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PREFACE

The Annual Reports of the Institute of Population Problems made its first appearance

in 1956. This edition for 1962 is the 7 th of such reports.

Important findings chosen from results of researches and studies made by the present
personnel of the Institute are published as usual in this volume. Since the space of the
Annual is limited, the articles are mostly summaries of these results. Details of these
works which are not printed in this volume are published in the Institute’s organ called
“The Journal of Population Problems”, and its separate monographs and Research Series.
Direct inquiries with this office are welcomed if any interested person desires to obtain or
gain access to the above-mentioned punlications.

The compilation of the Annual has been undertaken by the Documentation Section,

Second Research Division of this Institute.

May 1, 1962

Minoru Tachi, Director
Institute of Population Problems Fa
Ministry of Health and Welfare
Japan
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SERPCEEDOE VHIZL 5T, HEHEIZD DDA THEH, BHAOEHDLPERIEL - TL B0

HEADOEBEE 2B 1 OMEE L, FROFBHIADOREDLEF %, AEIE X s N/- il
PHDIERE LT, —20 “THBHE" & LTEZID), TNELIFBRIIBTIBEOEILEZHE L
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OB LTIHHTHA 5,

DEFVBARMISHESI R I BIE T AR & LT, HEEFES F OBRIuR G E LT, HHEABA
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DB THh D,
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Table 1. Estimated Labor Force Population by Fixed Labor Force

Participation Rates of 1960 (’000)
‘ 1960~70F 55
" 19604 1970% Increase of 1960~70
15 E | s FEEER| 5L | ) FEIER] 15mUE | o
A g | FEHAR 7 Tabor A o | FEIAR | bor A o |FEIAR
Pop. force par- Pop. force par- Pop.
Sex 15 years £ o;&aeboro ticipation | 15 years £ Or]égbo; ticipation | 15 years £ Labor
& over pOop- rates & over Pop- rates & over orce pop.
#&% Total 65,873 44,394 67.4 79,019 53, 682 67.9 13,146 9,288
5 Male 31,861 27,062 84.9 38,475 33,045 85.9 6,614 5,983
4¢ Female 34,021 17,332 51.0 40,544 20, 637 50.9 6,532 3,305

1960 FEDR(E Db HERHZ X 5.

Figures for 1960 are also estimated.

F1zdg, 10FEMCISEE LA D O®n: 1,315 77, B A oML 929 143, Ih
VIR LT, PSSR E o BE L2 19704E D% B A 11 4, 86977 T, 104EHI0MINIZ4307512 & £ F
bo ZHUI EER 928 HOOMEME L 500 TDOKRENRTEDH, ZNOENS HLR430 HaxkTHEHAR
DWAN L DL DT, ZFOHFBIMERIINE —EE LIBADH51% 7, st ik h40%
RT3 DEEESN T B, _

(2) FEIEERE B S 2B EOHET

FE ML A 5 X 27201043, FRHIOTNEEETILEREDN, Z0DH b E i
BIUBREOHAIIL > TAEWEEL ST B15~198FA 0 &, FDMOERESEE OH B LR
&N BT THD,

(A) 15~19A B o5 @R

15~198 A 1 DOH @IS HESEE (L7205 > THREEER) OB & » THELEB LT TOT,
FTREEB S UEEEOMEFER « REBEROL(EREL, ZOREINHEE S NIzhFE - BEEK
ZEALT, ZNEFNOBBRERZHEET L, 2N E15~1FAR &S5 EBIMERSHET S, A4
PIRTFREGLUTDOL 3145,

(a) SFEHFHOHE : ARTEPRAHS O EISRAD Q0A 1 BB @ 25K5 DFE%
HELT IN2EH4A 1 HBRAECHLISBAREEZ, ZOABETXTHEEEALT,

(b) hERBEROH « hEFhOMEFRIIIT0F B & H72% (FrgfERsTE o BT HE)
VETDUDEEZ, L2k - TEERRII28Y & 7050, ZHIHEE L o o#¥TA2EFBEL IR
CELSAGEIZHD ELT, 31% #1903 B EREEER E T 5, 1961405k K(5536.6%,
434.8%) GXEHEMMA TEALND NG, ITNEITOENKELERMBHEL, Zho DRz Lo
(a) OFFEERCHERL T, PERBERNH#TSND,

(¢) mEHBEOH 197050 hEEEEFERT2Y % DT FI93FIIBIT D BEREL D, —
F, BOEDOHEZ LD JHEBEEEDOE S (19554 RO FE THES0.7%, 744.0%)% & - T,
m%vﬁé¢@ﬁéﬁﬁﬁﬁtfﬁﬁmﬁ&ﬁm,:@%%L%(a)f%i%nt¢$%ﬁnﬁm

TEXEERE BT 5,

(@ FAEREBEEROHS  BEETORBEBEOHE IRFHEFEREBGHEL TL T L2, Zh
I TOHEMER LICALNDE L 517, BFEERBRIFLEVERIEAL 20T, 4%k
DERTZLDEEZLDN, ZHIRFEXRODIBEO LFIZLH2MHEEE LT, 19705125
LELTOBDORBERIGET A LD ERET B0 2 DOF & B D TFHE9564E AR D THE62. 2%,
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Fig. 1. Percent of Accession in High School Graduates
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#%53.8%) & D& TERHM L THEDRE T, Z0RE LT
() THSNZEFHRTEA L TRy B L s+ 5,
- (e) 15~19AROHEIER: Lid (b) & (d) TF
ZONBPRER I OEERBERE AL, ZO4FEE15~
19A O TEl - THBIHMERE R T 2, ZO8E, /& AE
19614E D% @ bR (108 1 BBIE) &, 1957~19614ED 5 H»
5 DOFREFRIRE R & 1960~19614E0D 2 M 4E5 D E AR E K
LDOEEHEZ D<K Y, ZNE161ENIS~19FEHEET AR THl -
THEBIMEREFHT 2, UTHFEEL QREBEDOHETH S,
EHEMARIIE2ITRENS N, iz, 15~198 AR
DFHEHEHRIII65FEE TET L TH45.0%, ©42.8% %7
30, ZOBRME L TI90ELFTDO v Nl F Thg b, 51
FHE TIZ1970F D H B IbR A 4358 I TFHL T 528,
E BB R OFESMEE LTEY, TANHE . EHE
FEO CAD” OBWBIZL > TEES NV E T, 15~19%
AR DOFEIEER, EREEORIIHRE LT, E2OKEE
DESIEBHTEEITTH S,

(B) 20~24LA EDA O DFHE AR

!
b6 87 68 69 70

F* 2 1~19A D DHEIMERD
Table 2. Labor Force Participation
Rates of 15~16 Years Population

% 5
Year Male Female
1960 55.6 49.5
1961 55.8 50.5
1962 52.1 47.9
1963 49.4 46.1
1964 45.8 43.2
1965 45.0 42.8
1966 48.3 46.1
1967 52.2 50.1
1968 53.5 51.8
1969 54.0 52.8
1970 53.2 52.5
Ek10UBHE.

Refer to Table 1, Note.
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FET 2 Z LT L, —BRMZERE & 2001, SBROFBBIEROE b1, BERk K
BiZA6N2 L5 2EREERTIHATEETRE TH D, BEFEIIBNTL, BF¥BHAD
BORIHHHOTHEE LT, BEDHBNMEER (8% HoDKEWEFTE2HEILVMN, LT3
@R, BEDKS1IL ) S10EBIAOZ~DETRHE SN T2, ZRRFBLERIIL LT
FENDY 24 v —hE&MHE L TRESN TSR, BB, TTFHBIERREALREDL &
TETLIZhERODZEVIHMERLMBETAR V. #2 T, 22 TOHTI, FEREEHE &R -7
HREEZRLD-00, OLIIBRHT2EE,S, TTHEHIMEROE T2 EMHFEBOINLI I LW S
PHLRRETEZ, 10FERORL, BTN - & bR WEEMERETY, B, BAEREEEE
PRTEDOPHEEERTTI2BRETHDEEEL, UTDL SREIE DL 2,

(a) 65 ELTARDF@ENERL, BRTERTAHE 5~12% % HT 0T, HADIGOED
RIPROE T EFEZ T, 19604F020.9% 5 30% WM D14.6%27225 H D EALE L, 65RELUENE S
B Z D30% W EBA L, FREFERORIERBEITO %,

(b)) EFEMOFENICEL, BHEBTORIEMHETH225~2980 v~ (196044250.1%) £ Y
EOIELS LD DESEUETHENDT, ITNEEHEER) XS L TE5~645%0 2 BEARIZ1960E DR
D% WMEITOEDE E LTEY, TRERIEHRBBIZL 2,

(c) 30~545% 7D 5 R I1960ENRNI0L B A 19T0FENMEE L TE Y, REERIIESRBEI L
%,

(d) 25~295(21955% (51.8%) &1960F (50.1%) & DED 1/5 % 196047 & U CT19614ED
REL, INEBRVELTEEDHEHEED D,

(e) 20~245%319604F (69.4%) *1955% (68.2%) & DEM 1/5 % 19604412 TI9614E MK
El, TNERVEL THEDMEEED D,

BFOFEIMERONTUL, 65RLEDOFEHER LT EFBEORESY & 215, FOMOEER
BRELBEREZEZ L REDESIILUTOL 312725, .

(a) 65a%EA_ED3IZ19604: D54, 4% % 1970481 230 % 1 D38. 1% E T & ¢ (Hk T2EE330~35
%), k% 5T ER, !

(b) 55~64i%M 2 BRI Z19604E DR % —FE,

(¢) 30~547%i31955~60EMNDED ERABAL IR L THENMEE T, WMATBREO L~ 11258
L7=3BEE, 2nbBE—EL 73,

(d) 25~295%(21955~60FEMDED 1/10 219601 A T < (1/5 2 MMA 2 E/mIRI 04
F¥3)o

(e) 20~245%i31950~604EMDZED 1/10 % 196055 & U T < (1955~60 £ERIDEIZ/N S
2

LA b T20~2458 LA DA R OB « 446 5 R BIO B IMEEIMRES NIN G, S FIZEDT-
I5~19BARDREME & Vi, NS RHRMEFAMZHEBTE 2 810k > THBHAD THES
nsd (GE3 4 5 BIUK288),

3 HEHEROMES

FESMEREES ¢ BEOMIHER T, BTFHEHIMEEL 1960 417 84.9%, 1970417 84.6
% T3 & A EZER LW, FEEI19605E 0 2, 706 T5 5> & 197040 3, 256 5~ 550 T DI E 72 B4
HIBOFREFEZBDOHIN BT, BFHE I OFHIMSESHI0ERIT 750 FiI:ET 505, 550
TOBEMIFECTHE LY 24 ¥ ~55200 FEERT 50 —F5, TFDE@IELEILSL. 0% 1 547.2%
NMET L, EETELL 73806 1,94 HA18L FOMME 42, BFOBE LB, KFHEHH

N \I



M

£ 3 FBHEREEIS ELBRD
H#EtIrEI AL (1960~1970)
Table 3. Estimated Labor Force
Population by Changing
Labor Force Participation
Rates(1960~1970) (7000)

y

Year

s &

& L
Total Male |Female

1960
1961
1962
1963
1964
1965
1966
1967
1968
1969
1970

1960~70
o %K

51,704 | 32,563 | 19,141

47,142 | 29,157 | 17,985
47,765 | 29,623 | 18,142

Refer to Table 1, Note.

DFHIEITIL 680 TIFEL, LRl THE V2L ¥ —4
W3#I500 5 &2 B, T 72, 19705 D% @ A DB 5, 170 Fid,
FEIMERE —F & L72BAD 5,368 F & Vid# 200 HAHSus
B, TR ENEENC L 24,8695 L V3300 FkEe 2D
ZEDORBBIILFHBIMEBOETOLRNEZERE T 3,
P8 ST E T, 19705 0L T bR 40, EKT
44,304 | 27,062 | 17,332 #91,62075 £ 720, 19604 1, 733 J5 5> 539 110 7 DA &
45,168 | 27,707 | 17,461 74 Do ZHUITET » ¥V 2 A Y =53 & LTT90 5 % &8+ 223,
45,802 | 28,182 | 17,620 L FDB/E, ZOKEIIY 24 ¥ —TH Y, EHEHE T,
46,530 1 28,701 | 17,829 - g 3 5 A ROL TV £ 4 ¥~ HE L T %o AERITIE
—HTE, BIREEBIVBEALEOFEREENE 2K -
48,667 | 30,262 | 18,405 SKEXRDCEMFBNE L TBBHTZ2ILE2FEL, AT
49,819 | 31,050 | 18,769 REFBRIZL 2 —BALFTBEA2EREL T, TFHEHHD
50,623 | 31,654 | 18,969 Y 24 ¥ —RNEHESNBELTEY, 2 LTINT v AL
51,267 | 32,177 | 19,090 of%%%ﬁﬁ@@ﬁﬁ{b%ﬁ% LT3,
OGBS &Y &, FHOTRR-BEBE B LA ->%
7,310 55001 L8 gy pp a7 R HSALE LT, ZOBE - b

BEANNDOEEHRE IR L T30, L LEBIRENE
MO THEEAPRG TUn 720, BESIKLZYT

*F 4 FEIMEREZELS G BE0HEHEIA B (1960, 1965, 1970 442 5 BB

Table 4, Estimated Labor Force Population by Changing Labor Force
Participation Rates (5-Year Age Groups of 1960, 1965 and 1970)  (’000)
O 1960 % 1965 4F 1970
Aee |8, K| 2 % |’ x| 5 % B ®m| 9
otal Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female
{ff‘u ag?s( 44,394 27,062 17,332 47,765 29,623 18,142 51,704 32,563 19, 141
15~19 4,796 2,473 2,323 4,814 2,515 2,299 4,799 2,464 2,335
20~24 6,735 3,781 2,954 7,404 4,120 3,284 "8,579 4,738 3,841
25~29 6,103 4,015 2,088 6,189 4,144 2,045 6,766 4,607 2,159
30~34 5,587 3,643 1,944 6,032 4,015 2,017 6,077 4,138 1,939
35~39 4,499 2,692 1,807 5,575 3,609 1,966 6,014 3,982 2,032
40~44 3,784 2,223 1,561 4,400 2,656 1,744 5,449 3,559 1,890
45~49 3,652 2,194 1,458 3,614 2,155 1,459 4,200 2,575 1,625
50~54 3,080 1,961 1,119 3,312 2,086 1,226 3,274 2,051 1,223
55~59 2,485 1,627 858 2,605 1,730 875 2,739 1,842 897
60~64 1,769 1,186 583 1,940 1,334 606 2,032 1,421 611
65~69 1,070 722 348 1,073 725 348 1,002 671 331
70~74 546 363 183 522 351 171 509 342 167
75~79 210 134 76 208 136 72 191 127 64
80~84 67 42 25 65 41 24 62 40 22
85L 11 6 5 12 6 6 11 6 5
% 1 B8R,

Refer to Table 1, Note.



£ 5 ISRLU EAOOFBHER (%)
Table 5. Labor Force Participation
Rates of Population 15 Years & over

R 2 H@IMEREzFS - BE0HBHADD
SRR E Z ¢ v F(1960,1970%E) (CHEED)
Fig. 2. Age-Sex Pyramid of Labor TForce

Population (1960. 1970) by Changing
= Labor Force Participation Rates

Year Male Female

1960 84.9 51.0

1961 85.8 50.7

1962 85.0 49.9

1963 84.3 49.3

1964 83.4 48.5

1965 82.9 48.0

1966 83.1 47.8

1967 83.9 48.0 Sz

1968 84.3 47.9 e iz, [—-J?g%
1969 84.6 47.6 iz e 7 A Lgll
1970 84.6 | 47.2 ZZZ?%iﬁZZ‘ﬁﬂq i e
f 1 Bfﬁﬁ v 500 4;70 3100 20 ._/5_0 kua(“gﬁ“lﬁo__.z&o' 3;)0 450 500

Refer to Table 1, Note. Population Gin 10.000)

g, S Ld7-» TR FHEROSMABING, %D EMANEE h M S N2 TREER DY,
IR AER LB A TY, ZOFB 0K K EIEOREE L 9072 0 EGh D, & T
FIEF BT T B TS A T RN & HE RN DA F D, LT WP OKREY 2 1 v —i2
EHLIZCWTHAY, '
IOMCBIE LT, 8 FOMHERTREANS:, AHEIE OB N0 FEELTADE, b LEET
ABDFANR I OB E & 5B, FHADOLIE s &2 FrhaE LT D%\ % 57 2 ik
SN, 200 5O EERMBIIOEE TS, & UIEEREREY R OIETTAERLEZ LR
L9 LrLvdhuicl T, ZoMER, XOBREMIL, 0L CHBHIRBIILZFB LR
ZHFEATED I SRIER DY, BZ5 < EEMEOEAAE, 7 A H IR RO 8
& o TEFTBHED L DTEAL, HADEY - RAREDEHLMRT 2 EFGSRENTIC
B, TNEMEE LTCOMELHRSLE TREBETHS 50 RFHMIEROK S 2 IET & gtk
MIADBBOERY, & LAZ0REE L THESNDIT Th b,

& E x ™

BECETR, BRPTEEHE, 1961

BELBFRATIERR, RBPEGRHE, 1960,

KRG, FEFATE, 1962, .

R =CPHR, B3I, 1959.

ME 5L« BFEEAF « R FiREE— « GV, B AR OEGSE, 1962

OKIES « IWWPERAR - 49— - ILF & (32D, “FMMEOBIR & /57, AAY @it No.
30, 1961.

BEY v+ -7V A rOEF, T - BROBE, #1214, 1960.
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PEE R FREE S OFEEREE 1 1955~1960 E 0 EH)
7N - N 1 5

1 ¥ 2 p =

19614 DA B\ T, HEH121950~ 1955407 5547 2 3 5B T Hh3 5 D SRt DB 2D\ T
B 72" o £ OBI60FIHETE 1 BIIBERARES N2 DT, 1955~196040 5 EMIZ T,
FROEMIC OV THHTT 5 2 & & f120 2 OWEETOHFHREROBH TH > <, BEEHERR
DERY EBHE NI,

2 AOABKUHMEZOBIMBEERBEDOED

1955~1960F4 2 HARDISHRLL LB F A B1310. 0% 3 L7243, RN A2 L BEBBORMME &
DL EEMBOEMEBOSINE L, BEADEANALND (FE1EF), 15HBULBFREZEOE
BEEII oW THRIEOEP R ALN S (GE1 A,

L OE MM, L0 L) RARA D OGRS OETEN - & DI, ERIBEER (BLEH

# 1 ISEELEA DB L OMEEE ORI & SBESGRER (BT
Table 1. Increase Rates and Age Structures of Population and Employed Persons
15 years Old and Over (Males)

. s A ] Population TR -2 Employed persons
n
om # A L A (5 3 - wom TP .
. Percent FHH S A8 Age structure Percent FHHEE BB Age structure
Age group increase increase
(1955~1960) 1960 1955 (83— (1955~1960) 1960 1955 (N—(®
(1 (2) (3) (4) (6) (6) (7 (8) (9)
L 10.00 | 100.00 |  100.00 0.00 11.37 | 100.00 |  100.00 0.00
15 ~ 19 7.67 14.82 15. 14 —0.32 4.54 8.89 9.46 —0.57
20 ~ 24 —2.42 12.98 14.63 —1.65 —0.58 13.36 14.96 —=1.60
25 ~ 29 8.45 12.98 13.16 —0.18 11.15 14.78 14.81 —-0.03
30 ~ 3 34.29 11.91 9.75 2.16 37.29 13.73 11.13 2.60
35 ~ 39 18.95 8.75 8.09 0.66 20.72 10.08 9.30 0.78
40 ~ 44 —1.61 7.25 8.11 —0.86 —-0.29 8.36 9.33 —-0.97
45 ~ 49 5.05 7.11 7.45 —0.34 6.34 8.15 8.54 —0.39
50 ~ 54 6.40 6.51 6.73 -0.22 8.23 7.36 7.58 -0.22
55 ~ 59 11.83 5.70 5.61 0.09 12.97 6.06 5.97 0.09
60 ~ 64 17.92 4.57 4.28 0.31 18.81 4.46 4.18 0.28
65 Z£ 15.50 7.42 7.07 0.35 11.26 4.78 4.73 0.05
- EERER
Index of » — 43.43 39.49 — — 41.32 37.92 —
aging

1) 55EELAE/15~29%%. 55 yrs. old & over/15~26 yrs. old.

1D ANHRILE, EESERN ST SRR O NS — A B MR O e 1950~19554E—", AL RTEDFSERI R, &
6%, WEFIS6EERE, 40~44~— . )
2) NRFIE, EFRIIEFADOFIEE OLE), A - HEVIERDIEE R 14675, TEAIS74EE 3 J10H.



