famllles
1n urban dlstrlcts, whose incomesoare too 1QW., '

\

'T“Tahielil Ratlo “of Expendlture to Income'}"
R by Income Classes.,,fl fe
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As 1s evident from the following table, which
glves the relatlonshlp between income and expendlture
‘in regard to urban familles as classified by the
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. number of children, it may be assured that their

going into the red is caused hot so much by the .
1increase in the number of their chlldren,as by the
,[shortage of thelr income.,_;;

Table 2.» Percentage of Expendlture to
ﬁi - ~. . "Income by.Income Classes and

Zlh Numberr of Chlldren. ,'*
' Income class (yen)

‘Number of ?”7¢o - 100 —~ 120 — 140 - 160 o 18
' ]chlldren lOO 1204;.* 140, 160 180

. A, % , -7 - 7 R 7‘ %
"1187;8,“gll7 2 109.7*’u59871 98,1
- 103.2 © 111.0 101.8 *" 83 0"' 72.2\ '
5162¢6g"118.4 00,1  95.5 85.9. :
.= - 100,5 -120, o:~~*97 7 °100,2.
= . 102.8 112,9 96.4 100.6
— ;108.1 109 3 2
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rm 8till more convincingly the above-mentioned .
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n the number of children. .The a
‘shows' that this

. Table 3. 'Ratio of Children-Rearing Experises
-+ to Total Expenditure by Income - = .
: »C;asges;agd;Numper;bf;cﬁildren,fg' 1»_

 Number of _.7Wholéff‘fpigﬂfban - Rural -
. Children ~ f.Coup;ryfk ;Distr%bts;,~tnistrictsi o
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©o29.8° 346 27,1

23.7 - 24,0 0 :
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A -onl; :
: _exceed a certain'level, 4s may be seen
rom the following table, it is in regard to families ~
whose 1anmes,are‘betweenl¥1201and_? hat the tende
toward an increase in the ratio of ch en-rearing
expenses’isﬁcléaflyaobSerVable..»One‘stepabslaw'thiss
~ ~level, as is the case With;urbgnufamilies,gthe'ratioj
- "ofr children~rearing expenses tends to decrease as the
:vnumber‘of“childrengincreasesf;lWithfreference to families
= inaruraljdistricts,‘the;samerhclds,true’gffthosefyith
four or more children, ~ - = - R s

Gt Tabled, -l
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Table 4.2 Ratlo of . Ch11dren~Rear1ng Expenses ;
“to- Expendlture by Income Class and
Number o; Chlldren. w;‘-’ LY

 Ti- Urban DlStP’CtS -1°

Income Class (yen)
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IV Conclu31on.; ._; =

whencevcomes the red°f Is it because of’too many
ﬂnildren°‘ I 1%t because of too small income? The
i g01ng StauISulcal facts are not ye enough to lay
o down a £1 inal conclusion, but this mucr;is clear that
{_',3fam1lies with low. incomes and with: many children sre
€;~;maK1ng taelr "deflclt" 11v1ng at tha sacriflde of_the '
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hlldren themselves.. We have already learned that the“-,
ncrease in the number of chlldren necessitates - a- ke
lowering of the géneral- standard of living, as is" .
‘evidenced by the smallness of thé- house rent that can
“ be affordeds; and imposes sacrifices on their parents
as 1s shown by the curtailment of clothing expenses . -
for adults. Now, we cannot but-recognize the fact that,:;
saérifices are demanded of children themselves, In
other words; the sacrifices paid for bringing upC T
children, which 'is compensated for by their ‘happ iness,'
“is in this case compensated for by entailing sacrifices{
;~fof their own. : R : -
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