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Pronatal Policy Interventions in Japan

Amendments to Childcare Leave Law2000

New Low-Fertility Policy2006

Support Plan for Parents and Children (2004~2009)2004

Amendment to Child Allowance Law

Law for Measures to Cope with Decreasing Children Society

Law for Measures to Support the Development of the Next Generation2003

Ministry of Health “Measures for Decreasing Children Plus One”2002

Amendments to Child Allowance Law

New Angel Plan (1999~2004)1999

Amendments to Child Welfare Law1997

Amendments to Childcare Leave Law

Angel Plan (1994~1999)1994

Childcare Leave Law

Amendments to Child Allowance Law 

Government’s Guideline “Toward Satisfactory Conditions for Healthy Childbearing”1991

Policy MeasuresYear

10,000 yen/month, 85%, 9.5 years

113 euro/month, 100%, 20 years

1900 krona/month, 100%, 16 years

Child Allowance for a Family with Two Children

Japan

France

Sweden



10

Effectiveness of Child Allowance
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/ month
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Effectiveness of Childcare Leave

0.4900.7090.424impossibleTo raise TFR 
by 0.1

0.0920.0920.0920.092Current p

0.04470.04340.04110.0376f1

0.03610.06320.03640.0368f0

1.24981.20761.13251.0234exp(b)

Suruga&
ChangYamaguchiShigeno&

Mutsuura
Sugiura&
Nishimoto
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Simple Model of Compatibility
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Proportion of Working Mothers (g)

46.7%48.2%Age 35~39

30.2%31.4%Age 30~34

21.2%17.4%Age 25~29

20041997

(Employment Status Survey)

Coefficients of Daycare Services

1.190.43Evaluation of local daycare services
(Shigeno and Matsuura, 2003)

1.6917.38Availability of infant service (6 months)
-0.72-7.81Availability of infant service (1 year)
-1.39-26.86Availability of night service
-0.46-0.78Availability of morning service
-0.26-0.44Availability of overall services

(Shigeno and Ohkusa, 1999)
tb
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Lowest-Low Fertility after 2000
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Distinctive Features of Western and Northern 
European Family Patterns

Weak Family Ties

High Position of Women

Early Home-Leaving

Cohabitations and Extramarital Births
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