AR OEBOEEE LT TEB T L1052 Th A0 WE, 1955ENARIIEES K
ZI0FEDFERAIAR BIFTRTHFIZOCT) #B LT, 1960F0RES RS OIS K
» (26, INEI9BEOREE (L1MS) &HarTiE, 20 54MDI5REL AL
DEREEDEB N MEADD ZTNIIEZ - Bh MD 2 ENTE D, BEER L HREAIGET
AT, 15~2980 T D55 EOBIE & LEIER e L THV2 &, 195654 REEDEEL
EBA37.9% (K1M8) TIWOFMFED Zni341.8% (FE2M6) T, N DEFE(OHEF
v, 1955~1960F DA N DEFIIZL 2L D TH B,

=77, 1960 DRBEOFHEEDEIMEIT & 2 LHIEHI41.3% (E1MT $73E2W5) <
Hoo WHEDZN (41.8%) &1 0.5 % BV o I DFEL1955~ 19604 DM BISEE L K ORELE)
WEHbDTHDo ZOSFENIHERAR DEEEOLE(ITHILIT. 9% 5 HAL. 3%~ E WM LR L
7zo Ln LB EROEED, HBEADOEFILOMETIL > THREADNZ 3 EELOY
B, bInTA30/BMLIZ 145,

3 ERMFINER
1955~ 1960 DI ZHBEA I EFIL Lo ZOEE(IIE DEZOREZOEBEEI 2L, il
WREBEFAITHS S, 0 E, EHRE IKEINIGT, ERBIIAT LI EE 0195540
HE%E, 1960FOUEELEEDEMIIADICER LT, 1960F0REE RS DI EE R
(E3MWM7), INZINBSFOEEME (ER3IMWE) Ly hg, Z05EMD LEEmEADDE
EEDEH A EEXTMIOENCELHEEMB L N TE D, ZOMBLTED L 5 HEEl

£ 2  ADCHTIHEEOHEE L UREENERERER (B
Table. 2. Ratios of Employed Persons to Population by Age Groups and Age
Structure of Employed Persons (Males)

= W E AT 23R EDE S 1960F D k32 DM R
mployed persons per 100 population Age structure of employed persons in 1960
Age group 1960 1955 @—® X E Al e 6)—®)
[€)) (2) (3) ) (5) (6) )
# Total B 84.34 83.30 1.04 100.00 100.00 0.00
15 ~ 19 50.57 52.09 —-1.52 8.89 9.25 -0.36
20 ~ 24 86.80 85.20 1.60 13.36 13.26 0.10
25 ~ 29 96.07 93.74 2.33 14.78 14.58 0.20
30 ~ 34 97.23 95.11 2.12 13.73 13.58 0.15
35 ~ 39 97.21 95.78 1.43 10.08 10.04 0.04
40 ~ 44 97.19 95.91 1.28 8.36 8.34 0.02
45 ~ 49 96. 68 95.50 1.18 8.15 8.14 0.01
50 ~ 54 95. 46 93.85 1.61 7.36 7.32 0.04
55 ~ 59 89. 65 88.75 0.90 6.06 6.06 0.00
60 ~ 64 82.08 81.46 0.62 4.46 4.48 —0.02
65 £ 54.29 55. 69 1.40 4.78 4.96 —0.18
EECHER .
Index of 2 — — — 41.32 41.78 —
aging

D WODEEEZI960FEDAIEE LB L0,
Values obtained by applying the ratios of column (3) to the population by age group in 1960.
2) £10O®1#%#RL. See Footnote 1 of Table 1.
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HEFRMIREEOEG B L UERBERE (B3P

Table 3. Percent of Employed Persons in All Industries by Industrial Sectors
and Age Groups, and Age Structures by Industrial Sectors (Males)

S— S &)
b=} iy P;!'ce?;.é ofgex_n%loyae)q Sgrsoﬁrils F %&geﬁstrﬁ%ture% 24
in all industries
Agegroup | 960 1955° | @—® 1955 | Rpae | AEE| o
) (2) @) 4) (5 (6) ) 8)
# 1 %k # ¥ Primary industry
S otal 25.96 33.66 | — 7.70 100.00 100. 00 100. 00 0.00
15 ~ 19 17.41 32.95 —15.54 9.26 5.69 8.69 —2.73
20 ~ 24 16.46 27.74 —11.28 12.33 8.47 11.00 —2.53
25 ~ 29 19.10 26.95 - 7.85 11.86 10.88 11.82 ~0.94
30 ~ 34 22.14 27.46 — 5.32 9.08 11.71 11.18 0.53
35 ~ 39 23.52 28.17 — 4.65 7.78 9.13 8.43 0.70
40 ~ 44 25.27 28.36 — 3.09 7.86 8.13 7.03 1.10
45 ~ 49 26.21 31.97 — 5.76 8.11 8.23 7.73 0.50
50 ~ 5 30.39 39.04 — 8.65 8.79 8.62 8.53 0.09
5 ~ 59 39.59 47.36 - 7.77 8.40 9.24 8.51 0.73
60 ~ 64 48.02 55.64 — 7.62 6.91 8.25 7.37 0.88
65 <L 61.86 68.48 — 6.62 9.61 11.39 9.71 1.68
H 2 wk @ ¥ Secondary industry
B otal & 34.95 29.05 5.90|  100.00|  100.00|  100.00 0.00
15 ~ 19 50.47 37.29 13.18 12.15 12.83 11.46 1.37
20 ~ 24 42.98 35.29 7.69 18.18 16.43 16.31 0.12
25 ~ 29 39.23 31.06 8.17 15.84 16.59 15.89 0.70
30 ~ H 33.90 30.77 3.13 11.79 13.31 14.61 —1.30
3B ~ 39 34.44 30.59 3.85 9.79 9.93 10.67 —0.74
40 ~ 44 33.46 30.50 2.96 9.80 8.00 8.82 —0.82
45 ~ 49 33.31 27.88 5.43 8.19 7.77 7.86 —0.09
50 ~ 54 30.03 24.07 5.96 6.28 6.33 6.13 0.20
55 ~ 59 25.30 20.24 5.06 4.16 4.38 4.24 0.14
60 ~ 64 21.01 15.87 5.14 2.29 2.68 2.45 0.23
65 L 12.80 9.39 3.41 1.53 1.75 1.55 0.20
3 ¥ & ¥ Tertiary industry
B ota & 39.07 37.28 1.79 100.00 100. 00 100.00 0.00
15 ~ 19 32.12 29.75 2.37 7.55 7.30 7.07 0.23
20 ~ 24 40.53 36.96 3.57 14.84 13.86 13.21 0.65
25 ~ 29 41.65 41.99 —0.38 16.68 15.76 16.60 —0.84
30 ~ 3 43.95 41.77 2.18 12.48 15.44 15.33 0.11
35 ~ 3y 42.04 41.23 0.81 10.28 10.84 11.11 —-0.27
40 ~ 44 41.26 41.13 0.13 10.30 8.82 9.19 —0.37
45 ~ 49 40.47 40.14 0.33 9.19 8.44 8.75 —0.31
50 ~ 54 39.56 36.87 2.69 7.49 7.46 7.26 0.20
55 ~ 59 35.09 32.39 2.70 5.19 5.44 5.25 0.19
60 ~ 64 30.95 28.49 2.46 3.20 3.54 3.40 0.14
65 <L 25.30 22.12 3.18 2.80 3.09 2.83 0.26

1) F2miE 1%KL, See Footnote 1 of Table 2.
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Table. 4. Ratios of Employed Persons 55 Years Old & Over to Those 15~26 Years Old
by Industrial Sectors (Males)

4 # w0 M 1955 1960
Industrial sectors SEE=(A Actual | HHf¥E Expected?
() @ 3 @
8 1 % ¥ # Primary industry 74.51 114.14 81.22
% 2 & @ # Secondary industry 17.27 19.23 18.89
2 3 Kk # #H¥ Tertiary industry 28.63 32.69 31.11

FBHE G > TR AR L7 L 50k, E0EERMTY, BEMIEREHIZDEHE TED
T2l &l D L L, 19600 & DERFMIMES DFEEOHEMBE L IREL Y D EEL LB
D, ESIBTIREXETIMEDOHEENRKRE GE3M6 &7 FT3EAMI L 42 I), 2
i, FRANOZEERFIMELEEEOEHOEA - FEEERL Ub,

BERGEL - TARDOBIELY T2 &, BHRUREERTEENRD S, BEE T BEIERS
19554£16.1%, 1960EEAFE17.5%, REE(ELE. 0% T, I DREZEOERMNDEEERT, 4
EANODSERIBT DEFLOETHRER DZEEBLHBTHL3IEHL, PRy ZoRET
BB EY, FEEEEFLIERNEIRNEE» LIz &5, HIBE « NEEDOEEIITH
i3, 1955%-36.6%, 19604 MIAHE40.0%, [FEWEME37.1% T, I D5 4EM I OEEREE DL
WEIERCL72H, EEFEREENEFRL LT EIESEE LT,

4 EXIMEZFOEMBEEZE(LEL OB

1955~19604E 7 5 FEMNIBIT 2MEEDHIMKIE R L > GEFIC I I HTHY, B 1 kg
EDEIIKRELQBAEE AL LN, BFE HUEEOIITELIEMLZEELDS
(FE5M2), 1955FEDFES DEFLIERINT BI960EDTNE, HVITEELERELZD T B &
(EOHMWS5), ZOEFMBLERIIL-TELEI L THD, L LETGRDOEME L ZOEFELERED

#5  EERSEIIREZOWINES L UERLBER (P
Table 5. Increase Rates and Indices! of Aging of Employed Persons by Industries (Males)

o | e : % FE LR
i ¥ (1955~1960) | & LB Index of aging (Ratio of
Industries Percent inc. index of aging
(1955~1960y | 1960 1955 @)/
) @) ® @ ()

B B Total? 11.37 41.32 37.92 109.0
I & 2  Agriculture —14.59 128.09 81.30 157.6
T #RZE « JFHE Forestry & hunting —15.42 51.28 35.43 144.7
I #%% - KEE2%  Fisheries & aquiculture - 7.15 45.43 35.80 126.9
v g % Mining — 0.56 17.13 12.26 139.7
V E & % Construction 44.78 29.98 22.00 136.3
VI8l # 3% Manufacturing 33.79 15.97 16.05 99.6
VI #15E « 5% Wholesale & retail trade 22.49 37.14 36.57 101.5
i %%’Eg@ *  Finance, insurance & 22.97 39.82 35.08 113.5
IX xE# » 1§ « Transportation, commu-

Z DA% nication & other public 17.21 14,97 9.71 154.2
B utilities
X ¥+ — € 2% Services 15.17 45.42 37.50 121.1
X% % Government 0.27 17.74 21.22 83.6

1) F1HwEL2RLE. See Footnot 1 of Table 1.
2) DEAREOE%E#®4ET. Including ‘not classifiable’,

e



BB E 42 L, R1IORT X r=—0.772 &\ 5 S VEHER A o0, SREOWD
BOKEVELIIELEMOEFTNE L (2 LTBRKE), MMBORVERII EEFLOES
ERGES, L LADTATHENRNPA» THE->Tnd (& ATHER & - BROFER
EHTE %,

K1 EERSTHREEORMER (O LEEERD (v) LOMBIEE, 1955~1960%

Fig. 1. Correlation between Rates of Increase (x) and Rates of Aging? (y)
of Employed Persons by Industries (Males), 1955~1960

1602’ Ix
x¥
VX
=
S
=
=
E
4
Lo 100F y=135.5750-0927/ X,
gjé ol r=-0772
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20 <15 -0 -5 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 4%

#mE —

Percent (ncrease

D 1960FENDEEIEHR/1955FEDZELIEE L% 100 f5 L7 b D,
Index of aging in 1960 per 100 index of aging in 1955.
%6 RERE 3 AEPIN BTt EE D net mobility rates!, 1955~1960%

Table 6. Net Mobility Rates!! by Industrial Sectors and Age Groups (Males), 1955~1960

B 1 REE | £2KEXE | B3I KER

2 = ko= b £ P * Primary Secondary Tertiar

M ! y

Age cohorts () Total industry industry industry industry
15 £ — 20 £ 7.7 —12.2 21.9 13.9
15 ~ 19—20 ~ 24 66.7 —16.2 92.2 126.8
20 ~ 24——25 ~ 29 12.7 -22.4 25.3 27.0
25 ~ 29—30 ~ 34 3.7 ~14.7 13.3 8.6
30 ~ 34—35 ~ 39 2.2 —12.4 14.3 2.9
35 ~ 39—40 ~ 44 1.4 - 9.0 10.9 1.4
40 ~ 44——45 ~ 49 0.8 - 6.7 10.1 - 0.8
45 ~ 49—50 ~ 54 - 0.1 - 5.0 4.1 — 1.4
50 ~ 54——55 ~ 59 - 4.5 — 3.2 0.5 - 9.1
55 ~ 59——60 ~ 64 - 7.5 — 3.4 — 3.9 ~11.6
60 £ — 65 < —-16.9 —17.8 —15.3 —16.5

1) #iEEzL 3. Using forward method.

5 EERMPIZAERAIHMESE D net mobility rates ,

1055~19604E12 3517 BAERb BRI A R, FREHEIZ L » T, 20 54RO ERBIIFIEFRE O
net mobility rates #R7: (E6)e Tbb, 195ENZEEMMID EKEMMR DT TR
#12, FNFNBTICOWTOAERE S T TI96051 2 551 2EEEE R D, LI T 2195540
ERED LE A RO THD L7z b D Thdo I net mobility rates i3pEHIR O mobility &
BE3 & JERLEE & OS> mobility DR EGFAKXKEEN LD TH D, '

81 REEE T E DERMEF THLIRABAR A LN, 83 WEEETIE, 15~19—-20~245RIZ BT 2
WARBIET Z 55 KE 0, SRS D iz, FORBERIISFITR L, 40~44—-44~49
A & U &V s U T %o



HI SO AD O RISBE) - 210 & T oL
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1

FESOBHNL, BEANOKGE L THBTHEHOMMBEH*HML, FBWshsT, =
DL IRTET 51255,
BEHHTIOBEDOFI DTS, Wl—ERE L2 Enbh o720, F0O& &3 7719604
VP ADFENARBRERENTE ST, KBS ERBLUSINIZDTH 170 KED
L, 1960%F & vy AR X BAUGETEACTRITTEH 2L 2—2DHINE LT D,

2 H M AH & .

BEIZ BT 20, (1) 1950~19554, (2) 1955~19604E0 2 M TH 2,

SHUHEOEEL, MR O T TH D, TN E, 1950~554 MDDV CE T 2
ERDEBY TH D,

(a) 19504t v AT & 2 A MR OAEMB105 LA LB F O 5 MBS #EHIA D12, 1950~554E 0
BT ERGPER N AIRE L BT 2 2 L1l & - ¢, 19555E DK IR D EMISELL LS T O F 48 (expected)
I 5 RIERAA R HET 2,

IOYE, AR, 19504 & v R L 19554E 4 V4 A DL R EMIERIIA L A SHES NI, b
w3 census survival ratios Th 3, -

BB, TH5 LTRDOLNI-TFIEER S BEEEIIAL &£ 5 0k, 195054 B2\ AR, #
EBBE LT, 7L > COABA LB EIT, 1955FIIB W TRANEK TH B,

(b) (a) TROONI LFED FARER 5 RBRIIA D, £IFEDER 5 BB R 5 8
(1955%) =8N 2 2 &ild » T, THUER SEBHRANBEHIA N HET 2,

2TV HRIVERERAF B NIRE, v A0 1 BHEHERIORDDIENTE B,

(c) 19554 v+ AT & B # IR DERE (actua) D AR & (b)) TR T4 (expucted)
FHEIAR & D&, FBOOMELBEREERT 2, 2207, MtLBBRE VS O, Bl
EDRRTHEY, BADHE TR » T35, BHEGADE: LTOBBMEL VS 2L Thod,

8B, IITIEANDBBILA 723D EEEL, LzBR-T2£EHBHIARD actual &
expected LI—HTBL5IIBIEL TH B, ‘

(d) (c) TRH7:MBEEE, 1950EH B HIAD (5EELE) TEl» 724 ONRFBEETH 3,

LAE, 1950~B5% DR 55¢F ZMB B DS G L B L7200 T - 72035, 1955~604EIZ DU
Tid, 19555ED A1 75196040 F 48 expected AH % 3R> D SV D43 & LT, census survival
ratios & I\ 3, KE K « EREEKRIZE o TS N7z BRI &k (19554212365 < life table
survival ratios & f\ 7z HEGBRRLDZDTH-T, TOMDEITIZ4 TP Y BT,

S &F1T, 1950~55FEDFHMOBEITT X TOREIR U TR UABRE HH L-0w, ZFROE
CERRFICERP LD EDREILL > T DD TH-> T, ZIETORBERZGEIZ NV #
DI, 1955~C0FEDBFE VRPN DOERKE A L-DE, Vo Z 9RBBTHEEVAL I,

L8 i M, SRR R 25 BB 0EE”, HEEE AIMIIEY, No.3, 196148 A,
2) KEFRFK - EEMER, “1955EEMATIR LS, B3 EEGYEHRSES, 1958,
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Table 1. Volume of Male Labor Force and Its Net Migration

EIPER S

Prefecture

oW h AN

Volume of labor force

MO B OB

Net migration volume

MoBE R D

Net migration rate

1950 1955 1960

1950~55 1955~60

1950~55 | 1955~60

4 [§ All Japan

v Hokkaido

# Aomori

F Iwate

¥ Miyagi

H Akita

#% Yamagata
B Fukushima

B E S

3, Ibaraki
Tochigi
Gumma
Saitama
Chiba
Tokyo
Kanagawa

Eoa N RS
e

é{‘;’f

=B HE

5 Niigata
Toyama
Ishikawa
Fukui

Iy liisy
HZ=EH

okt et
Rl

Yamanashi
Nagano
Gifu

b

Shizuoka
Aichi
Mie

[lpaZs =R
b B

Shiga
Kyoto
Osaka

i Hyogo

K Nara

il Wakayama

i

b=
BR

23

Tottori
Shimane
Okayama
Hiroshima
Yamaguchi

=
=i

ERE
oEE

Tokushima
Kagawa
4% % Ehime
2 Kochi

T
=i

14 Fukuoka
7 Saga
% Nagasaki
Kumamoto
4y Oita

¥ Miyazaki
88 Kagoshima

B0 R ET R
Pt

22,310,219 | 24,435,282 | 27,081,800

1,153,778 | 1,323,582 | 1,476,346

337,404 359,874 372,671
361,942 377,270 390,441
441,509 443,557 455, 060
348,914 356, 648 367,623
362,502 359, 144 357,021
532,126 534,184 528, 060

534,001 545,241 581,775
393,971 403,480 405,485
420,916 428,405 441,733
566, 998 612,647 705, 056
552,793 584,775 661,842
776,353 | 2,436,309 | 3,198,650
692,482 840,452 { 1,078,333

—

652,078 654, 067 680,521
271,543 276,715 294,623
255,674 258, 140 280, 387
206, 696 206,283 214,152

210,880 214,010 217,080
553,496 560, 230 574,101
428,095 441,545 479,999

653, 357 728,059 830, 659
907,811 | 1,059,113 | 1,313,890
391, 469 409, 093 427,294

232,228 233,934 238,788
489, 047 534,762 593,083
081,401 | 1,353,722 | 1,768,445
910,473 | 1,015,159 | 1,181,219
207,428 216,548 232,427
266, 462 283,190 289,272

—

158,261 164,157 166, 092
245,626 255,715 245,957
445,582 463,107 479,797
569, 053 592,504 635,893
420,375 442,479 448,498

226,411 228,924 222,229
245, 137 252,935 254,337
398, 506 402,414 399,023
242,546 244,043 242,524

947,247 | 1,016,333 | 1,081,463
241,950 245, 665 239,091
437,655 449,188 454, 354
468, 086 485,132 467,681
322,930 330,175 321,985
286,316 298,332 305,124
460,711 514,041 481,716

43,496 | — 9,812
~ 13,814 | — 31,671
- 22,432 | - 33,122
— 40,851 | — 45,664
- 26,376 | — 28,339

42,265 | — 34,101
— 56,160 | — 64,688
- 33,121 | — 35,541
— 32,548 | — 43,496
- 36,370 | — 38,881
~ 4,930 18,845
— 16,392 11,373

466,530 | 530,949

81,875 135,742
— 64,524 | — 53,181
- 19,299 | — 12,788
— 13,974 | — 6,204
- 13,974 | — 13,823
~ 21,7831 - 20,720
~ 54,107 | — 42,601
- 19,286 | — 10,499

8,078 6,252

59,604 131, 352
- 19,302 | — 23,058
~ 14,258 | — 14,133

5,969 1,597

177,817 | 268,207

39,323 49,390
— 4,237 | — 4.484
— 2,853| — 16,166
- 8,074 | — 13,964
~ 8,998 | - 34,745
- 22,789 | — 22,836
~ 11,914 | — 20,184
- 11,826 | - 31,578
- 16,992 | — 29,230
— 15,749 | — 24,208
— 47,339 | — 47,748
- 10,734 | — 22,537
~ 10,035 | — 29,881
— 14,650 | — 33,700
— 24,460 | — 40,481
~ 25,624 | — 59,535
— 19,649 | — 40,158
~ 14,577 | — 32,564
— 46,425 | — 87,296
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28, b =DM MATENZF UL LG0T EvE, 1960400 actual MDA, /4 A
MZETORMA D D720, REUIOWTIELEEANRETRBT ORI L 21960 AR Y,
FEHAMZONWTE Y AADRREBEE LT, ZORHAPEREICEY VDL v/ RAIL B
BAAOZ Y =— b LTURVGUHDIEWIFEER E 722 & Thb,

3t M & R
BAED & 5 2l & » TREEHE LR, E1LIURSNTW5,

4 HEERELOHHEBHBE OB

ZORIEERE, EETODOHMOME LV BICER LTADE, KOL I UHEAEEHT S
IEMTE D,
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Table 2, Net Migration Volume by Districts and Its Distribution

1950~1955 1955~1960

# 3% District A 2 Ai I o5 i
Net migration Distribution Net migration Distribution
£ All Japan + 820,720 + 100.0 + 1,095,866 + 100.0
de#iei Hokkaido 43,496 5.3 - 9,812 - 0.9
% Jt Tohoku — 201,898 — 24,6 — 237,585 - 21.7
4B  Kita-kanto — 102,039 - 12.4 - 117,918 - 10.8
B4R Minami-kanto 527,083 64.2 696, 909 63.6
4t B Hokuriku — 111,771 ) — 13.6 - 86,086 - 7.9
¥ i Tosan - 95,176 - 11.6 - 73,820 - 6.7
W ¥ Tokai 48, 380 5.9 114,546 10.4
& Kinki 201, 761 24.6 284,411 26.0
il B&  Sanin - 17,072 - 2.1 - 48,709 - 4.4
1 B Sanyo — 46,529 - 5.7 - 74,598 - 6.8
/M [ Shikoku — 90,814 - 11.1 - 123,723 ~ 11.3
dtus  Kita-kyushu — 94,418 - 1L.5 — 203,755 - 18.6
B/  Minami-kyushu — 61,002 - 7.4 ~ 119,860 - 10.9
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LR EA PR HIE 4 100122 X B TH 545, R LRI OBEIE 399, FRAMTHX
BIRAD 2313107, FRADZNIE130 T, BBTRBHOEEA KRS VIEEBTHBIZKE <
AR

FEEHRAIA N DS bERHOED - 725 DOEEL20~24R T L % < 18% % L, 25~20%% &
IS~ 19REA Z U DV T fAERD LRI oN TRENIA 72 1Y, 60REBE2 & 3%z
A1 [{ URAOBBF 2 ATKETR, MR & 012, Fia25~2917, 2i1d20~245%2
TORERROKRE <, WHFRANOBEEIIH L E I~ IR OREVRE, Boinznicg

# 1 1R EAQO 1 EFOFHERINERRE & 5 MBI b AIE

Table 1. Age Distribution of Pop. 1 Year Old and Over by Residence in 1959
and Per Cent of Pop. by Residence in 1959 in Each Age Group.

&%B&%&El ViREA AT ) 1 FER{oo T B
© A R B eduience SUMGB)  |®yliE Per cent of pop. by residence in
- 1959 in each age group
SERRE R — -
| EThieEy sl | ETHRHEY | BN
& B BLAET | KPR | KBTS it B | BLEERT | SIPIMET | IKHT R fie B
Different | Different Different | Different
Age srou house, [shi, machi, house, [shi, machi,
ge group Same |same shi| mura, |Different| Same |same shi| mura, |Different
Total house machi, same |prefecture| house machi, same |prefecture
mura |prefecture mura |prefecture
Male, 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 91.5 2.3 3.0 3.2
Total
1~ 14 29.9 31.2 21.2 16.2 11.0 95.6 1.6 1.6 1.2
15 ~ 19 10.4 9.6 10.2 15.7 26.7 84.8 2.2 4.6 8.4
20 ~ 24 9.1 8.1 15.6 18.6 22.8 81.8 3.9 6.1 8.1
25 ~ 29 9.1 8.3 19.6 18.8 15.5 83.3 4.9 6.2 5.5
30 ~ 59* 33.1 33.7 29.9 28.2 22.1 93.2 2.1 2.6 2.2
60L* 8.4 9.0 3.4 2.5 1.8 97.5 0.9 0.9 0.7
g 3
Female, 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 92.7 2.2 2.7 2.4
Total .
1~ 14 27.8 28.6 20.0 16.4 14.0 95.6 1.6 1.6 1.2
15 ~ 19 9.8 9.2 10.3 16.4 26.2 86.7 2.3 4.5 6.4
20 ~ 24 9.0 7.9 20.4 22.6 22.7 82.1 5.0 6.8 6.1
25 ~ 29 8.8 8.2 17.4 18.1 15.0 86.0 4.4 5.5 4.1
30 ~ 59% 34.9 35.9 27.6 23.2 18.6 95.2 1.8 1.8 1.3
60L* 9.7 10.2 4.4 3.3 3.4 97.2 1.0 0.9 0.9

* R T10ERS R Bii7e 0 % 249, Original data indicated in 10 years group.
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Fig. 1. Rate of In-migration of the Population, 1 Year Old and Over, 15~29 Years Old
and Over, and Employed, 15 Years Old and Over
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Table 2, Rate of In-migration of Employed Persons* by Industry and

Per Cent of Industry of Employed Non-migrants, In-migrants

LR & DWAR E ¥ OB oA 4 Percent by industries
B L o E _

E R Rate of in-migration BAE PO b O fAFYE 22 5 DHAN

from other prefectures R EIE) In-migrants from

.. : Non-migrants other prefectures

Major industry group
8 Male | % Female | 8 Male | % Female | 5 Male | % Female
% %

B O¥E OE B OH @ 4.2 2.9 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
ek ¥ b 0.3 0.4 25.1 44.7 1.8 6.0
=34 B ¥ © 9.7 4.1 8.2 1.6 21.2 - 2.4
.03 & # @ 5.6 6.0 23.3 17.2 32.6 38.1
HEENDFTE © 4.2 3.6 14,7 16.4 15.1 21.5
Y o—- v A FE () 3.6 5.6 9.8 13.4 8.7 28.5

* 158l EA R, 15 years old and over.
(@) Total, employed,

@

Manufacturing,

(b) Agriculture,
© Wholesale and retail trade,

) Construction,
(f) Services,

7 U, FEREAHAHRER, WMSSERE, 19614117,
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Table 3. In-migration and Out-Migration of Total Male Emploved
and Employed in Manufacturing, by Region

bii‘) b A B E B OH Eﬁpl%edﬁin ia;%fac%urfg REEUFEOTIR
' Total employed (’000) C000) B/A (%)
w A H = woOA | W = WA i
In- Out In- Out In- Out
Region migrants | migrants | (4)—(b) | migrants|migrants| (d)—() | migrants!{ migrants
(@) (b) ©) d ©) f) (d)/(a) ©/b
NREBBEE
Inter-prefectural 1,104.7 359.9 32.6
migrants, total
H Hi 05 B BE)
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of Population Migration against the per capita Real
Income, by Prefectures: Annual Average for 1955~58
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Fig. 2. Correlation Chart of the Annual Average of
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Table 1. Distribution of Urban Labor Force by City and by Origin Area
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H 17 Pure urbanites 523 649 228 298 1,698
Ef I Born in prefecture concerned 8 401 200 187 796
fit % Born in other prefectures 1,081 651 89 40 1,861
Zofl Others 110 223 83 62 478
4 # Unknown 49 113 5 65 232
4 b Total 1,771 2,037 605 652 5,065
) & Percent
i ili Pure urbanites 29.5 31,9 37.7 45.7 33.5
i K Born in prefecture concerned 0.5 19.7 33.1 19.2 15.7
fit % Born in other prefectures 61.0 31.9 14.7 15.6 36.7
% Dft Others 6.2 10.9 13.7 9.5 9.4
A2 # Unknown 2.7 5.6 0.8 10.0 4.6
& i Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
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Fig. 1. Distribution of Urban Labor Force
by City and by Origin Area
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Table 2. Intergenerational Complete Fertility between Fathers and Sons
by City and by Father’s Occupation

] i BHOOx Tokyo % E B Nagoya
oo WO B4 B OB P4 RR - SR ZETE R
Xf &2 ¥ | Number of live |Average number| %f4:%; | Number of live {Average number
Father’s Number births of births Number births of births
occupation of cases| K A Q2 X A % llof cases| K A R X A @
Son Father | Son Father Son Father| Son Fother
= * 60 204 304 3.40 5.07 147 526 781 3.58 5.31
Farmer . . < IS T D
El H ES
Self-employed 611 197 | 270 | 3.23| 4.43) 102{ 378 504 | 3.70| 4.9
NN AL 13 55 53| 4.23| 4.07 61 258 | 269 | 4.23| 4.4l
Bl g o 23 61| 10l 2.78] 4.78 30 | 17| 3.13| 5.67
A
o e 8 31 46| 3.8 5.75 6 15 24| 2.50 | 4.00
A Unknown "' 57| is2|  283| 3.19| 4.97 13 46 62| 3.54| 4.77
Total V| 222 733 1086| 3.3 48| 359 1,317 | 1.811| 3.66|. 5.04
£ =3 Nagasaki . 1L i Yamagata
Zon BOE i & B OB | PHEAER o4 W K| P HE A RE
3% % | Number of live |Average number|| %}&%; | Number of live [Average number
Father’s Number births of births Number briths of births
occupation of cases| KX A 4 A A W of cases| K A A F N 4L
Son Father | Son Father Son Father| Son Father
 armer 70| 350| 444 | 4.93| 6.25 49| 203 281 4.14| 5.73
goo# % 33| 128| 162 3.8 4.91 30| 104 135] 3.47| 4.50
Self-employed . - . B
yoA B 33| 10| 1s8| 424 4.78 17| 72| | 42| a6
g % 0| 35| 51| 350| 5.10 6| 14| 30| 2.33] 5.00
o M i 3 6| 3.00| 6.00 1 1 9| 1.00] 9.00
- 2 /
 Unknown " e e e 2 9 11| 4.50| 5.50
o | . e
T rotal 148 | 656 | 821 4.43| 5.55 1051 403| 545 3.84| 5.19
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Table 1. Standardized Birth Rate, Death Rate and Natural Increase Rate by Prefecture

R 35 4 M 30 % M f 35 £ o 15 K

W 1 96 0 - 1 95 5 Index (1955=100)
s TORER | HCE BARENE] NEE | CE ARBINE| BIE | ek QAENE
Prefecture Birth Death | Natural Birth Death | Natural Birth Death | Natural
rate rate inc. rate | rate rate inc. rate | rate rate inc. rate

| %o %0 %0 %o %ﬂ %o

4 [ All Japan 18.22 7.91 10.31 | 21.46 8.12 13.34 | 84.90 | 97.41 77.29
de#dE Hekkaido 19.00 7.21 11.79 | 23.45 7.26 16.19 | 81.02 | 99.31 72.82
% Acmori 20.50 8.33 12.17 | 25.75 8.72 17.03 ] 79.61 | 95.53 71.46
= F lwate 18.46 8.49 9.97 | 24.47 9.12 15.35 | 75.44 | 93.(9 64.95
= 3 Miyagi 18.31 7.71 10.60 | 24.¢7 7.79 16.28 | 76.07 | 98.97 65. 11
K Akita 17.40 8.73 8.67 | 23.10 9.44 13.66 | 75.32 | 92.48 63.47-
1Ll 7% Yamagata 17.68 8.75 8.93| 21.65 9.23 12.42 | 81.66 | 94.80 71.90
fii By Fukushima| 20,34 8.56 11.78 | 25.77 8.94 16.83 | 78.93| 95.75 69.99
¥ 3 Ibaraki 19.74 8.52 11.22 | 24.85 9.00 15.85 | 79.44 | 94.67 70.79
# A Tochigi 19.49 8.40 11.09 | 24.97 8.63 16.34 | 78.05 | 97.33 67.87
B )5 Gumma 19.16 8.45 10.71 | 24.12 8.31 15.81 | 79.44 | 101.68 67.74
By < Saitama 19.67 8.15 11.52 | 24.61 8.93 15.68 | 79.93 | 91.27 73.47
T # Chiba 18.69 8.34 10.35 | 22.65 8.78 13.87 | 82.52 | 94.99 74.62
# 5T Tokyo 17.98 6.27 11.71 | 17.93 6.79 1114 | 100.28 | 92.34 105. 12
M%)l Kanagawa 17.90 6.91 10.99 | 19.16 7.30 11.86 | 93.42 | 94.66 92.66
% & Niigata 18.65 8.21 10.44 | 23.79 8.78 15.01 | 78.39 | 93.51 69.55
& Il Toyama 15.18 8.68 6.50 | 17.46 8.75 8.71 | 86.94 1 99.20 74.63
41 JIl Ishikawa 16.29 8.69 7.60 | 18.92 9.08 9.84 ] 86.10| 95.70 77. 24
i I Fukui 17.02 8.59 8.43 | 20.11 8.63 11.48 | 84.63 | 99.54 73.13
Ui %4 Yamanashi| 21.46 7.96 13.50 | 25.88 7.85 18.03 | 82.92 ] 101.40 74.88
£ B Nagano 18.15 8.47 9.68 | 21.82 8.51 3.31 | 83.18 | 99.53 72.73
I B Gifu 17.77 7.91 9.86 | 20.00 8.01 11.99 | 88.85 | 98.75 82,24
# ) Shizuoka 19.67 7.44 12.23 | 23.18 7.72 5.46 | 84.86 | 96.37 79.11
& 41 Aichi 18.27 7.42 10.85 | 19.08 7.72 1.36 | 95.75 | 96.11 95.51
= #H Mie 17.16 8.44 872 19.17 8.10 11.07 | 89.51 | 104.20 78.77
¥ 1 Shiga 18.19 8.76 9.43 | 20.60 8.59 12.01 | 88.30 | 101.98 78.52
B # Kyoto 16.59 7.81 8.78 | 17.00 7.56 9.44 | 97.59 | 103.31 93.01
K B Osaka 17.78 7.38 10.40 { 17.28 7.59 9.69 | 102.89 | 97.23 107.33
£ 4 Hyogo 17.08 7.78 9.30 | 18.47 7.78 10.69 | 92.47 | 100.00 87.00
Z& B Nara 16.78 9.12 7.66 | 18.93 8.64 10.29 | 88.64 | 105.56 74.44
Fnk1ll Wakayama | 16.98 8.25 8.73 | 19.32 8.04 11.28 | 87.89 | 102.61 77.39
& ¥ Tottori 16.24 8.58 7.66 | 20.98 8.73 12.25{ 77.41 | 98.28 62.53
& R Shimane 17.65 8.62 9.03 | 20.74 8.32 12.42 | 85.10 | 103.61 72.71
i 1li Okayama 15.72 8.29 7.43 | 17.93 7.85 10.08 | 87.67 | 105.61 73.71
Jix B Hiroshima | 16.17 8.38 7.79 | 18.42 7.97 10.45 | 87.79 | 105.14 74.55
1 @ Yamaguchi| 16.28 8.46 7.82 1 19.15 8.29 10.86 | 85.01 | 102.05 72.01
#8 & Tokushima| 16.21 8.98 7.23 | 22.15 8.71 13.44 | 73.18 | 103.10 53.79
# JIl Kagawa 14.60 8.28 6.32 | 18.53 8.35 10.18 | 78.79 | 99.16 62.08
% % Ehime 17.67 8.01 9.66 | 22.24 7.89 14.35 | 79.45 | 101.52 67.32
& 4 Kochi 15.35 8.99 6.36 | 19.17 8.35 10.82 | 80.07 | 107.66 58.78
# [® Fukuoka 17.41 7.76 9.65| 21.35 8.03 13.32 | 81.55| 96.64 72.45
£ H# Saga 20.59 8.53 12.06 | 26.68 8.74 17.94 | 77.17 | 97.60 67.22
£ W Nagasaki 22.43 8.15 14.28 | 27.92 8.17 19.75| 80.34| 99.76 72.30
#& A& Kumamoto| 19,99 8.29 11.70 | 26.04 8.05 17.99 | 76.77 | 102.98 65.04
A 4 Oita 17.73 8.82 8.91 | 23.20 8.70 14.50 | 76.42 | 101.38 61.45
g & Miyazaki 20. 64 7.83 12.81 | 26.17 8.25 17.92 | 78.87 | 94.91 71.48
B I8E Kagoshima | 22.46 8.02 14.44 | 30.11 8.72 21.39 | 74.59 | 91.97 67.51
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(1) EEfLmAER

F AR, 1955~19604E 0 5 FEMIZEEFH L TISHDET 2R L T30, HEBHIIRE 2
&, BEDIII2IHETERLZLNLONG, M, 3% EOEMERTAROILELDT
T, MYOHIBZEFRL T3, XEIIBWT, REREHERER L CEDL, M & ot
BPUWTEDETOENEBOIIH L, EBRTH-72RCBVUETOENRET, Hbikike
EDIIHTHTEDZPENERTREOEAMEN, F4, EH, EELEOREHLHETINE
H10% LIPIOMET LR LTzl BB, 1955F B4R & Z % 100 & T 21960F D5
BEOBMMBBEGRELZEH L TAD L, r=—0.733%18, »7LVRADHBIEZR L.

LA, BECHAROKEREMS A BT 0HECEERELEZEHRLTADE, kO
E2DTELTHD,

*x 2 B HEROFERRRSNIBET 25 FOHEE
Table 2. Items Concerning the Dispersion of Standardized Birth Rate among
Prefectures
B #0135 4 BB #n 30 & FR #1135 £ 0 35 H
i& B Items 1 960 1955 Index (1955=100)
o & % Maximum #1258 Kagoshima BR B Kagoshima & PR Osaka
stand. b. r. 22. 4670 30.11%o 102.89%
@ & . Minimum % )il Kagawa = # Kyoto ## B Tokushima
g stand. b. r. 14. 60%o0 17.00%o 73.18%
@ 4 #i %5 F Range 7.86 13.11 29.71
@ % ox Ratoof rangeto 0.54 0.77 0.41
@ w o Arthmete 18.15% 21.92%» 83.48%
@ @ fm e e 1.81 3.18 6.80
M 75 e gy Coctficient 9.97% 14.52% 8.25%

@)=(1)—(2), W=13)/(2), (N=(8)/®).

(2) EEEETR

BRI, FLUSEMCLETS LT3 ZBOET Lok L T, BIRI310% 0 k
DHDIFL, BRRKTIZREOHEDIIN), ETERT OO EUIT EL L HIEE 5720
DOARIGFEIZH B, ROUEBVCEMERTOREHNDT7.7% Thdo BF, ®MENEKTE, BLT
REREFRCTETH - - HIBIIBT 2ETOERKE, BERIZOWTYH, 19555 & 1955~19604 7D
FCRETORKNE ORBEEREEH L Ta2E, r=—0.244 L7129, 13EAERBIZRGLV,
FERGHERICERTIREND 2R, KR, BRE B < RIbLIdtEhE 2 L E W IETR
EARL 7285, 1960FE TRER, B, e, A%, ®E2E, HEARILERMLE SHIENRS
N, BERDL I, BEMH RN L -T-OBEBSND, Lil, B3L-Tobhnd
517, HARICHRTENIE EBIRZEE 2V,



£33 EEECEOEENBRMNMIBET 25 TokE

Table 3. Items Concerning the Dispersion of Standardized Death Rate among

Prefectures
5 B o 35 £ M M 30 & Hm3sEn g
15 2 Items 19 6 0 1955 Index (1955=100)
W B % Maximum % B Nara % | Akita & 4 Kochi
stand. d. r. 9. 12%0 9. 44%o 107.66%
® & PN Minimum #H 3 Tokyo B 1 Tokyo # X Saitama
stand. d. r. 6.27%0 6.79%0 91.27%
® 4 77 % B Range 2.85 2.65 16.39
@ % o gy Ratioof range 0.45 0.28 0.18
@ F gy Arithmete 8.21% 8.32% 98.77%
@ gy Swndad 0.57 0.52 3.99
m % e gy Cocfficient 6.94% 6.25% 4.04%

F2DEITH LS. See footnote of Table 2.
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BREHAREECTER LD L S UEER LD T, BEELEREMERYF L 5ELIZLEYS
LTS DIETER L T2, MEREINIRZ &, HARLIZEAFRUEAT, BAOETF
R LD EED46.2% T, @AN4L.2% TIAUIKRN TS, EaEIHERIIBLTIZNYET
Fioldy, HURTERAROHEMERLZ2OT, FIAHTHD, 2R L TETOERDL Y
D, HAERFBREME 2 72 KK(7.3%), B (5.1%) %A, 6 KEMAiz S8 T2HFEN 6
TTEhDI INGETENERIL, HEEOLLOIETERL Y L HAROET OAAL L ZHE
BEREVERE L TEbN T3,

BRI BREMBIZOWT O B4R, FECKRAER, Z0BEFEMSHOETORELRT & F4
DT ELTsDe F7z, 1955 ZN%100& § 31960 DFEE & OHBIREIE r=—0.403 T - 770

%4 BECAASNROMEFEESMBIT 2ETOIHEE
Table 4. Items Concerning the Dispersion of Standardized Rate of Natural
Increase among Prefectures

BB 1 35 BB OR300 4 AR #0354 o 45 K
. g Items TR0 179 5 5 Index (1955=100)
o B * Maximum stand.| BB E Kagoshima #el2 & Kagoshima KX PR Osaka

rate of n. i. 14. 44%o 21. 39%o 107.33%
@ & i Minimum stand.] & )i| Kagawa & I Toyama £ & Tokushima
Az rate of n. i. 6. 32%o 8. 71%o 53.79%

(8 4 A7 #i B Range 8.12 12.68 53.54

+ Ratio of range

W F DFER to the min. 1.28 1.46 1.00
@ F oy Arithmete 9. 93%o 13. 60% 73.97%

@ Bt qgx Standad 2.01 3.01 10.74
@ Z e gy Coctficient 20.24% 22.13% 14.259

R2DIEIZHE L 3. See footnote of Table 2.
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# 1 FERJEGHATERSHR
Table 1. Number of Notified Induced Abortions
1)
. ‘ " BUMATIER | o0y 000 | thé 100 %
&F ®r A =] o4 & ;IF'%%% dified | i iR
o. of notifie !
Year Population Births induced No. 1136;‘_ 1,000 Eo. hper 100
(. 000) abortions population irths
REFN24 1949 81,773 2,696, 638 246,104 3.0 9.1
25 1950 83,200 2,337,5G7 486,111 5.9 20.9
26 1951 84,543 2,137,689 638, 350 7.6 29.9
27 1952 85, 810 2,005, 162 798,193 9.3 39.8
28 1953 86, 983 1, 868, 040 1, 068, 066 12.3 57.2
29 1954 88,238 1,769, 580 1,143,059 13.0 64.6
30 1955 89,276 1,730,692 1,170,143 13.1 67.6
31 1956 90, 259 1,665,278 1,159,288 12.8 69.6
32 1957 91, 085 1,566.713 1.122,316 12.3 71.8
33 1958 92,007 1,653, 469 1,128,231 12.3 68.2
34 1959 92,966 1,626,088 1,098,853 11.8 67.6
35 1960 93,419 1,602,963 1,063, 256 11.4 66.3

JE I AT TR B B B RE E BRI, A TR,

L&D UTF&EE VAL

¥ 2 FRA, BhEGBATERSER
Table 2. Number of Notified Induced Abortions by Reasons
9 # Actual number # & Percentage

T Flgmmne] seew | 2P0 | L o memeae] sees | 2085 ]

Y Mental or | Physical Others B ? Mental or | Physical Others = d

ear hereditary |protection and Total hgreditary protection and Total

disease of mother, unknown disease of mother unknown ota

BN

24 1949 2,738 241,047 2,319 246,104 1.1 98.0 0.9 - 100.0
25 1950 4,361 481,868 2,862 489,111 0.9 98.5 0.6 100.0
26 1951 3,165 633,766 1,419 638, 350 0.5 99.3 0.2 100.0
27 1952 7,081 787,232 3,880 798,193 0.6 98.6 0.5 100.0
28 1953 4,684| 1,060, 108 3,234 1,068,066 0.4 99.3 0.3 100.0
29 1954 2,872 1,137,733 2,454; 1,143,059 0.3 99. 5} 0.2 100.0
30 1955 1,492 1, 166,946 1,705 1,170,143 0.1 99.7 0.2 100.0
31 1956 1,960 1,154,687 2,641 1,159,288 0.2 99. 6] 0.2 100.0
32 1957 1,886 1,119,132 1,298 1,122,316 0.1 99.7 0.1 100.0
33 1958 1,630] 1,124,697 1,904 1,128,231 0.1 99.7 0.2 100.0
34 1959 1,197} 1,095, 769 1,887/ 1,098, 853 0.1 99.7 0.2 100.0
35 1960 1,109 1,059,801 1,771 % 1,062, 681 0.1 99.7 0.2 100.0
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# 3  EOFRP, BbREGHATEREPEES (BR3sE)
Table 3. Percent Distribution of Notified Induced Abortions by
Age of Mother and Reasons: 1960

Bogw |2 F EFIL ORI, gpem| & AR #|a i
H(_ereditary ngeditary .
rﬁ%ih(éf' dﬁ:?ssgnOf dlScelaclfsee o Leprosy H;;:)ltt}};el? f Violation Unknown Total
concerned | relatives
20 > 0.23 0.12 0.07 98.93 0.53 0.12 100.0
20 ~ 24 0.05 0.07 0.02 99.71 0.04 0.11 100.0
25 ~ 29 0.03 0.07 0.02 99.74 0.02 0.12 100.0
30 ~ 3 0.02 0.07 0.01 99.77 0.02 0.11 100.0
35 ~ 39 0.02 0.08 0.01 99.75 0.02 0.12 100.0
40 ~ 44 0.02 0.09 0.02 99.75 0.02 0.10 100.0
45 ~ 49 0.02 0.08 0.03 99.73 0.05 0.09 100.0
50 £ — — — 99.20 0:40 0.40 100.0
R Unknown — 0.11 — 99.05 0.59 2.25 100.0
45+ Total 0.03 0.07 0.02 99.73 0.03 0.12 100.0
E’;%D%B(j)ﬁ 1955 0.05 0.08 0.03 99.73 0.04 0.07 100.0

RAEAREES75 2Bk <.

REAIITELONRKEBS TEH B, TOLEKITL LARIIMBEEIZH Y, SEE"Z5NI“Z0M”
DEHIEDLDHTART, FEOEML, BEOBRRMICEETRLI2TFHHTEME VI I1Im
T2,

Frz, 7:EAEEIDL S, BOFEBRIN, »OBRHECPHEL L > TATYH, BR0FEIL
LRTYBEERBREN/KY, BEFHESENL T B2 8, 08 RE0OBIIBT2EBIZE 1Liimt
BL2BEVRHDIELE0s, BROBMIIZHOLVWERD FEINS,

S HICFERE O, BREOHEINE FROBMMIIHEEZ MT T2 L 951IRA 2, £4 12
AT ERY, BERERHEYEOWFAEILL, FENTHR L VERLETIPROFIIHENE
Do 7o OV, 4FFIEOWIER, EEOEESATE L TEE Y, LrbEReosmiEs LTEES
HOWINZIE DI EN3NNA S,

¥/, BELETIFERIUL, R5NDL BB ETH 723 ALUADTHEL, 28FLIE, 90%
EBADIIE ST BEFMIRNNE, BRAROALNIEFRFMOERIBELOTH DI 6,

* 4 HE FAEIBTEALERESREE
Table 4. Number of Notified Induced Abortions by Kinds of
Permission Procedure (Optional and Inspected)

P % 92 #  Actual number &) & Percentage
Year fE . B | & & | & il Tt B & | A &t
Optional Inspected Total Optional Inspected Total
BEFN24 1949 101, 601 144,503 246, 104 41.3 58.7 100.0
25 1950 320, 150 168, 961 489,111 65.5 34.5 100.0
26 1951 458, 757 179, 593 638, 350 71.9 28.1 100.0
27 1952 798,193 7,331 805, 524 99.1 0.9 100.0

BRRI274E 5 H1THLARE, FAGIEEIL.
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Table 5. Distribution of Notified (AEFN25, 30, 354F)
Induced Abortions by Table 6. Number of Notified
Period of Gestation . Induced Abortions by Age
- of Mother: 1950, 1955 & 1960
‘532 %4;ﬁ fjef?% REAE W2 100 7
4 Y AN 7 E X
¥ K |3 com- 6 com- |y, sl 0 F BoxEh | B 4 & E%E%‘;& g &k o X
Year [pleted |4-5com-pleted Total No.of noti.
months |pleted |months En' Age of |No. of live|No.of noti. ind. abort.
or less |months jor more[*"OW™ mother births [ind. abort| % per 100
TE live births
H;—.ﬁl
24 19490 69.1 | 19.4] 10.6 [ -3 | 100.0 ’ :
25 19500 74.9| 15.8| 89| 0.3| 100.0 HEAI2SHE 1950
26 1951 80.3| 12.2 6.9 0.1 100.0
37 1952  86.4 8.7 4.8 0.1] 100.0 20 > 56,365 | 12,611 3.9 22.4
§ 1953 90.1 6.6 3.3 0.0 | 100.0 . o
29 1954 9.2 | 59| 28| 00| 1000 202 6ATT L0l 4o 9.1
§(1> 1955/  91.7 5.6 2.6 0.0 100.0 25 ~ 29 | 794,241
1956)  92.2 5.4 2.4 0.0 | 100.0 .
32 1957 92.5| 51| 2.3| 0.0 100.0 S0 734 4962400 el 5.0 18.6
gz 1958/  92.6 5.0 2.4 0.0 100.0 35 ~ 39 | 278,781
1959  92.6 4.9 2.5 0.0 | 100.0 -
35 1960, 93.0| 47| 23| 01| w000 A0 44 ) 8L 000l 104 38.6
45 ~ 49 4,213
HERI24, 25413 ORI To 50 £ 311 251 0.1 80.7
‘ Bknowf| 606 23| 01| 379
ORI EEEF LWEBEVZ 305, — a3 Total|2,337,507 | 320,150 | 100.0 13.7
F, BRI EL IR D S e B,
DEV, FBEERD LDV TRID LRI BERI304E 1955
l ': =1 1} n = 2 - =k
Bl jmid A TREPBR S BRI E, %6 20 > 95.219 | 14,475 1.2 57.4
DEBY T, HREOEBHNEAIIE T, & 20 ~ 24 | 469,027 | 181,522 | 15.5 38.7
WHERICB I R ESESE S TET Y, B 25 ~ 29 | 691,349 | 309,195 | 26.4 44.7
35N II 30RO 5 BEIG A 1/2 3 < 1258 30 ~ 34 | 372,175 | 315,788 | 27.0 84.8
T BN, HAECHT RS BIuL, £ 2 35 ~ 39 | 138,158 | 225,152 | 19.3 163.0
. ) - . 40 ~ 44 | 33,055 | 109,652 9.4 | 331.7
T 45~49551 2 F5 0 T4 /D ’ ’
AR5 TUTATHR 1_00 0)_5 5993 T 45 ~ 49 1,572 | 13,027 i1 828.7
Lk S TS N, hEE DA 50 £ 134 268 0.0 200.0
ZOFESFIES N T BN S AR L 2, & known” 3| 1064 | 0.1]35466.7
LE, B HA TR AT - BBz B &t Total|l,730,692 [1,170,143 | 100.0 67.6
NERTDEB YT, MAHT 2P,
i LSR5\ T 2 OMEAE <, BT 2 FRRISSE 1960
B EDEE DT U2 L, BRFEIZZFDENRS 20 > 18,915 | 14,697 1.4 77.7
SE > TWBHERRONBD L3 2, b1 20 ~ 24 | 446,906 | 168,626 | 15.6 37.7
WL < Rlal Y, BHEREOMBEN G o B E A 25 ~ 29 | 723,257 | 304,100 | 28.6 42.0
. , 30 ~ , . 26.2 90.9
b, DT TIEHERHHIIB Tl EiF 2‘; 2; 322 ‘1‘2; 3(7)2 ggf S I
BRI L3 - RIET 20 TH 5o 40 ~ 44 | 16,891 | 80.716 | 7.6 | 477.9
BT, B A CALR P #E % B L Bz 45 ~ 49 971 9,650 0.9 993.8
BRTNIRBDEBY THDE, Z i &k 2 50 £ 87 253 | 0.0| 290.8
L, AOSEREESEC TLA b BIETHSD  Onknown 4 8750 0.1]21,875.0
W GRAE) &, ARSI FEd  Bat Total|l 602,963 11,063,256 | 100.0 66.3

HETHDIHIE (7 & FER, #E) Ravb FRFN25EIAEE D HIZ DT
FTERVS, BBURPEERE AL 22
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Table 7. Number of Notified Induced Abortions
for Urban (s#i) and Rural (Gun): 1952-1959

\ ) ‘ FEDS b, 5
¥ x e " E%E%éﬁ; Eéﬁgog Phi?siﬁkal%pré(%ec- gﬁ;ﬁ@ﬁ
Notified induced No. ‘of abort- tion of mother
Year Live births abortions lorlliiepgrtlgg as reason of EB) X 100
(A) abortion (B) A)
il = Urban
RE#n27 1952 719,924 388,391 53.9 — —
28 1953 689, 523 518, 286 75.2 — —
29 1954 754,873 607,714 80.5 — —
30 1955 884, 206 687,903 77.8 686, 294 99.8
31 1956 888, 167 693,175 78.0 690, 839 99.7
32 1957 874,097 686,918 78.7 685,411 99.8
33 1958 961, 930 699, 432 72.7 697,817 99.8
34 1959 992, 390 703,744 70.9 702,154 99.8
BB # Rural

HRF127 1952 1,285,238 417,133 32.5 — —
28 1953 1,178,517 549,772 46.6 — —
29 1954 4,014,707 535, 345 52.8 — -—
30 1955 846, 486 482,239 57.0 480, 651 99.7
31 1956 777,111 466, 100 60.0 463, 836 99.5
32 1957 692,616 435, 386 62.9 433,712 99.6
33 1958 691,539 428,799 62.0 426, 880 99.6
34 1959 633, 698 395,102 62.3 393, 608 99.6

ARG 2R <. L BBR27~30FEI BRI O—TXK.

HAERIHEH SN TS (& BB, RED) K%<, FR/ERED-RELZ LTWE I LT
BOEBY THB0, FROZCBRLT L HFIBKEDECHIRTHE EEdnEFLT, dis %
FHEE” 2RO BB L 3—B LUV bDAA, PREATHOBITEAIRIC X - TERN
HBLELEIONDD, TNHETTIOFEEHNTEZ EIEBETHS 5,

5 #% = _

BERELOARE L URIEE, 72 LoilEmT BATIEEREROEING L 75 L,

FEDOAL — MIDSIRWWHW ST G & ATERREERNS, BEofEEL - TE 1
ML, HEIWIIRAEE EBEROMBE &5 T2 hid, WIDE I AHBEORY K7
Vo RBEOEHE  BlEE D> TRRBODDEIATH D,

BERERELROISE,» O, FTREOEEN, BRE—BIEREOBEL L7265 LT3, &
BLTFETHA—TLENTIIWER CBOEHF T, BEOBHEL LildhiicEs, ZndEE
DEEBEN LT3 EDRENBH SN T Do Tz LI REN DRI I HES T T2 2
EIFEENESS L, BROBINDGERBICEROEERE SHEU20TLE BRI 27
B3 128, BRIDLDEIEREJBEDOINTHY), BIEBERBELELELMS v o TTX
TIABED LD TIIRNTEA S,




%8 EEATE IR ATIERSES (BH3sE)
Table 8. Number of Notified Induced Abortions by Prefecture: 1960

(%) BE1A
] B AL A3 1,000 % o4 = o 100 W | B/ ) OEERTR
® &5 B R . OEEFHCET
MmEREy | b o® B [ (AD1,000%) | B R | D (HANEE)

Ratio of per
No. of notified | No. of abort- [Crude birth rate; No. of abort- |capita income for

Prefecture induced ions per 1,000 |(per 1,000 ions per 100 |each prefecture
abortions population population) live births to that for all
Japan(%) (1958)

4 @ All Japan 1,063,256 11.4 17.2 66.3 100.0
Jk#gE Hokkaido 77,609 ®15.4 ®18.6 83.2 ®104.1
% 7 Aomori 19,268 €013.5 ©20.9 64.6 @ 77.2
% F Iwate | 20,881 @14.4 ®19.2 74.4 @ 72.0
® B Miyagi 23,771 913.6 ®18.0 75.1 @ 80.2
% I Akita 20,547 ®15.4 17.6 86.1 @ 77.3
I ¥ Yamagata 17,910 ®13.6 16.9 78.0 @ 82.5
& B Fukushima 23,241 @11.5 ®19.1 58.5 @ 79.9
ki Tbaraki 12,164 @ 5.9 ®17.4 33.2 @) 81.3
85 A Tochigi 12,666 @ 8.4 ®17.2 47.3 @ 83.9
# B Gumma 23,904 ®15.1 @916.2 90.4 @D 83.1
¥ L Saitama 12,486 @ 5.1 @17.9 29.6 @ 90.4
% Chiba 11,875 @ 5.1 €017.2 30.1 @b 86.5
# 7 Tokyo 68, 644 @ 7.1 @17.0 43.0 ®185.0
7E)ll Kanagawa 29,642 @ 8.6 @17.6 52.4 @142.2
% 18 Niigata 28,392 @11.6 @16.8 66.8 @ 86.2
& U Toyama 15,249 ®14.8 @915.6 92.7 (9100.3
£ )l Ishikawa 7,113 6 7.3 @16.4 43.7 ®@ 97.6
& 3 Fukui ) 5,626 @ 7.5 @17.1 42.7 91.8
I %! Yamanashi 4,548 @® 2.5 @16. 4 34.5 @ 77.6
£ ¥ Nagano 24,630 @12.4 W15.5 77.5 @ 89.4
ik B Gifu 15,127 @® 9.2 ®17.4 51.5 @ 90.9
% [ Shizuoka 38,955 - ®14.1 ®18.0 78.0 ®103.3
% 41 Aichi 43,211 @010.3 ®17.4 59.6 ®124.1
= & Mie 22,374 ©15.1 ©316.2 91.5 85.9
¥ 7 Shiga 12,524 ®@14.9 %316.0 91.7 ® 92.9
= # Kyoto 38,914 ®19.5 G414.6 131.4 ®114.2
A BR Osaka 66,463 @12.1 ®17.3 71.5 ®@157.9
£t H Hyogo 43,846 @11.2 @16.5 70.2 ®150.1
% R Nara 43,888 @ 6.3 @215.4 41.8 @ 98.8
ATl Wakayama 13,609 @13.6 @15.9 83.5 @ 89.8
& I Tottori 10,729 ®17.9 @16.0 109.3 @ 82.0
& 1 Shimane 13,427 ®15.1 @15.9 94.6 @ 79.0
[l Okayama 37,475 ®22.4 @15.2 145.8 . @ 88.4
5 B Hiroshima 17, 866 8 8.2 @15.8 51.1 96.6
il ™ Yamaguchi 20,028 @12.5 @15.6 80.5 @ 91.5
8 % Tokushima 4,929 ® 5.8 @®15.7 36.5 @ 77.2
% Jil Kagawa 19,678 ®@12.4 @14.7 14.3 @® 97.1
% % Ehime 17,529 @®11.5 @16.7 68.3 @ 84.5
= %1 Kochi 11,812 . ®13.8 @14.8 93.0 84.3
& [ Fukuoka 61,768 ®16.6 €916.8 93.0 ®118.1
i # Saga 8,221 ®18.8 ®18.3 16.4 @ 81.0
£ 5 Nagasaki 16,682 @ 9.5 ®20.7 46.1 6y 83.5
88 A& Kumamoto 23,047 @12.4 @17.8 69.2 @ 75.1
K 4 Oita 12,299 @ 9.9 @16.2 60.6 90.9
‘H I Miyazaki 11,632 ©910.3 ®19.3 52.6 @ 69.0
B8 B Kagoshima 15,947 @ 8.1 ®19.3 41.7 @ 62.3
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M= IS T 5 T, BHEADRBIEEZT S Z ENBETIZR D, 3 LTEDL 52+  BEMRTT
BONDZDHDEAELL LY, BEDS LT - T ABELBIT 20N LI NEBHETHDZI— &
SHEBEDRUENLLINT D, TOBIEIZ L - TRIFTHEDBM L2 &1, + BT
DOPBRER LT ERLCEVWIRBL—HI R TTIADTH 2, '

L LERKEOKFAERL T, BEORBRLE LETIBINOH2BE1, BERENRH
BEBTILERDDI L@V T TURCA, £330 E 5 TATIER SN REFEA 22
MES DL, BRI E VR L S0 2D DBURE, FERSELIE, AERBRECHL, Wb
DORFFINREE L, REETHYREEEZTL > T30, 5o AR L, 78 28
TIBMRTH->TY, ZORENEGERUEL, HoWIRFEHRENTEL2 O TRETHHH,
BAEREOLDOL &1, PHERDZZ L3, BRAEBEOHIEL, 727 EBRENCTBRT 5755 0%
TRELRANKIET 2520052,

&SI, B, HEADOBEEN G LECCEEOEEIS Y, EEKELRA TEHEIN LR LOD
Hdo MNTELUROFBNRBALZTOTIBAT D L1V 2\ & ITHFIEHI O D775
», ZEOEHEZHV TV BIHEAY, EFEOE LS L 2HEOLER NS TEABTRLIIH S
7259,

LI THERBEORELXRT I L1, DS FHAOMBETHDN, PR EDL, WE LA
T DHEMEOMIKE T VY 2k T 22 & &, BEEOEKOEY &3, BHEOBMKIZEWLT
EYRDOZE EBRPbN S,

1) RBEEHE AL B A0 OE LS, E48 A DRER PR WS SR, 31,516 12
v, FRR27EOIEB UMK 534,000 EHEEFS NS,

2) OHIEPUA T, ATEEREEZEDDEI W Tid e, dbpk, 72 &2 Ay = —5 T, 1938
FANLHRIED DA, 1941, 42, 465 & 3KOYUEE BT, BAEESE OFmEE, Kakg SEE
ErEBE &) AW (S FOLT O, B B40EL &) BROEH, Y - 78 ADIT
MR X “PRSNZEHADERE” ICX BEIGHRD TS, T2 VETY, 1920805, 1936F DK 1A
LU T, 195546, #IBREBEEDOBEL b » C “WEB L U2 OMOBEREE 125725 4
& L Trpias 2 R L T B,

3) PREZK, “EAGEEY D COHEMET, HEGHES, No.10l, FFIS3EIOB20H, Liud, Ba
HRGIR N3 EEEE212~2164) 3G L T 312 bbb, Z0EE, WITOBMILEC 4114 (3
HEEHT, IR X DB LML) H o7 Ix L, BEFIR0MIZ 4 2 L7668 (5 LEEM, BhERIX D
D) EBLZI/CITEIHEIRPZHLNTLS
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1 B

HAE O H AR RAHE WIS LA B 2 B T & 72 & 0, ZESHEROADBEIL LIV E
VHBDZNERS N, OEBERIBTERELBECTRALL 516N EN, & IERSES
HOARBEFZEREDOLNDE LTELEBMADLE > T T SIHEBEMLBR THLD Evbhdus
No FD L 5 ADBEEROMBYLESL, BFOERIIH LTI I A7 EHBEERERITL 5T
I RMEBRE B A RORBB E LT 005> Th o

2 BEiOoRRHERL ZORBEE

RSN AREEHEIIL > THALNZBRETOBREAERI, WhW 2 EESEOEEL AT
WIRTODTHBZ LIS T TLHV,

Wi, %@B%I%EU?@@O)@I’EJ% A, 3 18R E L T RERESSY “BEENOFIENPIE" (2
BWTEE « BFHET 6 HFIIDOWTGRENZEZAIZLDE, VTN IEWHARKEDD &2
L& (Fﬁﬂﬁn\%ﬁ&ﬁf%«ﬂ%@ BHEBIIOWTUIREER) 2358 < FRIZE 2 » T 2 M8
RIEBBETT & &I, HEE « FBEE 6 1R L UET « eI F 6 mkzonT, —HEBO
HABETFIZEES, hBEORMII S AR RS IHTEIENRTESY (R1EMR),

FORRNEE (BRI4~15%) - BEOHBEILEeE LD L, TOMFIIBWTEL, 4
BHMEE GIOhBEERBEORBRLON, TOFBMNEEOWMAKEEIDILENTE 3, BEN

1 EBEXOKE Eléﬁ’lldiﬁ—_qA
Table 1. Differential Fertlhty of Farmers

AN O G D BoOox OB B Bl E W] BB EERB| B=10ET5A
Prefectures where A 100
surveyed villages locate Strata Fertility ) Fertility B) B
: e g i Upper 205.8 235.9 87.2
N i Middle 265.9 268.4 99.1
i . N F ower 224.8 269.4 83.4
Saitama & Niigata 3t Total 231.3 256.5 90.2
5 L = Upper 237.3 251.6 94.3
o Be&  F i Middie 271.4 264.7 102.5
Fukushima & K Lower 279.1 284.7 98.0
Iwate it Total 260.1 265.0 98.2
P 2 = Upper 222.7 243.9 91.4
= g s Middle 268.8 266. 4 100.9
Total N Lower 252.3 9277.1 1.1
& Total 246.5 260.7 94.6

B, RREEN ORI, BTIOSE 178, 179 #12 k Y R,
ANTTRAERE & V@R 1, B 3 EMOPEHE RS VRSN o, BlAEREE I 2l
S ETRINAERIIH 2B
Fertility (o) : No. of children born in the past one year per 1,000 women in reproductive age.
Fertility (B) : Average number of children born per year in the past three year per 1,000 women
in reproductive age.

1 EFREME RERENOFIEWGBE, WRI74E, 406~7 <-
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DHEFE LT, BHEEORBES SHNIBEOMESRH 70 £ LT, BRMHSAEL LT
RENDTEL, EVDITANOATEKEIMERIZS - 70D THh 3,

3 EBpAaBNNBENOBRRMEBISHHESR

Ly 2l Ebnbiy, HMNUA~BEOMII2EKBE BB 2 A EER BT L TER L
HERRAEGRIIING, TTIRELITE s LTHRARKELPOETE LN, B
BHAE R > B R B 8 BUIE A & LT, 36l nMesrl, BROBRLBROBBY RIZT
IZONT, BRDZE[MEEIHTEIENTE? (R28R),

Tabb, WIBMIAB AN BRITOEFET 2 KK L2ns, RREOLKRMIZIHAE
RBoEM, & ITHIER GERED BFRIIBT 2FBEOHARDEMAEH SN S,

m &) UHERDETORSEERNERL, LLAAEMTHEMN, It Fn—DELTE
DI RETZ2HEERD, BENEELE ZOFILENEIOLND, Zhid, RCADEBADOERE L
TEZLNDAODMBABRIIL—B L THEOOLNY LD THE, HAXMEIL, HHIISH
L7z, .

# 2 HRMERRNC A BEEE PSR HE R
(15~A9 A BB LT 1,000 1 2564 2 1| MEOH4ERED

Table 2. Fertility of Farmers by Size of Cultivated Field in Various Types
of Villages (No. of children born in the past one year per 1,000 married
women of 15-49 years old)

’ g AKHEHZFE | KHEF | #@mFD
BHERR | SE 1% fE ‘ : : W oMW M FEH | a o=
S K| rERG | BH o | & o | Mg B2 & B ;
Size of Two-crop | One-crop | Commer-
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0.5~1.0 126.9 174.4 192.6 211.6 250.0 157.6 203.2 185.5
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2.0~5.0)
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Non- 144.0 159.9 190.8 221.7 229.8 124.5 - — 178.4
Farmers .
it Total 131.6 168.9 193.2 198.9 210.5 141.8 176.0 179.1
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Table 3-1. Fertility of Farmers by Size
of Cutivated Field in Two Villages
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Chect.) | 1957 | 1951 |{(1951=1001 1957 | 1950 l(igs0="u)
B
’,;,,FTOta],- 86.7 101 85.8 ] 106.7 | 145.8 73.2
I?zrmefz 95.0 — — | 108.1} 139.5 77.5
0.347>1  81.1 75| 108.1 93.0 90.9 | 102.3
0.3~0.5] 385.7 106 33.7 | 133.3| 160.0 83.3
0.5~1.0 84.3 61| 138.2 | 115.2 | 148.3 77.7
1.0~1.5 172.4 160 | 107.8 | 111.4 131.3 84.8
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§F0é2%€ — — - 90.9 | 161.3 56.4
; Non- 68.0 68 | 100.0 98.4 | 215.9 45.6
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Table 3-2. Fertility of Farmers by Size of
Cultivated Land in Kojson
30 B kW 30 m Mok
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(hect.) |couples born Fertility| couples born |Fertility
"
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l%
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0.387> 4 1| 250.0 16 1 62,5
0.3~0.5 9 4 | 444.4 15 1 66.7
0.5~1.0 25 4| 160.0 67 2 29.9
1.0~1.5 36 94{ 250.0 84 1 11.9
1.5~2.0 48 21 | 437.5 80 1 12.5
2.0~2.5 15 5| 333.3 31 1 32.3
2.5~320 4 1| 250.0 9 0 —
3.0<£ — — — 9 0 —
EEAY
Size un 2 0 — 9 0 -
known
JE B2 K
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? % A fd R 25 4 1 (rgo5=100)
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born (1950=100)
B
ﬂTotaL 592 65| 109.8 145.8 75.3
5 ZK
Farmers 463 52 112.3 139.5 80.5
0. 3H7> 20 21 100.0 90.9 110.0
0.3~0.5 24 5| 208.3 160.0 130.2
0.5~1.0 92 6 65.2 148.3 44.0
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2.0~2.5 46 6] 139.4 161.3 80.8
2.5~?20 13 1 76.9 — —
3.0£ 9 0 — — —
BT
Size un- 11 0 — — _
known
kB EK
}\Ion- 129 131 100.8 215.9 46.7
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Table 4. Births by Age of Mother and Order of Births in Three Villages in 1959

5] iy *F E%%fg &t H E JE £  Order of births
Community | 28RO |Towl| 1 |2 F[3F|aF |5 F|[6F 77|87 |9 F]10F
#tTotal | 126 | s3| si| 6| 6] -] —| —| =] =] —
, _ s~19 | 2| 2| = —=| —| = =] —=| Z| Z| =
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: o5~20 | 51| 12| 31| 8| —| —| —| —| =] —| —
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Table 6. No. of Children Ever Born per Married Women of 45 Years Old
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and Over in Two Villages
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Table 1. Some Characteristics about the Farm-management of Researched Areas
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o ! ! e, BERENOR L T\ 5% 2
#i [ Sakata 2.61 2.57 2.71 2.47 BB EN L Lho b ol bE
i B Himeji 2.79 2.93 2.75 2.72 B3N2I EBEAREDHIRE T
# E Onga 3.00 3.10 2.87 2.97 HD, TTEIEABRIZONTHSD
A A Ohki 32.1 3.09 3.32 2.56 L, BEEENORFINIRE, #A

5 R EHAENNEL, B EHE
DIEBHIZRIREZ LV VIEL - T D, & TBBIER b - & L EA X BREERTF LR T 58
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BV, REBRSOEEME (REBEOEHVIIREIET 2RRERSOINE & RADOED N, &<
IRBEEIRERCEBEVCBOHANBET2ERL D) 2FBF LT I MTEEBEMI O LR
BEOLEND, ERINEL LAHEABILIVEIEEINTWETHAS, 250106 4HED
3, B . BEBTEHIEE - HEWE W - HENOBVGEBEBOEE NS, BHRLE (ILE
HOEH I N I HENDBEVCERBREFBEOHENRKENI LD, IOBREOKRELE
GEREL TS, BANDEEIICORTOBES L L TIIE S, HIERLEBE O E H
W, 5 ) —= v e TANDHEREWZT T, T0ORBLELSE - NBHES&s TN FTNRELT
BRELENHKE « H¥EEOHGHEENT, FlOIPOONEBERKRR L - TRESINDSE
LERBRLIBHMAEOFBE L VL B EETHERL2LDTH D,
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Table 3. Percentage of Contraceptive Users (Currently ENIIEERBMICIEREE L TOX
practising & ever practised) % FASRERIT & - THSH 64 T B 5e

S e |5 e F 2 K APERETm e
# @ ow ak | 25RE 19 OIE Enployed 2 aonE3 THD, E2EIN

. . . in non-

Area Farmer Ffull-tlme szn’t-tlme agricultural RS ¢ B E MRk E ERRE
armer armer -5 Justries R EORITE, 1 2F—F L7
¥ % Kuzumaki 26.1 21.3 38.0 38.4 AN, BRMEJIOET NG
Z#®  Araki 34.8 37.2 27.5 36.8 ELTETHRASICEL » TEITS
# o Toyosaka|  41.9 40.8 48.0 39.6 NTETLTREATI NS
# M Sakata 52.9 53.3 51.1 41.2 5oﬁm£%ﬁ®%%%%®xvn
i B Himeji 42.0 34.6 44.0 45.9 ?Ezﬁztf%i§;2§ig§
# X Onga 53.6 48.0 59.4 51.9 B SN B. MBI BT G
X K Ohki 45.5 45.6 45.1 54.6 VEAEE D L —B EBAE, &<

VIREEB LUSEBRD & il
13, BROBEMROEIL LY, ZOBEAN I -ZVHAEND, L L BEREEOALTLD
&, BEABEEE D ¢ 545 L TR O EFRE <, M5 MR TS ENBE ORI -7- <
—HLIARBRELRLTEY, BEOHEAZHIB TOMENETE, AEEEOERILIZESTLNT
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BITATH D, ZNIEHFLERE20~30F I FEBIIALND (ZOTMIEHTLHY & 31245
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Table 1. Percent Distribution of Workers by Sex and Place Where They Finished
Compulsory Education %)
- ( E= # Hh Place surveyed
# B & " B T . it W B Tokyo-to 4 W B  Nagoya-shi
Place where corqpt_xlsory education was

finished 5 Male 1z Female B Male 4c Female

dt # & Hokkaido 0.6 0.8 0.4 —
# 4t #1 55 Tohoku Region 21.1 14.7 1.3 1.6
B ¥ # J7 - Kanto Region 59.8 65.1 1.1 —
(35 % #) (Tokyo-to only) (2.7 (14.7 — —
HEHit 5 Ko-shin-Etsu Region 10.9 11.6 6.1 16.3
4t Be 4 5 Hokuriku Region 1.6 0.8 2.2 3.3
% #g 1 f5* Tokai Region 2.4 1.6 63.0 68.9
(F @ B (Aichi-ken only) — — (29.2) (41.0)
I & # 5% Kinki Regien 0.4 0.8 4.0 —
o 5 # 55 Chugoku Region 2.9 0.8 2.7 3.3
v E i 5 Shikoku Region 0.2 0.8 0.7 —
M # F Kyushu Region 1.3 3.1 18.6 6.6
S Bj Place unknown 0.7 — — —
i Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

* ZEBEEERITCET.

%2 HHBEIMER D AERANSE

Table 2. Percent Distribution of Living-in Workers

by Sex and Standards of Education

&)

5 # # Place surveyed
# v OB OB g3 = EA -
Tokyo-to Nagoya-shi
Standards of education EZ E'S E3)
Male |Female| Male [Female
B E BEET
Finished higher 0.7 — — —
education 3
fE HEFEBT
Finished seconary 11.1 7.8 4.2 14.8
education
B % BEBT
Finished compulsory 87.8 86.9 95.8 85.2
education ¢
N i
Standards unknown 1.1 5.5 — —
it
Total 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0

* 3 EMBERAIES 2 2ERRANE
Table 3. Percent Distribution of Living-in Workers
by Age Group and Sex

)

B3] #* H Place surveyed
% i # 71 Tokyo-to £ B Nagoya-shi
Age : % 7 7
Male Female Male Female
14 ~ 19 46.4 53.5 45.8 44.2
20 ~ 24 40.0 39.5 39.5 39.3
25 ~ 29 12.4 5.4 11.9 6.6
30 £ 1.1 1.6 2.7 9.8
it Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
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LT 2, Z7:RIBEBR 2L LD L DOEE LB L T B, T E1225~2088 272 2 & RSN BT
EERADEHE28.6%, FHEOBTFHEBDSA48.4% F THITREREZ A L, 302L it s &4
BB DPHIO LN L D727 - T D 2D EE, WaER Z 2% 8 H 0 e

# 4

BB TOMBBEIMENEL AL ERAEE

Table 4. Percent Distribution of Living-in Workers by Patterns of Mobility of

Work Place until Shifted to Present Work Place %
= .
oW ¥ty | o ax oy TEL T leomm 1
VEBS | SBEE | ST | g 2 [ Lk " Total
Age ) ®) ) D ® ® @
WO Tokyo-to 2] Male
18> 87.7 | 2.5 5.7 — — — 4.1 100.0
18 ~ 19 72.4 9.2 8.0 — — — 10.3 100.0
20 ~ 24 58.3 18.9 10.6 3.3 1.7 1.7 5.6 100.0
25 ~ 29 37.5 17.9 14.3 5.4 8.9 1.8 14.3 100.0
30Z — — — *20.0 *20.0 *20.0 *40.0 | *100.0
|- Total 65.8 12.2 9.1 2.2 2.0 1.1 7.6 100.0
k'S Female
18> 85.7 5.7 2.4 — — 5.7 100.0
18 ~ 19 50.0 20.6 8.8 — = — 20.6 100.0
20-~ 24 45.1 17.6 5.9 11.8 — — . 19.6 100.0
25 ~ 29 * 42,9 * 42,9 — - — — *14.3 #100.0
0L — *100.0 — — — — #100. 0
%t Total 56.6 17.8 5.4 5.4 — — 15.5 100.0
Fan Nagoya-shi 5 Male
18> 83.7 1.6 12.2 — 0.8 — 1.6 100.0
18 ~ 19 77.1 3.8 13.0 1.5 — 0.8 3.8 100.0
20 ~ 24 52.1 9.1 23.7 2.7 7.8 0.9 3.7 100.0
25 ~ 29 25.8 19.7 21.2 4.5 22.7 — 1.1 100.0
30Z 6.7 13.3 20.0 — 53.5 — 6.7 100.0
7t Total 60.6 7.6 18.2 2.0 7.4 0.5 3.6 100.0
kg Female
18> 61.5 15.4 23.1 — - — — 100.0
18 ~ 19 64.3 7.1 _28.6 — — — 100.0
20 ~ 24 * 54,2 * 99,2 * 8.3 ) — k4.2 — | *100.0
25 ~ 29 * 95,0 * 50,0 — — — * 950 — | *100.0
30£ — — 33.3 — 33.3 16.7 16.7 100.0
# Total 50.8 19.7 18.0 1.6 3.3 4.9 1.6 100.0

* ENE O EEA 0BT,

present work place immediately after finished school.

To
To

(A)
(B)
(€%
(D) To
(E) To

present work place via parents’ household as work place after finished school.
To present work place via work place after finished school.

present work place via parents’ household and preceding work place after finished school.

present work place via two or more previous work places after finished school.

(F) Others.
(G) Unknown.
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BRI LA L BT ERASDS "B < A
Table 5. Percent Distribution of Living-in Male Workers Table §L' Percent Distribution
Who Had Had Job before Employed at Present of lemg-m Male Workers
Work Place by Location, No. of Employees and by | en%ht,h of Service atoPre-
Industry of Enterprise where Precedently Emplo- ceding Work Place (%)
o, e
yed K %) ?}ﬁiﬁi Ffr i Place surveyed
A EOFEBEREBEB L OEE | ma . -
Location, no. of employees and indus- sy Place surveyed serc:/fice H w4 Wl B
try of enterprise where precedently H w4 W B (Years) Tokyo-to [ Nagoya-shi
employed Tokyo-to | Nagoya-shi
i 4 1 W 3 # Tokyo-to 70.0 - (1) ﬁ: Zgg 2?%
Pk %agm g%mwsm — 50.3 5 183 157
At @ fin Others 28.3 43.8 16
Location | 7 ™ gj Unknown 17 59 100 157
5 11.7 7.8
HEAHM 1 ~ 9 48.3 50.3 6 1.7 3.9
No. of 10 ~ 99 46.7 33.3 7 1.7 2.0
employees 100 £ — 16.1 8 — 0.7
(A persons) | AR 8§ Unknown 5.0 9.8 9 3.3 1.3
# & % Manufacturing 80.0 71.2 10 £ 1.7 2.0
% @ fii Others 18.3 25.5 A~ W .
Industry S B Unknown 1.7 3.3 Un- 1.7 3.
known
#t Total 100.0 100.0

VWEERRER S A3, FEEROEVBEM O TARALE LR BEO T O TICE N TRES 3
STELPERTLDOTHS I,

Wi 29 L7-EHIBBERB T HENORBIOWT, 0%, BIUREEEE, EEHNES
BAHBERLDEBYTHY, $FICOYRERELDZELE6DELBYIINL S TWD, 201 DL
VOB L EAZLREROERIBERE L, TTCIBLEORNEM &gk L-8BFTo, R
BB, T L TRIEEOFHEMIMEL Q2L DBBDTH-T, W ZuFBEaER U
LORBEDOFTEY b TUBLDBEVDTHB, LU REBBBANIAZHIE,L DR
&9, REDIOARBHEUEDREN OB > T2 DHBDTH T, ELIAEERD
WE» LOEBZOL 0N, ke L TohNEMREIIBIAMNODOREESERTINE 5
TV ZOZ LT HEBBTOREL ZAEERFHHORBEZRTLOTLH S,



HHSE A OBE - X % EEE 02
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1 @ U o =

BEARWFH IR R ED ADFHERBIEIRD 2 MIlH 5o 8 LIIESOEEORRIEL, T72bb
2, BRUEREORED, BEM, FENEBOBBE VI B TORIIY ESCREBEENADE
IR TH D B2, TDL I REREOHENEAFBNA DRI THEOLSBFENTTET
HDo HIHBRE IS HOLBBLEHKEFROEE & ARSI LUSBIER K & OFR% E W55
ROBEDOFR THELERL L - T b, AODDHEIN NI 5E, FAEIADREE EOY & 3
HAR 2 B BT 2R ECTH D E VA LD,

I TERCETSEOADII BT 2EEEES, I LY, BEEERIZLY, HDITER,
BRI E - 72 BROBHIL > TEDE S UEANLFBRELZRECT LO T BHhD—EEHE5
PTBHIEEEME L TBY,

727, ZOMETIETOEHOEFRBBEFHBENALNDOLEXGE LTS AIZBEASY, L
Telio TES:, BB 7L THD I EIZLBRMED > T2,

IERIREFE BRI & D2 » TR A BRIOBEDINKABEE SN T 245 H, W,
VAT @RI D BEIRT 28R V060, MRS L AT 2R A TEI N
L7006, ZDOEEOFEIERLFETH D S vbiad 26720 _

1T, FrIRERNRIIBY 38m, AR EOBANBY, MR O N TE RSO %ET
DEFRNEEEEDO BRI OWTEEE TR > Th 9,

2 BEEROCOSHEEES
AENRE LI ADIEHICHE T D0 B RN RS A TFTREERERESE L H) 3, 940,
FRERRZAEENT 1,532 BL O AENEBBABECVHEE UUFHEGSEZEES) 1 426,
G5t 5,898 BT S IH B 23,978 ATH D,
%1 B, FRAERE INGDARERLEDOEBHECOFHEERIEE 1
Table 1. Prevalence Rate by Age and Sex ABLNBTEL AT LO0IZDOESE.26 ThHhb, BREK
4@ %}ﬁh # hﬁ ﬁl DIERANF N DONT A D &, HEZELERE LD
Age [Bothsexes Male | Female - gmsrmimainL 0, Hioibr~y 1530816
%’él‘otalﬁ 58.26 41.80 77.95 CRBUIEIL, R E OBJEEOM T &S b
15 ~ 29 18.06 13.42 25.53 TFPEFERNIERERLTEY, ik« BEics
30 ~ 44 56. 61 40.61 73.48 DEIHETH D,
45~ 59 189.53 1 96.45 ) 181.09 AR & R A RA AL S OV F O R
00 =991 2347 168031 BRAT iz, OWFCENTY BECH BB
70 £ 272.40 | 239.67 | 297.47 0 ] 7 .
HEER &2 D RFERNERCBIER BRGNS EAIRIE

A&t Un- 92.39 64.94 112.15
known THEOAE NI EXPL MR T B,

D 22 TOSPIIMESSER AT - A REHERERO—MEEM L LT 5. KHASBIOV T, B
B A ARTEBIRRT, BEMSSEEA P EED ERHPIRICBT 2RARSE, B 2%, BASTEI AK.



BEARCORENG R L5 ERAR (UEBR, BLEE, K4, PR 8ELEL, £KSVWO
28.8% % L&, RWTHEFETIHER, VU <FDUTHEMAS3 ELEDOFFL EIZHREDNL
BNd. INHOEBRETE L TEREBIZNEOAERE S, FEBoOEBER TH D64,
BEBERDL6.5%, 7.7% 4 6NT0 $72, BFBIIEILFEHE, S4EER L CORBRNERLE
FixAoNN, INOEFEAE TR - EERAY LHE LT3 ELN LD TR UN» -T2,

3 BEANROCI3HHEZTRIR
ECHEERYET DI I EEMREIOND ZETHEN, LHEERZY, BHEES
WIZBWTIE, DFRERAE AL THES ZVIEITHEIIRELDLHY, LN TENLIZE
BUEENOHEIRATERZCLDEVHIAUE LS ATE TIIEHERICL » TEBRIZED
BEOEHHENE U TOB02FE LN, LD EEBHEBAEREFSS NHEOBEL S
FTWBIERRLTEBY, 37, Z09 H27.2% 3L CEBRNEEE L T2 2 ENHB L7,
HEREOREEERINCAS &, EEBIMEL 5T 2HRIE, FHELVIIERT 00
HoND, LEERIIB O UIEREFHERPBEOMEL 51T TW2EK288B), 72, Zh%
BaRINIALZ ETFORERNE . TTFOHEBRROE N Z L3 T TIHRARZA, HEROOHE S
N _ o THREOREIIBNTY FH-LTF
Table 2. D-?Etrzibu%ig{ oﬂéﬂheﬁ%’%ﬁ% @ﬂj\ge and Sex BEFEEE S WD I ERREDS

= wmle mlgei|leer|leenlgry 1%
Age Total |Grade T {Grade II |Grade TI |{ Grade IV Wi, RFEFERIIOWTERE,
# %  Total ER HESN TV LODOAR
#a%y Total 100.0 438 27.8 15.? 12.2 1,000 (239 2E1E) BT DL
0~ 14 100.0 62. 5.7 17. ) ~ i L
15 ~ 29 100.0 54.1 24.0 7.g 4.4 FEITHULNRITEL, LTTHW
30 ~ 44 100.0 51.0 31.4 8. 7.9 . :
45 ~ 59 100.0 52.3 28.6 12.7 6.4 CEFIMOESRE & LITHAR, M
60 ~ 69 100. 32.3 33.8 19. 4.4 =gz 4348 B N
0L 100.0 11.2 17.8 33.6 36.8 =R ﬁg‘%;& boTEAT 202
5 Male AONBH, BFIHBWTIEHEBIN:
N 5, V2450 IS
%3 Total|  100.0 54.9 92.9 8.1 3.6 7"%“? ﬁ%rﬁm%}@%gﬁ
0~ 14 100.0 55.0 5.0 25.0 12.2 AHENDBN, ZTHNIET LT3
15 ~ 29 100.0 61.2 14.9 7.5 ) -
30 ~ 44 100.0 70.5 19.3 3.4 e,g ORFPERREEL > TD-0, B
45 ~ 59 100.0 69.7 21.1 4.3 4. o g oy
60 ~ 69 100.0 35.8 35.0 8.9 19,5 AERLHERLFL CERRON
704 100.0 15.5 24.1 20.7 39.7 KB EIZEBLDERDND,
£ Female RN A TEEBO HECHH
&3 Total 100.0 37.8 30.9 | . 19.4 1.5 AU o RER, PR S
0~ 14 100.0 73.3 6.7 6.7 13.3 H %\ R ”{ R &R
15 ~ 29 100.0 48.1 381;.6 Zg 13.2 TORERBEINZA, ZHITREW
30 ~ 44 100.0 39.7 38.4 11. . e .
45 ~ 59 100.0 43.3 32.5 16.9 g.g HBEE S ZOKBOREKRE L
60 ~ 69 100.0 29.3 32.9 27.9 10. " .
70< 100.0 85 138 41.5 51 RBRIDLDTHS S,
ﬁb %3 —‘F%/bn\{ &%U‘b EE/I\WT {)A
ELL IS onaenl Sl i mRRRCOREDEY
[SRALAY/ ¥+ 3 DINZTLN, =
BEN: 0720, 3730705570, AREA RRDOIHEBIT D728
Grade 1 : Able to work normally, - R
Grade II : Able to work a little, i, KL LCORE, AEEE
Grade III : Unable to work at all, but not in bed, —onr—~7E L, BB, WEE

Grade IV : Ill abed always.

2) B, R RAESEE, FEfN20E.
B4, HEREERERE, B30T

- WH, BRREOMER O T AT
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Table 3. Prevalence Rate and Rate of Disableness by Disease, Age and Occupation

EZ] Male ks Female
w5 | ey | EER e & | | EER
o |9 E R EIREBONG O oy g [ e P K B HRERCROSE |
No. of | No. of | persons No. of | No. of |persons
persons sick disabled ( persons sick disabled
surveyed| persons by @) 99} surveyed| persons by @) )
Age disease |(1) X100 3) > 1.000 disease | (1) X 1,00 1) X1,000
(1) (2) (3) 4) (5) (1) (2) (3) (4) (5)
& 5 Total )
15~59 9,076 340 108 37.46 11.90 7,138 590 334 82.66 46.79
15~29 4,991 67 26 13.42 5.21 3,095 79 4] 25.53 13.25
30~44 2,167 88 26 40.61 12.00 2,055 151 89 73.48 43,31
45~59 1,918 185 56 96.45 29.20 1,988 360 204 | 181.09 | 102.62
N EE Manufacturing laborers
15~59 6,294 185 55 29.39 8,74 4.633 294 159 63. 46 34.32
15~29 3.758 38 12 10.11 3,19 2.027 31 15 15.29 7.40
30~44 1.379 36 5 26.11 3,63 1.377 85 46 61.73 33.41
45~59 1.157 111 38 95.94 32.84 1.229 178 98 | 144.83 79.74
e N a2 Recipients of unemployment insurance
15~59 2,303 106 29 46.03 12.59 2,109 232 126 | 110.00 59.74
15~29 1,094 19 6 17.37 5.48 937 39 22 41.62 23.48
30~44 626 32 10 51.12 15.97 532 43 23 80.83 43.23
45~59 583 55 13 94.34 22.30 640 150 81 | 234.38 | 126.56
HEWVY @)% Day laborers
15~59 479 49 24 | 102.30 50.10 396 64 49 | 161.62 | 123.74
15~29 139 10 8 71.94 57.55 131 9 4 68.70 30.53
30~44 162 20 11 | 123.46 67.90 146 23 20 | 157.53 ] 136.99
45~59 178 19 5| 106.74 28.09 119 32 25| 268.91 | 210.88

ELT—HBLTBELTADEERLIDTELTH D,

BUREI IOV THES N2 —BIVEEIE, BRSO OEREL S TS B2 LISBERD
WTHUIEWTY, 0~1RDTF & DERBIZE UL KB & WFHHE & ORIIZE A S
EDRBLONILCOR LT, REFERIIB N Tr R VEEURERLLND 2 & Thd, LEBYE
TNIHCTE, KEHAHAET L 0 BEHRBCBT0%R, HERIZB TS0 EKIEH S
B, FERNOPEE LI REFIEMBIIH VT, T0X 5 RHBBEE AL IFIL, FOK
FROLFIE L2 > TEEIIIBR L, RKEHOZFN S AT L 0 L EKEE L2, 0~14AEDOT
ELDERIIBNTE, KT ORERSCERRCEEEBICL 2HER I, L > TEHEH LY
VRAKEIH DL DO T, FERFETCBOCTUIRBHNZ L SBMIZH Y, RO THHE
BB TZOBNNE L EbN B, BUBEBRIIBWTREBTABMLEEE T2 E v o7
IOBENL, DAONEKRD L S u—DdORBEFIMT I ENTE L, _

T TTRE T DA DBENT £ 28R & REHOBESRMHBETIHB THD, Hii & Y
b, HERHER, BANRHEIBWTT Ch NS —O0~RA D OERR, SEEERMN
HFEH B TEN Z & ——s 5 KEBHIZWA L7 @HADE, BIRSNZTCNABELT
KEHOEARNASR, IR ER—15~20812 51 3 KEHO T 16 DEDIE A fi—
T35, LHTKEHOBNERESM L FBEGO T EREZIEE L —30~Mi 2B 2 K& &
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Table 4.

WA S B 72 SF I T A 2 DA HEIR A~ R S & UF B R
Prevalence Rate and Rate of Disableness by Disease, Age and Size
of City (Chronic Disease Only)

o i) HH 973 B Prevalence ratc i 28 # Rate of disableness by disease
Age N A N B*IAN OB W o B A 5*
Great cities | Local cities Index Great cities Local cities Index
PS8 Total
i"L‘f‘r[‘otal B 51.81 71.12 73 26.33 42.99 61
0 ~ 14 6.69 6.42 104 2.01 1.61 125
15 ~ 29 15.17 22.98 66 6.18 12.64 49
30 ~ 44 57.12 65.00 88 27.30 32.95 83
45 ~ 579 120.72 179.57 67 53.12 92. 88 57
60 £ 198. 67 294.36 67 137.83 238.00 58
2] Male
X o Total 39.31 51.20 77 16.28 26.85 61
0 ~ 14 7.73 8.43 92 3.22 2.11 153
15 ~ 29 9.87 14.40 69 4.06 8.23 49
30 ~ 44 49.76 32.37 154 16.05 8.99 179
45 ~ 59 87.15 124.74 70 26.95 41.58 65
60 Z£ 166. 37 262.30 63 1065.08 209.02 50
k'S Female
# £ 67.95 92.49 73 39.31 60.32 65
Total - J9 . B . 5
0 ~ 14 5.56 4.35 128 0.69 1.09 63
15 ~ 29 20.07 33.81 59 10.04 18.21 55
30 ~ 4 65.20 9700 67 40.53 56. 44 72
45 ~ 59 152.79 233.61 65 78.11 143.44 54
60 £ 237.01 327.66 72 176.72 268. 09 66

EHREIALD L0001 26T AEHREOES.
PLESRIZ AR 1,000 +25 T 2AESN T2 ONES.
RIS DEBINERE, HERLINFN 100 T 3.

WHEHTI BT 2HRELHERDBELE— T 3I12E3, Lnl, SEHEDEERI BT, X
WHANT SN AREHEH S Lo RER, RBNS -7 AREZ L 0B REL, I RBH kS
BUTEBLEABE DDA ZASHHEHEECERRESEHERLRTIIES,

DLEAR, bbb owiks» o OERBTH D MFHEHSMEELADOBBE & 4B Lz AR
BOGHOBEEL R L, KEHSBRELFENEEBELLZNRS, TNEiET8IEEZL - T3
ETEa6E, HHEZETAERBEETHD Evbiud s vy,

EOOTABDBENSKIET S Z EEBILTNRELSRL, Vo 3 BELFAAFRENLE
ThHBEIERVI T TLRVE, I TR—DDBEINT AL L TRIRT 5128 Eb7v 2
B, BEOOIIRHBR, BLINI DO TOHEERTERENDES Y TH 5B,
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Table 5. Distribution of Persons Suffered from Chronic Disease by Age
and Size of City

55 & % 4 % ¥ No. of sick persons
& - ’ ” ES No. of per-
* LG No of persons surveyed O Total sonsmdisf%)led b(; gisé):sre
Age | K B Hi|moy B Wk B Wl AWk B oW w o E W
Great cities | Local cities | Great cities | Local cities | Great cities [-Local cities
AN 4 Total
% 54 -
= Total 14, 168 6,187 734 440 373 266
0 ~ 14 2,990 1,868 20 12 6 3
15 ~ 29 5,338 1,741 81 40 33 22
30 ~ 4 2,381 1,123 136 73 65 37
45 ~ 59 2,278 969 275 174 i21 90
60 < 1,052 479 209 141 145 114
52l Male
#® B 7,987 3,203 314 164 130 86
Total ' s &S -
0 ~ 14 1,553 949 12 8 5 2
15 ~ 29 3,445 972 43 44 14
30 ~ 4 1,246 556 62 18 1 20 5
45 ~ 59 1,113 481 97 60 | 30 20
60 £ 571 244 95 64 69 51
ks Female
“ Total 6,181 2,984 420 276 243 180
0 ~ 14 1,440 919 8 4 1 1
15 ~ 29 1,893 769 38 26 19 14
30 ~ 44 1,135 567 74 55 46 32
45 ~ 59 1,165 488 178 114 91 70
60 £ 481 235 114 77 85 63

ERITIL TR D Bt
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ERERTI S B 2 AOBENI DWW TH—FE
¥ Ok B O

1 3 UL 8 &
ABDOEHEFLIRMANBREOKRE RBETHZH, BERNADNEZRNNIALD L, ZOWMEHB
B3I DMEMANOBERBEO LB NT, ZNUSNOHEBIEWTLT4bh, L bARFEA
T AEEERE L TOBRIEC UL HABEICH IR ER SN TILL W EEZ S,
ABIBVLTUIRAREPLE L, ZOBEFREESHIR, BEOVWHAZMOTHRE L2BFAD
BELZ, FOERPHALMITLIZ,
ﬁﬁﬂ%&tfﬁht@u#%¥ﬁ@ﬁﬂﬁ(%ﬁ%%&ﬁ)T%éoﬁ¥ﬁmE¢MtLT%¥
i, WEHES Dbe, ZoHBORERTE, HKEREF, Fw5l, BhG), HRF, BRI
BEL, BAOWEL2EI2BEBFHEOKEZHONIL, RARIIZOBEBHEEL I 1oy,

2 HPHORERFHAD

BEEF IR MEERE GRBRUBEFMBEILARERRELI O EE1OITEL, BFR2A,
7T 157 A, BEHHETIEIHEFL60 A, wF 251 A, 35HKERTHTIEIHFIBA, L FI8ATH
Do FoAHELY 1P FHTRMIEELBA, BFELA, MELITALL > TEYEE, #%
HEDOETE V. KITHHOMMR (MMHRKEE* A TLHHOES) 2422 &, HWHES2.4%, BF
65.1%, MER.9% L2 -TEIDIFYZVOMEEBELR UEEEZRL T2, 2, HKRER
FEHTIEHORIONWT I FY: ) DMHES 25 2. 83A, BE2.89A, HE2TIAL L
THY, H®#E, HE BEOREL - T3,

PEBTAIIRNIBT 2 AR, BEOHEGEE HKELDVEL, BEETFOMBRNE
IEME -, TUBENT B,

F£1 BEMNICRERALZIF Y 20 4t F K

Table 1. Number of Persons Moved Out per Household by Their Previous Occupations

B ® %%NJ[% %Ef& %o. of pteﬂrsons foved o{% &l Percent & (%)
Occoupation households B Male | 4 Female | 5+ Total | &  Male | % Female %‘r Total
=D (A [ON) [N @) [N (A
% Total 493 345 526 871 0.70 1.07 1.77
#a3 Fishery 168 92 157 249 0.55 0.93 1.48
{33 Agricuture, 218 160 251 411 0.73 1.15 1.89
#3 Forestry 107 93 118 211 0.87 1.10 1.97

3 BEBRICHI-BEIRR
FEOFEEFWINIE-BHRAZBRETILE2DEBY T, BEMTTIIEIRD S 49.0%%
AL, ROTKR* ZFB IV TDED6.9%, HEkl4.5% 2 -THY), ROBEIFLELKR - =
5, Bk, RBLIOEBHEDORWS 2 HD T B,

BFIZonwTAhdE, K-ZFMH42.4%, RATHEN2.9% %R LTHEY, TTFTRIRNVTTL.7%E
EENLRELRLTEY, REOMEBBRDOEREY AT 2, $EBELIVRIOBH I LEY
BWEWS ZENRERENS,
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Table 2. Number of Persons Moved Out by Relationship to Head of Household

- , MR | BEbL | &K =55
% o | & & | B"FE | gmx | 2 B | 0ioE |2vzo% f5
House- Grand- | First sons | Sons other
Sex Total holder Spouses parenents & their |than first &| Daughters
& parents wives their wives
% E5y Number
# E 3 Fishery
B Male 92 - 7 20 39 —
% .Female 157 — — — 8 3 122
it Total 249 — 7 — 28 42 122
4| = Percent
bric} 3 Fishery
5 Male 100.0 — 7.7 — 21.7 42.4 —
% Female 100.0 - — — 5.1 1.9 77.7
i+ Total 100.0 - 2.8 — 11.2 16.9 49.0
B ¥ Agriculture
B  Male 100.0 — 1.9 — 13.7 48.7 —
# Female 100.0 — — 0.4 2.8 — 72.5
i Total 100.0 — 0.7 0.2 7.1 19.0 44.2-
PN 3 Forestry
% Male 100.0 — 1.1 10.8 53.7 —
#% Female 100.0 — — — 1.7 — 60.2
& Total 100.0 — 0.5 — 5.7 23.6 33.6
LA (1 B % FEA ZOMEE | KEERA | = o =
% & Elder Younger B E A 0 o
brothers brothers Grand- Other Domestic B
Sex & sisters & sisters children relatives servants Inmates Unknown
%= # Number
el ¥ Fishery
B  Male — 22 4 —
% Female 5 14 5 — — — —
3+ Total 5 36 9 —
£ & Percent
i E-3 Fishery
% Male — 23.9 4.3 — —
% Female 3.2 8.9 3.2 — — — —
7 Total 2.0 14.5 3.6 —
= S Agriculture
B Male 1.9 26.9 5.6 1.3 - —
% Female 6.8 14.7 1.6 0.8 — 0.4 -
&t Total 4.9 19.5 3.2 1.0 0.2 —
7N ES Forestry
5  Male 2.2 23.6 2.2 1.1 — — 5.3
4 Female 9.3 21.2 1.7 — — — 5.9
it Total 6.2 22.3 1.9 0.5 — 5.7

WITHEZRBIZDOWTAD L, WEEEBIIRNM 2% E BRIV EEE R L T3, FRERS
ERLZAUL, R-ZBOBABRENEOFNEERE N ETH DB, BHDOBE LEENT HEE
ERGHIZEIGENRRRE B TR ZENREREE2VL, IOZEERIIEERTEHEA9 0, i
AVHERDOZBEDEIRLS 2 B35 & 5 MIEEE LA 24y

FRHBECDOWTHTLARE, BELIFABRLEREZRL O, BT 2RtV Ta s
HELTR, ROTELKTFOBEO LD DEENIERIIRTHD E VWL D,

4 FERACHIBEIRT
WICEMPBERITIZONTAB E, RO LS 2EEAERL T2 (E ISR, BEEFTIIBWT
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Table 3. Number of Persons Moved Out by Age Group

FU | B og | 59 [10~14]15~19] 20~24| 25~29 | 30~34 | 35~39 | 40~44 | 45~49 | 50~54 [T, &
%z £ Number
# ES Fishery
2 M 92 2 1 — 27 18 27 7 3 7
i F. 157 1 6 1 25 80 24 9 1 - — — 10
i T. 249 7 1 52 98 51 16 4 - 17
4 & Percent
#a e Fishery
5 M. | 100.0] 2.2 1.1 —129.3| 19.6 | 29.3 7.6 3.3 - 7.6
# F. 11000} 0.6| 3.8 0.6 159 51.0| 15.3 5.7 0.6 - — — 6.4
# T 100,04 1.2t 2.8 0.4120.9] 39.4! 20.5 6.4 1.6 — - 6.8
pi3 ¥ Agriculture
B M. |100.0| 0.6| 0.6 1.9]31.3} 31.8 | 15.0 8.1 1.3 0.6 - — 8.8
# F 100.0| 0.4( 0.8 0.4723.1| 43.4| 19.1 2.0 — 0.4 - 0.4 10.0
i T 100.0¢1 0.51] 0.7 1.0126.3| 38.9| 17.5 4.4 0.5 0.5 — 0.2 9.5
K E'S Forestry
2 M. | 100.0| 1.1 — —136.5] 30.1| 22.6 1.1 1.1 — 1.1 - 6.4
7 F 100.0 — — —{23.7} 51.7| 13.6 1.7 0.8 — - — 8.5
7 T 100.0{ 0.5 — —129.4] 42.2] 17.5 1.4 0.9 — 0.5 — 7.6

(320~ H R S £ <39. 4% %R L, RV TI5~1987D20.9%, LAT25~295%20.5% & 72 » TH Y,
15~2455780.8% L £BHE D KBL 2 D T3, INEBTFIIONTABE, BHZODN1E~
198%, 25~20R TV 39 29.3%, BATF20~248%0019.6% & 72 - CH Y, W¥ELEE BT 7251320
~UBDEEBETLTND L ETHD, BEN20~2URBIHEPTEZ L, TFOBEV»%ZH
&Y LEEREAE T3, THHH20~245% (51.0%) BIZLFOLBEEOKENEF L TH
BIEDRDND, INZERTCHETEINE T EL, BELERZBHTHDZILEND, TFORK
BR20~24BORBIT L VST RhbNIZLEBEDITH A 5,

BFRIIOWTADE, 22 TH20~UBHNE38.9% %R L THY, BT1I31.8%, & Ti343.4%
ER 5T D,
HEIZOWTATLLEBNEESTREUERE R L U2 R, REBTFOHEE, BE LTI~
19BN EV Y JNIIREDBELABETH D, IO EWEHEEL LIS~I9BNHIE TN D FH
B, BRELCSIATLRIOENEBEILIZ7-0T, ZOBDEENREL LDORTI LYRD
ZEEBbns,

5 BERFICRIBEERR
KIIBBENRCILZBERIIESWIBE L2A0OBESY L3750, £OBBHEEINBEERS
ABERBADRTEBY ThHD, TROLBEIBVWUL, BTRBEEZR2EDEET /-3 RB2Eh
LB 2L DOPI6HA TS, ROTHFRBILNBY, HHE10.9% %2R L Ud, TTFBEIE 157 120
WTAHABEGHEFBRLEED2L08113%8, 2B EVIERNLEFTEL-THOHN TS, LT
Ko T, BB UCoBEBERIIBERT <49.4% LR ETRL T2,
BEIIODWIANEBFBEE 160 £H514, 3L8HEBRBHI LB LDTHY, DWTERILS
364, 22.5% & 3FHILIZ L 2294, 18. 1%L L3 EBENETBLTS % LHT B, S FIRR-BE
LRLZAE, FFELIHOVERTRERPRBIIR N TWAE Z LT, BEIIBWTUIREERL
B0, BEREEN MOBREIIEL T T2 RLTWBEWZ R, TFIIBWTZBLE
F180 45, T1.7% 0 BE2*EHLLTEY, TTBEBEORARG 2 L Zdnrbyiawns, 32
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Table 4. Number of Persons Moved Out by Reasons of Moving Out
i e : . | 2 FRhIL y 2 ; K
Bowle w|® F\H OBIE B Esabi| g g |8 OB A B g TR
. hing
. Entering | Employ-| of occu-| % "y Depend-| Settle- Un-
Sex Total school ment |pation s;:pat:ate Marriage ent ment Others known
amily
% ES'4 Number
i o Fishery
B M 92 2 46 6 23 10 4 — 1
% F. 157 1 26 — — 113 16 - 1 —
& T 249 3 72 6 23 123 20 - 2
£ = Percent
i £ Fishery
B M 100.0 2.2 50.0 6.5 25.0 10.9 4.3 1.1
i F. 100.0 0.6 16.6 - - 72.0 10.2 - 0.6 —
i T 100.0 1.2 28.9 2.4 9.2 49.4 8.0 0.8 —
P #* Agriculture
B M 100.0 11.3 31.8 22.5 18.1 11.9 1.3 1.8 1.3 —
# F. 100.0 2.4 12.7 8.4 0.4 71.7 3.2 — 0.8 0.4
i T. 100.0 5.8 20.2 13.9 7.3 48.4 2.4 0.7 1.0 0.2
B E-3 Forestry
B2 M 100.0 7.5 26.9 3.4 7.5 15.0 1.1 6.5 1.1
# F. 100.0 0.8 9.3 15.3 — 69.5 1.7 — — 3.4
% T. 100.0 3.9 17.1 23.6 3.3 45.5 1.4 — 2.8 2.4

%, 12, TP RBEEBHE LTBH LTS ZEAEREENDE, KEIBWTLBENFLELLT
VWERTESRCKRALTHD, THLOLHBEPOLOBENIBREZOBATH DN, ROTHRERE
DI ==t PEHE>TBIERS RPN, BIBERBTFIIBWTYOERERL, M5
ETRERDENZEDINBONIZDEBERIIHWVT B,

6 BEMEGIC S BENRIE

WICBEIHIBIZOWTA B EEKSDE B T, BEEETEINNNEL

B 2BEDATZ R TR L, K

%5 fHEMCRAZMLECER S L UEE
Table 5. Number of Persons Moved Out by Destination
, : HEHT F 7 A ] -
8w | @ m | M p EETH | BPEE . ROEH D mmw | e
. towns and same same . . .| Kanagawa
Sex Total Same village villages prefecture | prefecture Shizuoka-shi -ken
= ¥ Number

# E 3 Fishery
B Male 92 34 1 13 10 1 11
4+ Female 157 83 7 15 20 2 9
2+ Total 249 117 8 28 30 3 20

| a5 Percent

) bied) E 3 Fishery
B Male 100.0 36.9 1.1 14°1 10.9 1.1 12.0
4 Female 100.0 52.9 4.5 9.6 12.7 1.3 5.7
# Total 100.0 47.0 3.2 11.2 12.0 1.2 8.0

B ¥* Agriculture

B Male 100.0 31.3 3.8 11.3 8.8 1.8 6.9
"4 Female 100.0 47.8 10.0 9.6 11.9 1.6 4.0
it Total 100.0 41.4 7.5 10.2 10.7 1.7 5.1

K #* Forestry
8 Male 100.0 27.9 2.2 5.4 17.2 8.6 8.6
4 Femaje 100.0 44.9 10.2 8.5 5.9 3.4 6.8
it Total 100.0 37.4 6.6 7.1 10.9 5.7 7.6

)
<«
I



%5 (>-3%) ‘Table 5 (Continued)

Z Dl

%oox | RER | gan | smer | oxaw | O8R4 w5 a
er
prefectures| 6 Major r O_thesr of
Sex Nagano-ken| Aichi-ken | of central cities e%log Abroad Unknown
regions apan
% ¥ Number
b} E2 Fishery
B Male — 1 — 17 2 2
# Female — 1 1 13 2 — 4
it Total — 2 1 30 4 6
& & Percent
i % Fishery
B Male — 1.1 — 18.4 2.2 2.2
% Female — 0.6 0.6 8.3 1.3 — 2.5
# Total — 0.8 0.4 12.0 1.6 2.4
f] 3 Agriculture
5B Male 0.6 1.2 30.0 3.1 1.2 —
% Female — 0.8 — 12.3 0.4 — 1.6
it Total 0.2 1.0 19.2 1.5 0.5 1.0
K E Forestry
% Male - — — 18.2 7.5 2.2 2.2
#Z Female — — — 16.1 0.8 — 3.4
i+ Total — — — 17.1 3.8 0.9 2.8

WTRATMEHEB L6 KA NI12%UT, BREEDIL 2% &5 Tnwd, T4 bRABENS G
DBFRE LD T2, BFE2HTHURNABENERL T L36.9%, K\ T 6 KEilinls. 4%,
KBUBWTRITAE 2 > TE Y, —H T TENAEBEN52.9%, kW TRATHRNI2. 7%, BA
BRI 9.6% DIATTs » T D, BiE & B2 S HEIIESREIZENRE <, 6 AEHiLEBFIC
CHRZDEEFZZHLDTHL S HIEHE - KEIDWTEZTUNABEIN Y » & LBVWEI& %
KL, RAOTOEREHEDDNTNBET, WEELF - <RAUBEAEZARL T3, eI <K
BB EERE LD TDH, EBHREEL D 6 REHA~OBEAHABEI IR TE, I il
B TRABBEGEN DL, INSBBEZEORBHBII OO TN LEFCES N TH
D, BB XU 2P OIS L Thd E v o 72000 & T 2720 618, 2 Okt s gy K8
HE S HBHB L FT N T D72 DIEBRHADBEHO Y =— F BET -T2 E W D,

7 BEEOBRERNCRICBEKR

RIS, ZOXSIEHBRISHEL TCOIBBEFEIREEDL S RBEREL TV, 612
$oTINERZ L BHEP, BERBEIREL QO IEBEREZOEE5.2% KL, THIIIKL
WHREE220.5% & KBNS VEEE2R L Qb EZI7BFII0onTh2 L, BEHE38Y,
RNTEDOM, TEHHBE 2> THY, SHITFIIZDOWTRETHL59.2%NEEE»DOF L &, fk
HENEV, 2 CRFEMH T, BHEOBEIS VW TLREIRETILDHR—FS EVS T &
ERLTHDZENERIZET B,

FRERIDNTAD L, BENR—FEHL, SHIIHEIBWTHREICHRKESZENE - T
05, BFDOHIODWTANIEEDEE LR LZBEAERL, BE - KEELIIZOEGIIET
LT2, lEDTEL, ZoRIBT 2BBHOBED, s MBIRE IV 2L
FIRA—DBUIOLKERL N L, BIIBTOHEE L, 2 ELRSTHHB PO E LBE
BEOLOIEERHBIE L - TWBEWS 2, 20O ERTEH~OBBHOEHEGHE, ~722
EDRBRT, INOBEHESEHEEDHBE L % - TD I EE2PiE-> T D,
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Table 6. Number of Persons Moving Out by Previous and Present Occupations

6

BB OB R el O RE B L UEE

2HEE

. : e e | mpe | 7 DM D
B % @ | Amicy RRBE WEROE MEREE|G " reyes| L2 L0
ftélr?st%y Fishery |Commerce Mapufac- inc?ut:t?’ges
on their on their | on their turing on on their Factory Other
Sex Total own own own their own own laborers manual
account account account account account workers
= Number
i E3 Fishery
B2 M 92 1 35 1 1 17 20
# F. 157 12 16 4 — 1 — 7
i+ T. 249 13 51 5 2 17 27
& & Percent
i ¥ Fishery
2 M 100.0 1.1 38.0 1.1 1.1 18.5 21.7
4z F. 100.0 7.6 10.2 2.5 — 0.6 — 4.5
3 T. 100.0 5.2 20.5 2.0 — 0.8 6.8 10.8
J ) Agriculture
# M 100.0 16.3 4.4 1.3 — 2.5 13.1 7.5
# F. 100.0 26.6 6.0 2.4 — 0.4 1.2 2.8
& T. 100.0 22.6 5.4 1.9 1.2 5.8 4.6
o N E3 Forestry
B M 100.0 11.8 1.1 2.2 2.2 3.2 11.8 20.4
4 F. 100.0 33.1 2.5 — — — 2.5 7.6
3 T. 100.0 23.7 1.9 0.9 0.9 1.4 6.6 13.3
5 o |BAFE| s Ceks g ook miz oo mx
S mploy eS| Do |2 i B2 o o b Siaved | Oth U
ex of private overn- Company Others aborers | employe thers nknown
stores ment
’ o ¥ Number
bie} %* Fishery
M. 2 2 5 1 4 3
F. 12 — 6 — — 93 — 6
E T. 14 2 11 1 97 9
| = Percent
bl # Fishery
M. 2.2 2.2 5.4 1.1 — 4.3 3.3
4 F. 7.6 — 3.8 — 59.2 — 3.8
i T 5.6 0.8 4.4 0.4 39.0 3.6
2 £ Agriculture
2 1%/[ 16.2 l(z)g 1%52) 3.5 10.6 0.6 2.5
. 13.9 2. . — .8 35.1 — 0.8
# T 14.8 5.8 9.0 1.5 25.5 0.2 1.5
K 3 Forestry
HoOM. 6.5 16.1 7.5 — 2.2 8.6 6.4
4 F. 10.2 2.5 4.2 — — 33.1 — 4.2
= T. 8.5 8.5 5.7 — 0.9 22.3 5.2
B¥E MEBTOABRIIDVW UIERENERBRLEIN T3,
8 ¥ g8

BT 212, BBEOKBFHRLFOBERB THEHLNTH Y, BEBHOLDZEGIED
BDTENENS ZERRENTD, 2D &L, BEIBWTIARHOLRERS T VW LY
BZDOTIERL, LD LAHIINAEHLD THEOLDIZL b 6T, BREEOFBOEMEL, 72
BEAD 2 ZTANDHBEEORENRE EDDLEWDIL, T UEWEFBKED L LIWHEE
KERLENTVBRLDEEILND, T-IOMIBWTHBEEBLY “HE D& 1:5RHFOE
BN TABR, 207 EFEKEEY - DOEREASEBBCTHE I EERLTVS, 3
rEFOBEABSIGEBH TEOLNTEY, BEBHOSO IR IOHTEN & 5 T
&, L Lds—HBF0BE, THSEE2b0Os L2BEBHO SO HBIR % -T
WBEWSEELRTY, BRIZZRPUECIE F R ARBOBERR T » T & 5
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BEEEE» S ALHBHADDER:
FICHEBECHEEEZDLE LT

&

"N F

#

?.

RERLENBRLEAOGND ZOBBWHBER B3 5=F 1 -2 £ RINL-RIBEEH
BEREHLT /7 /AR, hrODORBREREL L LT THDS 2 &, BFRE, I BHEER

PO ESBITHB L TELCECE WS 2 BERFMIE L T3 & 32 E
WL BDENOBEL, TOBIIET BT

bbb, 1 HOHE

é&ﬁ%ﬁﬁtﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁ@tﬁi&ﬁiﬁUA5tb

12BRBRO O, 5B HOBEEE - %n%@mﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%Lﬁﬁ&$®ﬁt&&éf@ﬁ@kf
HBIELEONDONDOEERENLS L INNI ZENTES, 20k 5 LHEHA D OHEEREE
3, BIZBROCHEEERRS v, BECS IR R  E  E T 2 KR ERTERE, b
DN, VWhRWBLEFR—F—F 4 AIBHBITIRUADIHRIASCNZBEATHD EV» THBRET

BLEWTHS I, ENEFRFOHERROEFE T2 A HOM L, HECADEE A LEOE S

#£ 1 BEEG, FAMER A JE~ B

Table 1. Staple Foods Taken in among
Urban Workers
L = wm | LERR )
iﬁﬁ%%%xm%ﬁ}éh
R?mplents g% @ &
Primary of unem-
Food Manufactur- ployment |Day laborers
ing laborers insurance
5 ¥ Number
x Rice # 10,108 3,486 1,078
»H A B
Noodle 493 452 110
PR3 V2 ﬁ
Bread 672 445 59
&4
ombination
of more 219 172 13
than two
AN 2t
Unknown 328 141 18
Téta 11,820 4,59 1,278
#Ho& %
* i1
Rice 85.5 75.8 84.4
» A M
Noodle 4.2 9.8 8.6
s </ ;ﬁ
Bread 5.7 9.7 4.6
EYirr
ombination
of more 1.9 1.6 1.0
than two
A w ,
Unknown 2.7 3.1 1.4
. 100.0 100.0 100.0

BEENEE 100 220 ToaAH (1 HFEE.

CRIEHISNRQE LS RWEELRREETH D,
I ZTHET “ERSSEE AN EEO SRR
B9 2RRE” FRCD EDWT, BIZEBWEE
EREEEPLELT, Z0OAEBOEGLD—ELY
HESHIILIZWERS,

2 FEBECDONT

HEWSBE BT 2 AR, kHERR
EEhDTELBLBIEL TR, ZOBOAKE
BT BREOMEBEE, MOBLEBIIBITS &
DUIEEMTERTH T, PR H%EHEY T2
BT = F—ffE L TEIZE R EA
EEZ - T 3,

BRIOKFE BT ERORFEHEL, B
EY, WL Y, FEPEARILE 5 ThE
505z 4 —ILBASTHEE BB LTS
72o L LBBSZOBRBCHEERBD % N,
HREBEBETXTOBRARRR LA-BHsDLOD
BRERBEOENHBROZIIGEVb D E LT, &
BRI NTOEEV S THBRETELNTH
55, BHMLEBRAAOREE?HEL, SBY
HABEE~OBITY{RET ZHRIEA L SNy
LoD CEBMRCHERFEDER), ZoEics
T3 ZORENBELE 4« & L THEA T,



WL, ZOBBIIBIIHRABBIIOVCTURFLTABERDITEL THE, HEVWHBE LB
38 VIEERRE, MOBE &K L TENRENRERLRLTWDIDOTHD, —~BILEALND
SURTMEEE IR ERIITAHEVHBED Thid, b-& b BRLUTTELY AEVELOTH
b, $BMAHMEDOLNTY, DABOERRIGI A VEIV LERIIL - TB, ZHE, TORE
KB TRBEDS & ERBROPBED 1 T2 & 518bi s, IERNLARRPL
DRFWEFRBELLTWEZ @%Ebkbiu,AVﬁiU%whﬁmﬁmLﬂmb%%ﬁt%
TWERTERhEEILND,

AEWHBFCET 2 ERMBEO—BOEEL, BRORELLBRVELE, BHTHrOXEFRE
RINLIZRBPOORBHEDEEK VS ZETHD (FE1ER),

ERFEEL, BRI ECRREBRECS-TODHENRDY, F-BEIG AR VEHEDAKIC
BT TEZLGNTVWS, 22T, ZOFNFAOTABEN 1L BORFZENL S IZHML TS H
REEL AL I, BIRIIBL UIRREENE L EE T 2% 2R LT3, FOAKI0.2
BTIFEAEELNTR Y, A VEE, DABIVEWBEAREKETLEZE2RL TS, Z0B
BT AHEORBERENENEVI ZLE, PMSOFEOBLShS Lz r A F—HE LTk
IR L ThB EWS Z i, WhidRU2 A R0EBITLE IS ZENTEL I,

#* 2 E%‘Z%BU e g sRH, ERMEEHNAEREERYE
Table 2. Staple Food at Each Meal %
=i —
TE LS E £ B 30 REREEES | ame v @&
anufacturing

Meal time Primary Food labarers un(:rl;réﬁlfgnrg:nt Day labors
* #% Rice 91.7 85.6 96.2
) & » A ¥ -Noodle 0.2 0.4 0.2
/:E% 8 greag ; N 3.9 9.3 1.6
2 #EFLl | Combi. of more than two 0.2 0.4 0.2
Breakfast | > 2 Unknown 3.0 4.4 1.6
B Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
* f Rice 77.0 51.9 70.7
= fr ¥ A 3E Noodle 7.1 23.3 15.5
= % v #8 Bread 11.4 18.3 10.8
Lunch 2 gL+ Combi. of more than two 2.1 2.2 1.2
v A - 2 Unknown 2.4 4.3 1.9
B Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
* % Rice 87.8 90.1 86.2
y: fr % A 3 Noodle 5.2 5.8 10.1
4 -t v %8 Bread 1.7 1.5 1.4
Dinner 2 f#EE Ll E Combi. of more than two 3.2 2.1 1.4
S 2t Unknown 2.0 0.5 0.7
=+ Total 100.0 100.0 100.0

BEIIBWTHXRERIITO. TG EEmRLER L THDR,

HAND TN EHE T2 LERXTHD, BE

IZDWTADBE, DAKENIS. 5%, A EN’10.8% L7 - THEY, BEDFNILEL U315

REREPALND, ZNERBRMIZIEAENBRTHZEVIFEFHILDZIONERDOND, LIz -T
FUFEEUIMINRETEETFRINDNS, ZOHEORABEE, TR L7 T8 CIFRIIRER
BEETHDIOUADDOLTEON TS Z L, AULHEST DI &S AMRICETTTRLER
REZD 08P 202, ROBBII—FHOEEREATFRE L TEONINAARHREBTHD Z LITHE
E’gj—éo

FEIBVTLEIR, BRIEREZRLAZKENS LILERERL TS, L LEBRDEINLY
H1E<86.2% &7 > T B, ZTMAMENHDABIBAENENIVHOPERTH LD, TNTY
101 %R LTHEY, TR bRTAVEERIZEZ 0IUERERL Tnd, DARDERENR
BIZOWTERTHD I &, THADL, DABENRRDZ I LIV ERLBEIRZRARIZE 57245
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nEHDEEABON O TRV E RS (E28R),

KIZERDOBAEDEIIDVWTRI L TA L 5, Bl T & CRFEREOB 2 ENLTHIN
276, 1E3BEDICKRHEE EDLDONEL, 0% %R LT3, ZDOMIBRIIEVTHAE
L LA VEELE > TWBLDBI0SRERL TS, FIIDOHBEWHBERERORKE L THLE
ZoNDIEW, MBIBVWTRRR LD, TRERETIEVIEIEIOLOHTOTHTHD L
52 EThHd, PNGITHRELNEHEN, TOo=Fr¥—& LTHRIKRREZERL TS EE
ABIENRTELD (EK3BR), _

PERRTETEL, HREWHIBZ BT 2HEHIFIRBISSION TS LV TH#EE
T NTH DD, SHILSHBIZBT S ZOMBOXRFERIIHLTENE I RELTHEINE TH
255 OB TR HBEMAEMIET, kRN TIHFEOHEEL S WHBREAKD T L
<T%607aba‘%M%Tﬁo,ﬁ%%&it%ﬁ%ﬁtu%%%%ott&twtﬁﬁmJE

% 3 WA, ERALEhE HAREEEEE

Table 3. Distribution of Combination Pattern of

Foods among Urban Workers (%
camanbens |2 B E|ENFE 0 6
L (e S Recipients | % {8 &
Combsl?aaptllg nfg)(?dt;ern of %\ggnﬁ%:;gr i .Ic))lfo;ranmt- Day laborers
. insurance
‘f*fmﬁkj’f%icﬁﬂifﬁicﬁﬁ 68.9 41.3 59.9
ﬁifié}ea“giﬁif‘. 9.8 15.9 10.3
*Rice. jﬁfgﬁj’%m{f 6.2 18.8 13.8
/*}h B ﬁceﬁ&jﬁ,’g&ﬁ 4.1 1.4 8.7
é}eag i?‘%icﬁe&i ?‘%icgﬁ 2.5 4.3 0.9
“-%\Ionliii‘%icgﬁijlgicgﬁ 1.3 2.2 0.9
j%icgb(ij%icﬁe&iff\lont 0.8 0.5 0.9
% & {p Others 6.4 12.6 4.6
# Total 100.0 100.0 100.0

%4 W, KR KEHEAHAR

Table 4. Desire for More Rice among Urban Workers

FRRRIRE

. A . P T A A
BT BRI Recpients of |V
more rice ing laborers insurance Day laborers
5 ¥ Number
hsd 5  Yes 1,257 535 225
By No 2,488 965 191
H» 67y Unknown 195 32 10
it Total 3,940 1,532 462
Hoooa %
A 3 Yes 31.9 34.9 52.8
Bbhi No 63.1 63.0 44.8
HH 57~ Unknown 4.9 2.1 2.3
i Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
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ik L CRBILTI BRI EW S
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RENRE L OMETH B (G4 BR),

3 BIEEEICONWT

LI TRREOERIIOWTERT
BERDZTEL THD, ABEVFEH
ZBWTE, fBORBBICHE LT »
EL O RAIEFHOBER L hA N
v (BULEEEICHERTOME, KERR
SHEETUER), Tabh b, ERECKED
THe ) —%EBELTLRERER
BREBEIROBEHIE LD THUL,
JEEI T Z LWL TH B, Lo
LS ZOBBIIBEWTLIHTHMT
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BARY EFBRBELOET ) EV o
7 4 OWEBE L THW 2D TEiRvbm &
Bhnd,
TOEBVWEEEIRNT BLE
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THEde AFHEBRRIIKRFERENECZ SICHAL TEREYRL T2, ZOEBIZET 28!
BIEFBCRABFTH ), EBINIL 7 VA T VARENFHEL TR ZER@WS T THRY, £,
BORBILEON T B ERDNEAZHIZOWTWBNEDBAEANGAETNET, AFiTEED
YO ZDORBIIENTI6.3%THY, E6RNLDIE23BERLTND, T ZTOERE A,
LAz A7 OB, 8% ‘A7 EANRCEBZAZLON2.0 % THROBEE L& L TrbEER
FRL TS, $HMI3EEUEZANDI OIS E, fIOBIIHNTELLBRERL TN
DThd, INHDT LW, BFRLRBEHELZ L - T I0BIIBE - TUIRDEFTNEL TR
NEBOND, KFUIAZHEVCSRIBFGEHEN L L0 THY, FEFLE LB CRECER
LTWBLDTHDI20, BZZOBBIIBE UL, ZoORBEZLBIIZEETS W72 813
EhH THEBLMEZEBbNS, LT, BFLOAEE ST TICBECREFEMIESL RFHII
WL T ZEDN, RLBF LWHRTRROLAEEZILND,

4 HEHICRBERRICONT

HEREEAD E, BEWHEZEILRORBB LB L TEEMIERLRL TS (HECHiEE
32.7%, BLERIRER. 0%, KERBTHE 0.9%)e JONREDOERE, £ LTRRIBIS
EBRIZEDLVDTH D, THbD, BN T E KBRIZET ZMABIEORN & FHU DT TEILN
BDTH B, BuLETHFHE B THREIEML T2 2 E@—BPEATHS2, LrLID
BB 280 RRS, AR EELARBETT IIN T I n eSS Z EiE, ZoORERZKR,
HHid-FVHETEHZHRETH D,

HNERBERIUZDONWTAED E, ZRD ABWHBFE BV TY - &L L EREF L T2, FilEH
RATHDEDEENE N ENEHSND, T-FEMANAH D EEFIRBOIG~298, LU0~
UFEHERTRUERELZVDTH D, Lz T, FMOLAEELIIRKILNENSITD L
Vo EHRE, bhbhOTEAOERTH -7 SRR EKBERRLZEZGbES &, EHEHE

LATYH, FRPBEENGATRELZLERER KO > THB I 2TFHLELHD,

5 g U

bnhN DT - T, FEERESHRETEINDELL EVBT NI -T2, Wi,
REXEVFINNERGL LN IRERBEENRLDEPBLETEHDTH »720 N OTEOEEKD
BEER O 72002, &b CHEMAZIEICOWTORAERDOEEIIL S 835 A 170

Linl, BRICBNTE, fEROVHYZERBEICBTRECHL LUn 77, HoVE
BINLD B TOMBROEETREEHAL AN TIENTE, BEVWHEE L L > TRE
SNBHEOELAAD, AFAECRAMIIHSEE L 72 0 /MLEEEEEDRERRTHRE L
TH, WHrET LWEHBOH 2 BEEBEA R L TN BETI I ENTE, LEORKR,
b, ETYURZETIMEALERLTE I 5%

B, WHYBEUBBOADIINT 2 REHEFLY BE TR, ABEEOEEIOHERSND
TE BROAHBBEE BRI ISV EBHZLOTRINRELGRNENS ZETHD, 12 &
A, H—DEIRELWVIRZFLZZHIIHTIEANBEAETH S,

H2i, ADEHEALNRIST2EIEBADOKEKE THD, b FPIERL, BiERBD
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Population Problem of Japan in the 1960’s

Tatsuo HONDA

This paper aims to make clear what stage of demographic transition the population
of Japan is in and what kind of questions Japanese population is facing. The main points
of what has been found are as follows:

1. The low brith and death rates have almost completely taken root in Japan as
a basic feature of its population. This fact, in a sense, means a tacit declaration by the
postwar Japanese to bring an end to the prewar industrial structure which unsparingly
wasted manpower.

2. The structural changes of the population based on this vital revolution will rapidly
proceed from now on in the 1960’s, taking, on one hand, the form of a change in the
age distribution of labor force and on the other, that of a change in regional and occu-
pational distriubution.

3. The recent high degree growth of Japanese economy is confronted with a serious
shortage of labor force, particularly youthful manpower. However, in the background of
the present general shortage of labor force, there is found a multitude of the under-
employed who were preserved without any serious inconvenience in prewar Japan.

4. The starting pays for young school graduates already began to rise sharply. T he
medium and small enterprises with nelatively low productivity will be forced in the near
future to liquidate and to reorganize its economic constitution with a gneral leveling up
of the wage standard. The present shortage of labor force must cause the unemplo-

yment problem in the near future. Therefore, the most difficult question before us now
is how can we place in proper positions the middle-aged and advanced-age workers who
are increasing rapidly.

5. The internal migration began to proceed at a quick pace in order to eliminate the
disparity in incomes between the rural and urban areas. As yet, however, it served only
to prevent the expansion of the disparity.

6. The reorganization of labor force is under way being backed by the sharp in-
crease in the productivity of labor in large enterprises and positive accumulation and
concentration of the necessary capital. It is, however, strongly hoped from the dem(;graphic
viewpoint that the fruits of economic growth will be readjusted in due consideration of
the extraordinary situation of population, especially in 1960’s. Otherwise, the high-degree
economic growth will come to a standstill because of the internal unbalance.

7. The reactionary inclination for high fertility and low wages in prewar years is
coming to the fore in disguise gradually because of the latest shortage of youthful
manpower. It may be said that whether the abandonment of the prewar industrial
structure shown in the said fertility behavior will become really fruitful is a main subject
in the population question of Japan in the 1960’s.
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Pursuit of the Question of National Vitality : A preliminary

meditative principle for approaching demographic philosophy

Nobuo SHINOZAKI

An attempt will be made here to form a new theory of the above proposition by his-
torically pursuing modern science, particularly the beginning of theories of natural science,
and also by follwing up the philosophy which constitutes the background of the scientific
theories.

As to the idea of national vitality, it is necessary to work out its theoretical setup
on a preliminarily formulated philosophical principle based on the fusion of various con-
ceptions such as the historical developmental one originating from growth of human
societies to larger entities by stages, namely, the family-clan-natioh, the fatalistic cultural
conception reflecting the productive community and the biological conception based on
vitality. _
~ Furthermore, in order to develop the question under observation the nation in itself
will be considered to be represented by population and it will be necessary to find concrete
index numbers in such a manner as supported by the philosophical, theoritical composition
cancerning various coefficients of vital statistics.

. What is stated above is seen in works on philosophical thinking written in the past
by Eddington, Einstein, Whitehead, etc. (physicians), Driesch, Haldane, Henderson, etc.
(biologists), and Brouwer, Hilbert, Weyl, etc. (pure mathematicians). The contents of
their books mean an approach to demographic philosophy,

Accordingly, the index numbers presented by the present author hereunder have u
background something like the preliminarily formulated principle as shown in the above
books.

In this connection, it may be said that the attempt made here is exactly similar to
what has been done by Einstein who noticed an inconsistency in the Galilean frame and
formed a new theory with the support of the Tensor Analysis in order to reconcile it.
Let me mention here only index number formula.

Nationa! vitality index I

T F seeCeH
V= D
Y
where F =Fertility rate D =Death rate
C =Calorie intake e =Expectation of life at birth
H =Healthiness rate Y =Average age of nation

National vitality index II

M
UESIR

O
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where M=Marriage rate E=Duration of education
S =Average stature of adults
U=Divorce rate-+Proportion of the unmarried
I =Average intelligence index
R =Total amount of production (Gross national product)
P =Total population
Although the index number composition is rather confused, the author may be en-
couraged by what has been stated by Steiner, a wellknown geometrician, in his system-
atic review :
Order will come forth amid chaos and all parts will substantially lock with each
other and kindred things will be united into one.

An Estimate of Future Labor Force in Japan : 1960—1970

Hidehiko HAMA

Japan’s labor supply-demand relations imply a tendency of shortage in supply of
youthful manpower, but of oversupply of middle-aged labor. An estimation of changes
in future labor force is, therefore, a basic subject in the consideration of the question of
population and economy in Japan. \

There are two methods thought to be available for estimating labor force. The first
of them is based on the labor force participation rates among the population by ages,
namely, an estimation made by the progress of labor force. The second one depznds on
the progress of the employed population in each industry or business field.

In the present estimation, labor force is estimated by first working on the basis of
the male and female populations classified by ages for each year in 1960—1970 as estimated
by the Institute of Population Problems, and then by applying to the result of the initial
working the assumptive labor force participation rates.

Although the fixing of the future labor force participation rate is difficult, for it is
connected with changes in economic and social conditions, two assumptions are taken up
in the present estimate. Firstly, the labor force participation rate of each age group for
1960 is applied to the future, treating the rate as constant, and an estimation is then
made by regarding it (the rate) as representing a “trend value”.

Secondly, in the case of estimation on the basis of an “intention value”, the Income
Doubling Plan is taken as the background of the labor force. But, as to changes in labor
force participation rats, the retirement of laborers is taken less (particularly in the case
of females) than in the case of the Income Doubling Plan, and accordingly the estima-
tion of labor force is made at a higher labor force participation rate than in the case of
the above plan.

The estimated total labor force for 1970 is 53.63 million in the case of a constant

— 89 —



labor force participation rate and 51.70 million in the case of a fluctuating rate. Even
in the latter case, the total figure exceeds by 3 million 48.69 million estimated in the
Income Doubling Plan. The big difference hetween the two is attributable mostly to a
decrease in the retirement in the female labor force.

In the Income Doubling Plan, the migration of those employed in agricultural industry
to secondary and tertiary industries to become their labor forces is expected to fill the
vacancies caused by the retirement of a large number of female employees and the pro-
motion of modernization of the industrial structure through the migration of labor force
in the above way is anticipated. However, a sufficient rise in incomes of middle-aged male
labor force in agriculture and minor enterprises is prerequisite to the large-scale retire-
ment of female labor.

Accordingly, if such a rise in incomes of the said male labor force cannot be expected
and a fall in the female labor force participation rate remains at such a level as estimated,
the migration of those employed in agriculture will not be encouraged and there will arise
a fear of the Income Doubling Plan causing a vicious circle.

The modernization of the industrial structure, it is considered, w111 not be accelerated
by the pressure of the balance between labor supply and demand alone and it is necessary
to adopt for the above purpose measures of directly changing the existing situation marked
by the multitude employed with low incomes, which features the employment structure
in Japan. We can expect a further fall in the labor force participation rate as a result
of the improvement of this situation.

Changing Age Structure of Employed Males in Japan: 1955—1960

Kazumasa KOBAYASHI

Making use of the date on industry of employed persons 15 years old and over by 5-
year age groups derived from 1955 and 1960 censuses of Japan, the writer has analysed
some aspects of changing age structure of employed males in various industries in this
quinquennial period.

The age structure of the male population of Japan 15 years old and over showed a
more aged pattern in 1960 than in 1955. The age structure of employed males in the
whole industry, however, did not age to such extent as the basic population did. When
the age-specific ratios of employed males to the male population of 1955 are applied to the
age structure of the 1960 male population, an expected age strulcture of employed males
for 1960 can be obtained, whose index of aging (55 yrs. old and over per 15—29 yrs. old)
is 41.8%. while that of the actual age structure of 1960 shows 41. 3% and that of 1955
37. 9/ (see Tables 1 & 2, pp.15 & 16).

The employed males of the primary industry showed a marked aging tendency
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during the five years affected by both the aging of the whole industrial male popu-
lation and the change in the pattern of age-specific ratios of the employed males of this
industry to those of the whole industry (See Table 4, p. 13). The age structure of male
population of ‘manufacturing’ slightly rejuvenated instead of the aging of the total indu-
strial male population.

The employed males of primary industry reduced their number markedly in the five
years from 1955 to 1960 and their aging tendency was found very remarkable. In those
industries as ‘manufacturing’ and ‘wholesale and retail trade’, there were relatively high
increase rates of employed males and their age structures showed a slight rejuvenation or
a minute aging (See Table 5, p. 18). When the whole industry is divided into eleven
major groups, the correlation between the percent increase of employed males in the above
five years and the ratio of index of aging (i. e. ratio of the index of aging for 1960 to
that for 1955) shows 1ts coefficient of —0.772 (See Table 5 & Figure 1, p. 19). It can,
therefore, be roughly said, even there are some exceptions, that declining industries have
been declining with more aging tendency concerning their working populations and expand-
ing industries have been expanding with less aging tendency or rejuvanation,

Regional Migration of Male Labor Force: Measurement

and some observations

Yoichi OKAZAKI

The object of this paper firstly is to calculate the volume of real labor force migra-
tion in 1950—55 and 1955—60. The calculation is made by use of the survival ratio on
the basis of the labor forces at the time of the census taken in 1950, 1955 and 1960.

Labor force is, as a rule, classified into male and female ones for consideration, but
in this paper only the migration of male labor force is taken up.  The reason for limit-
ing here the consideration to male labor force is that male labor force is the pivot of the
entire labor force and further, female labor force migrates in many cases by motives dif-
ferent from those, from which the migration of male labor force is made.

The object of the paper secondly is to single out two or three points regarded as
important concerning the volume of regional migration of male labor force as calculated
in the above way.

The male labor force migration situation may be summarized as follows:

(1) In the period of 1950—55, the prefectures, the volume of real migration to
which was marked with (+), in other words, prefectures where in-migration was exces-
sive, were 8 in ngmber including Tokyo, Osaka and Aichi, but in the period of 1955—60
such prefectures were 9.  Although there was no change among major prefectures of
excessive in-migration, Hokkaido fell off while Saitama and Chiba prefectures neighbor-
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ing Tokyo.x;vere listed instead with excessive in-migration prefectures.

(2) The total volume of excessive in-migration corresponds to the total amount of
excessive out-migration in absolute value when international migration is taken as zero,
and the amount of the absolute value indicates, in a way, the scale of migration. Such
value which expanded from (x) 820,720 in 1950—55 to (£) 1,095,866 in 1955—60, shows
an increase of 34 percent. .

(3) South Kanto is known as an important district of labor force in-migration, but
the weight of this district has slightly declined of late whereas the importance of the
Kinki and Tokai Districts tends to rise as regions of in-migration. Accordingly, impor-
tant out-migration regrons such as the North Kanto and Tohoku Districts are now giving
place to the southwest part of Japan.

(4) The correlation between the real migration rate and population migration po-
tential is close both in 1950—55 and 1955—60. Moreover, it can be proved that the effec-
tiveness of migration potential in causing migration tends to rise.

Features of In-migrants by Age and Industry
Masao UEDA

Results of the tabulation by one percent sample of the 1960 Census returns regarding
“usual residence, a year ago” indicated that 8 percent of the population in ages one year
and over resided a year ago in the different place from the residence at the time of the
census. The population in these ages removed the residence beyond the prefectural
boundary between 1 October 1959 and 30 September 1960 by 2.6 millions in number, 2.8
percent of the total. The proportion of such in-migrants was very great in prefectures
with big cities and their vicinity, recording 6 pzrcent in Tokyo. 5 percent each in Kanagawa
and Osaka. On the contrary, the proportion was small in the northeastern part of the
mainland, and the Shikokx and the Kyushu as well. showing 1—1.5 percent in many pre-
fectures there, as shown in Fig. 1 (p. 27).

The rate of the in-migrants from other prefectures was 7 percent at ages 15—24, as a na-
tional average, and 5 percent at ages 25—29. But the rate was far higher in such pre-
fectures as Tokyo, Kanagawa, or Osaka than this national average, indicating 11—12 percent
at ages 15—29 there. The rate of the in-migrants from other prefectures showed very
high correlation between the total population in ages one year and over and the population
at ages 15—29 (Fig. 2, p. 28). But the coefficient of regression in the regression equation
of this correlation was smaller as compared with that interrelation in the net migration
rate presented in my previous paper.* This suggests that the influence of young adults
upon the rate of the total prefectural population, in relation to the balance between the
exodus and the influx, is greater than that of the influx of young adults upon the rate
of the influx of the population aged one year and over in each prefecture,



The in-migrants at ages 15—29 from other prefectures comprised two-third of the
total in-migrants aged one year and over, as a national average.  The corresponding
proportion in prefectures with big' cities showed as great as nearly three quarters.

Employed persons 15 years old and over included those who moved-in from other pre-
fectures by 4 percent for males and by 3 precent for females throughout Japan (Table 2,
p. 29). The corresponding figures were far greater for prefectures with big cities such
as 8 percent for males and 9 percent for females in Tokyo. The number of those employed
persons who migrated between prefectures for both men and women was the greatest in
manufacturing, comprising one-third of males and 38 percent of females each. The
second greatest were those in construction, one-fifth, in case of males, and those in services,
29 percent, in case of females. The third were those in wholesale and retail trade for
both men and women.

Throughout Japan, employed persons in agriculture decreased by 11 percent between
1955 and 60, and those in manufacturing increased by 38 percent and also in construction
by 52 percent. Thus the industrial structure of employed persons recorded remarkably
high level of modernization by 1960, consisting of the primary industry by 33 percent,
the secondary industry by 29 percent, and the tertiary industry by 38 percent. Such a
situation has been resulted from an increase of demands for labor force among growing
industries in big cities with the progress of high growth of the Japanese economy, and
hence has been brought about by the increasing absorption of the population, particularly

of young adults, in large cities from rural areas.

* UEDA, Masao: “Differential net migration by age and sex in prefectures, 1920—1935 and
1950—1955”, Annual Reports of the Institute of Population Problems, No. 6, 1961, Nov.
1961.

Economic Potential of Internal Migration of

Population and Its Determinant

Minoru TACHI and Misako OYAMA

Taking over the three former articles which were published in these Annual Reports, Nos.
4, 5, and 6, in this article, we make some correlation analysis, especially multiple and
partial, with the data available in postwar Japan, among the variables which are assumed
to have relation with the “economic potential of population migration” we have named,
to find out its determinant.

Main findings of our study are as follows; (1) Actual population migration increas-
ingly coming out in postwar Japan depends upon the regional difference in economic
potential of population migration. (2) The most powerful determinant of economic po-
tential of population migration exists in regional difference in level of living, presented by
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the per capita real income. (3) Changes in economic growth, presented by the real
GNP  exert effect upon the economic potential of migration through the change in re-
gional difference in level of living. During 1948 to 1952, when the real GNP went up,
regional difference in level of living came down, and therefore, that in economic poten-
tial of migration shrank. Since 1953, however, when the real GNP went up, regional
difference in level of living expanded, and that in economic potential of migration also
did so, and when the real GNP went down, regional difference in level of living shrank,
and that in economic potential of migration followed it. This change in effects the real
GNP change exerts upon regional difference in level of living may be refered to the
change in economic structure in Japan. It is one of the most basic problems in Japan,
but it is out of the scope of this article. (4) On the other hand, regional difference in
reproductivity of population also chiefly depends upon that in level of living. And in
where per capita income, and therefore, economic potential of in-migration is relatively
high, demographic reproductivity is relatively low, and in where per capita income is re-
latively low, and therefore, economic potential of out-migration is relatively high, reprodu-
ctivity of population is relatively high. Regional difference in level of living exerts con-
tradictory effects upon the economic potential of migration and reproductivity of population.
This contradictory effect is one of the factors to promote the population migration. (5)
Regional difference in level of living largely depends upon regional economi¢ structure,
presented by the proportion of the employed in the primary sector of the industry to that
in the whole industry. (6) In other words, we may say that contradiction between space-
economic structure of reproduction of goods and space-demographic structure of reproduction
of population is the basic determinant of the migration of population.

Migration and Fertility

Toshio KURODA

1. Functions of population migration may be divided into three: economic function
equalizing regional difference in economic level, socio-cultural function of homogenization
in regional difference and lastly demographic function promoting convergence in vital
rates. However, special object of this paper, needless to say, is to make analysis of
fertility trends from the standpoint of demographic function.

2. There seems to be two basic approaches for studying relationship between migra-
tion and fertility. First is to study effects of migration on fertility, and second, on the
contrary, effects of fertility on migration. Neither of them has nearly been studied
everywhere, and particularly so in case of the latter. Some of them conducted in Japan
and other countries, though, of course, very few, are referred in the text in order to indi-
cate the significance of my study.



3. First approach taken here was to survey the composition of urban population by
origin, namely indigenous or migrant. Urban workers having relatively low income were
sampled as approximately representing urban population in gereral. using the results of a
field survey on population pressure conducted by our Institute of Population Problems in
February 1961.

4. A few noteworthy points are briefly summarized here.

a. Larger the laor force population in urban places, larger the population of labor
force supplied from outside of cities. The capacity of self-supplying labor force popula-
tion in cites is weakened in big cities like Tokyo and Nagoya. We may schematize four
patterns of urban development as far as our survey is concerned: patterns of self-supply-
ing, extended self-supplying, metropolitan, and outer dependent.

b. Remarkable social response of fertility behavior between two-generations. Complete
fertility of parents and sons was compared by coross-tabulating by occupation of fathers.
Father’s occupation was classified into four categories: farmer, self-employed, manual
worker, salaried-worker and others. In case of father whose fertility was very high,
reactional decline in fertility was reflected by son’s generation (typically represented by that
of tather who was salaried-worker), and vice versa (in case of manual laborer).

¢. Regional patterns recognized by differential fertility of father’s generation among
different size of cities is basically maintained in the son’s generation, though, of course,
difference itself was reduced so much.

A Comparison of Standardized Birth, Death and Natural

Increase Rates of Respective Prefectures in Japan : 1955—1960

Kiichi YAMAGUCHI

The data in this paper have been obtained by working out the standardized vital rates
of populations of respective prefectures in Japan for 1955—60 and are given as a kind of
materials for making clear the regional features of latest births and deaths which are
major factors in reproducing population and for contributing to an analysis of these rates.

In the calculation of the standardized birth rate and death rate, the whole Japanese
population for 1930 has been taken as standard population and an indirect method, namely,
Newsholme-Stevenson’s method of standardizing an optional standard population has been
used. Further, as to the calculation of the standardized birth rate, the married female
population of each age group has been used for eliminating a difference arising in popula-
tion composition according to marital status. The difference between the birth rate and
death rate worked out has been taken as the standardized natural increase rate.

The result of calculation in the above way is shown in Table 1 (p. 42) and an obser-
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vation made on the basis of this result concerning changes in the period of 1955—60 has
revealed the following.

-(a) The standardized birth rate shows a fall of 15 percent on the nation-wide av-
erage, and when viewed from the regional standpoint, regional differences are seen as
evident in the fact that Tokushima prefecture has registered a decline of 27 percent
whereas Osaka Prefecture has displayed a rise of 3 percent.

Generally speaking, the degree of fall in the birth rate is high in districts where the
rate was high in the past while the declining is slow where the birth rate was low. The
above tendency is strong particularly in prefectures which have large cities within their
jurisdiction.

(b) The standardized death rate shows only a fall of a little less than 3 percent
on the national average in the five years. A region-wise observation has also revealed
that a little less than 9 percent decline in Saitama Prefecture is the highest and 29 pre-
fectures out of a total of 46 have registered a fall. = However, those showing a rise in
the rate number 16 including Kochi Prefecture which displays the highest rate of 7.7
percent.

Except for Tokyo and Kanagawa, the degree of fall is generally high in prefectures
where the death rate was high in the past.

(¢) The standardized natural increase rate has been found to be influenced by the
degree of fall in the birth rate more than the death rate which shows no regional
difference.

The measure of dispersion and standard deviation which have been tentatively worked
out are shown in Tables 2—4 (pp. 43&44).

On Notified Induced Abortions in Japan

Hisao AOKI

The Eugenic Protection Low was promulgated in 1948 and latter, it was amended
twice with the result that the induced abortions for economic reasons by physicians
designated by the Medical Association has been permitted. Thereafter, cases of notified
induced abortion increased year by year and amounted to 1,170,143 in 1955.

Fortunately, this figure has shown subsequently the tendency to decrease gradually
and dropped to 1,063,203 in 1960, but it does not yet fall below the million mark (Table
1, p. 47).

An observation of the situation concerning notified induced abortion has revealed the
following points which give a rise to question :

(1) The induced abortions effected for physical protection of mother represents 49.7
per cent. (Tables 2, & 3, pp. 47 & 43).
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(2) In the group of mothers at the age of 40 and upward, births and induced
abortions are in a ratio of 1—4.8, which shows a high rate of the latter (Table 6, p. 49).

(3) Many cases of induced abortion are not necessarily‘ found in economically
unblessed districts (Tables 7 & 8, pp. 50 & 51).

Supposing that the Eugenic Protection Low might be an inevitable measure, in a
sense, in those days of straitened cricumstances immediately after the war, but it is déemcd
to be the time now to reconsider the legislation.

On a Change in the Pattern of Birth among Farmers:

A turn in differential birth rates

Shigeru HAYASHI

The birth rate in this country has shown a remarkable decline since 1950 and the
high birth rate maintained by the farm village population in the past has displayed a turn
in the vital statistics from “poly-births and poly-deaths” to “limited numbers of births and
deaths”.

Researches conducted by the Instititute of Population Problems after the war in re-
spect to farm villages have revealed the following demographic changes in farming
population.

In postwar years, the pattern of birth among the farmers has differentiated with the
birth rate among the middle-class farmers showing a decline by leading the others. This
represents an example of the adaptability of the middle-class farmers to the pressure of
population, but the tendency of the birth rate to fall will spread before long to the lower-
and upper-class farmers. This way of adaptation is a typical one which is seen at modern
farm villages. However, similar adaptation can be found concerning population migration
and this may be said to represent a rational type of farmers’ adaptability. The ration-
alization of the whole farm village population will progress through farmers’ adapting
themselves to circumstances in the above manner.

The external factors in causing this adaptation at farm villages are considered to be
the rise in demand for labor and also the elevation of living standard due to the high
degree economic growth. The internal factors in bringing about the adaptation are deemed
to be constituted by the advance of agricultural production owing to mechanization of
farming and also to modernization of the farmers’ living.
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Postwar Fall in Fertility at Farm Villages

Yuichi MINAKAWA

An investigation has been conducted in seven agricultural districts by questionaires
distributed relating to facts of giving birth to children and the experience of practising
birth control in postwar years in order to find the latest trend of fertility among
residents of farm villages.

The subjects of the investigation were married couples, the ages of whose partners
were not more than 50.

The questionaires collected amounted to 6,426. But, there were 244 invalid papers,
and in addition, there were couples who married after the age of full 30 years as well
as those who were bringing up children born in their previous marriages.  These two
types of couples were disqualified and the questionaires filled out by them totaling 386
also became invalid.

After the deduction of these invalid ones, total questionaires collected were 5,796. As
to an index of fertility, 15 postwar years have been divided into three periods of five years
each and calculation has been made to find the number of children per couple born in 5
years with regard to married couples classified by years of marriage. Then the number
of children per couple in each year of marriage has been calculated and its total value
has been taken as an index. The total value is almost equivalent to the total fertility
rate.

The reason why the period of five years has been used for observing the birth situa-
tion is that otherwise, a statistic observation, it was feared, might become impracticable
in case the questionaires collected be arranged according to social strata of subjects of the
investigation.

By use of the above index of fertility and the rate of those who have the experience
in practising birth control, a comparative study has been conducted in respect to residents
in various districts who were classified according to social strata.

As regards the indexes of an investigation which have been made according to social
strata, four items have been used, namely, the scale of agricultural operation, the amounts
of taxes paid by farming households, the amounts of agricultural products sold, and occu-
pations of husbands. As a result of the adoption of those indexes for the invenstigation,
the following facts have been found. ’

1. A postwar decrease in births occurred at farm villages in the suburbs earlier than
at pure farm village, and there has been no difference in the falling tendency of births
between those whose principal occupation is farming, side-work farmers and non-farming
villagers with the birth rates similarly decling in among the three groups. However, at
pure farm villages, the first-mentioned group showed a decline in births later than the
- two other groups, and the slower the progress of villages the greater became this differece
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in fertility decline.

2. According to indexes in the last five years, the fall in fertility among those whose
main -occupation is farming, has been obvious at villiges where agricultural productivity
in high and concurrently, the rate of practising birth control has bcen high.  Further,
among farmers at advanced villages a decline in fertility connected with the modernization
of their attitude on living has been seen.

3. One each of under-developed farm villages, advanced villages and suburban villages
has been chosen, and a study has been made as to residents of each class at the three
types of villages in regard to the tendency of fertility decline.

In under-developed districts, a fall in fertility due to the practising of birth control has
been seen among salaried-men and higher independent business proprietors, but despite
the decline in fertility among lower-class farmers and daily workers, they have shown a
low rate of practising birth control.

This is considered to indicate that there are many cases wherein the pre-modern birth
curbing measure, namely, induced abortions, is used.

As regards advanced villages, farmers of medium scale farming who find it most diffi-
cult to live by farming alone, are seen to be the lowest in fertility when viewed from
the angle of farming scale. . In this case the fall in fertility has been connected with
birth control.

It has also been discovered that at suburban farm villages, the fertility among those
whose principal occupation is farming, is by no means higher than the average rate.
The low fertility of this type of villagers is attributable to the fact that in the suburban
district there are chances open to farmers for obtaining steady positions with compara-
tively high wages in other fields, and farming is relatively disadvantageous when view-
ed from the economic standpoint.

Among non-farming residents in these areas low-income laborers employed in minor
enterprises have shown the lowest fertility in contrast with this type of laborers in other
districts who display the highest rate among such residents. The lowest fertility of that
group of non farming residents in the suburban villages is also due to the difficulty in
living. The rate of birth control is high in all classes of residents at suburban
farm villages, but no premodern measure of curbing birth has been observable.

The Process of Placement of Living-in Employees

in Large Cities
Minoru MIYAKAWA

This report presents main points of results of a survey concerning living-in-employees
in minor manufacturing industry in large cities conducted by the Institute of Population

— 99 —



Problems in February, 1961 at Sumida-ward, Tokyo and Nagoya City as a part of its
research made in respect to the pressure of population in cumulative form.

Minor enterprises in Japan can offer to workers only terms of employment at insigni-
ficant pays because of their unstable financial position.  The laborers who would accept
such unfavorable terms are those of inforior quality shut out from the lucrative labor
market.

Needless to say, the employment pattern with employees living in the place of work
is not suitable to laborers of advanced ages who need, as a rule, their own sphere of life.
The unreasonable labor terms peculiar to minor enterprises are by no means attractive to
labor forces in remote places and enterprises on the other hand have no means of hunting
for laborers in vast areas.

Under those circumstances, most living-in laborers in minor enterprises are secured
from among youngsters who have only finished their compulsory education, residing
mainly in large cities where enterprises are located, and also in adjoining areas. Parti-
cularly, enterprises in Nagoya City are found to rely more than those in Tokyo on local
manpower for the reason that this place lies between two large labor markets, namely,
Tokyo and Osaka. This is evident in the districts supplying manpower.

Living-in laborers are youngsters who get employment at about the ages of 15—16
after having finished compulsory education, but who will be expelled from the place of
employment at about the age of 24 when they need their own sphere of life. Their
employment for about 10 years is not necessarily steady.

In the group of young laborers, those with records of previous employment increase
with the advance of age and likewise, the frequency of their having changed jobs incre-
ases. This fact probably indicates that there are persons who become living-in employees
at considerably advanced ages after having experienced unstable employment.

When observed from the angle of the type of industry where living-in employees
used to work and also from the size of personnel there, it is known that they have
changed over from industries of the same type with an equal or slightly larger size of
personnel as compared with that of industries where they are now employed. This fact
shows that living-in employees have been destined only to lapse into lower positions.

Differential Impediments Caused by Chronic

Diseases in Working of Urban Labor Force

Shimako OGINO

This report deals with part of the results of a sample Survey conducted in respect
to low-income male labor forces in some cities in order to clarify impediments caused by
diseases, particularly chronic sickness, biologically and differentially, according to regions
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and occupational groups, in the working of urban low-income male labor forces.

Of the urban population which has been investigated, its 5.8 percent have had one
or more comparatively serious chronic diseases and of those suffering from such diseases,
3.2 persent have shown the working disability.

The present investigation made as to each productive age group has revealed that
about 5.7 per cent of labor forces are sick while 2.7 percent display disability caused by
chronic diseases.

As regards diseases contracted by laborers, there are particularly many cases of hyper-
tension, heart disease, neuralgia, and rheumatism, but besides, there have been found
some cases,of tuberculosis, mental disease, etc. which greatly hampers working.

When observed from the angle of occupations, daily laborers show the highest Pre-
valence rate and a large number of cases of work impeded by sickness have also been
found among laborers of this type.

In a region-by-region observation, as a result of an analysis of findings made both at
large cities and local cities, there has been presented a hypothesis. That is, local cities
serve as the source of supplying healthy manpower and are accommodating the weakened,
work impeded population and concurrently are reproducing inefficient human ability of
causing a vicious circle of absorbing manpower and wasting away it by large cities. It
ts, however, pointed in the report that it is necessary to conduct full investigations and
studies in this regard.

An Observation of the Postwar Out-Migration of

Population at Fishing Villages

Takayuki INOUE

An observation as to population migration in this report is restricted to fishing house-
holds as well as farming and forestry households with importance attached to fishing
households. What is dealt with in the report is the situation at Nishina Village, Kamo-
gun, Shizuoka, Prefecture. .

A general survey concerning the proportions of those of various occupations moving
out from the village reveals that forestry households come first (Table 1, p. 75) and is
followed by farming and fishing households when arranged in order of migration rates
and therefore fishing population moves out less than two other types of population. It
is also noteworthy as to this village that householders and the eldest sons or heirs of
villagers are moving out in a large number (Table 2, p. 76). This means that since
they have only slender chances of obtaining employment locally, they are compelled to
move to other places quiting farming, forestry and fishing.
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In the case of females, most of them are moving out for marriages and therefore the
rate of occupational migration is very low (Table 4, p. 78). On the other hand, the
occupational migration centering on the seeking of positions at factories is comparatively
high in proportion in the case of males. The fact indicates that it is becoming ripe
gradually at fishing villages for expelling a surplus-population because of poverty there.

Some Facts about Dietical Custom of the Lowest

Income Workers

Sumiko UCHINO

1. This paper is aimed at the clarification of some aspects of dietary life particularly
of day laborers who are at the bottom of working classes. The observation here centers
on some results of a research conducted on the pressure of population by the Institute of
Population Problems in February 1961.

2. As regards the features of this type of laborers in taking the staple food, their
rate of eating rice 1s markedly higher than that of other subjects of the investigation
such as beneficiaries of unemployment insurance and workers employed in minor manu-
facturing industry (Table 1, p.81 ).

An observation of the combination of rice and powdered cereal foods at three meals,
namely, breakfast, lunch and supper, shows that day laborers who take rice alone without
mixing powdered foods represent 60 percent —— a much higher rate as compared with
same of those of other occupations (Table 3, p. 83).

It is considered that heavy labor is responsible for raising the rate of eating rice.
Further, it is noteworthy that as to the future desire for rice diet, those who want to
eat more rice among day laborers account for over 50 per cent exceeding those with the
same desire among workers of other types (Table 4, p. 83).

3. With respect to the side-dish composition of day laborers, it is very frugal as
expected. In most cases, the menus for their meals consist of rice, pickled vegetables
and miso soup which represent traditional coarse fares for the destitute. What poses a
question is that the stuffs in miso soup for day laborers which occupy an important
position among side dishes, are quite poor as compared with those in such soup for
workers of other types.

4. Many of this type of laborers eat out, showing a very high rate of diners-out.
Although they prefer a luncheon of boiled rice, they are compelled to take simple substi-
tutes such as buns or bread. Moreover, a large number of younger ones among these
laborers take simple supper- at places, where they simultaneously have drinks for the
evening. This fact may be regarded as indicating a dietetical pattern, that they have
unavoidably to take because of their daily life accompained by toil of labor and difficulties

—102 —



in making a living.

It is also exceptionally true among this type of laborers that the percentage of
drinkers falls with the advance of age and the percentage of young daily laborers who
drink every day is obviously high.

5. We can get some suggestions from the dietetical custom followed by the lowest
income workers. These are important among them :

a. The necessity of adoption of dietary improving social measures for low income
workers with their actual condition taken into consideration.

b. A growth of the difference between the lowest class represent by daily laborers
and other classes.

¢. The need of measures for daily laborers to be taken in such a way as to heighten
the quality of population generally and to advance the level of man-power.
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