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Party Identification and political attitudes in JGSS-2000

Satoko YASUNO and Ken’ichi IKEDA

The purpose of this paper is to examine political attitudes among Japanese electorates. It should be
noted that Japanese electorates feel isolated from politics, for almost 60% of respondents are not
willing to support any political party. Among the parties, LDP seems to be the only party that is
recognized to have competency for organizing government. The logistic regression analysis
showed that ideology, political efficacy, and gender have significant effect on competency
evaluation of political parties. Those who recognize the competency of LDP are more conservative,
older respondents and they have higher political efficacy than others. On the other hand, those who
mentioned no party as competent are more liberal, younger respondents and they have lower
political efficacy. Further analysis suggested that political ideology among Japanese electorates is
highly correlated with traditionalism and that political efficacy is cultivated by social capital, that is,

socialization by group activities.
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592 (20.5%) 98 (5.5%) 1133 (39.2%)
182 (6.3%) 93 (5.3%) 325 (11.2%)
96 (3.3%) 8 (0.5%) 86 (3.0%)
43 (1.5%) 25 (1.4%) 8 (2.7%)
47 (1.6%) 36 (2.0%) 2 (1.5%)
63 (2.2%) 32 (1.8%) 2 (2.1%)
2 (0.1%) 3 (0.2%) 13 (0.4%)

6 (0.2%) 1 (0.1%) 0 ()
1767 (61.1%) 1329 (75.2%) 798 (27.6%)
92 (3.2%) 123 (7.0%) 659 (22.8%)
3 (0.1%) 19 (1.1%) 10 (0.3%)

N 2893 1767 2893

500 (86.0%) 76 (41.8%) 46 (37.5%) 23 (535%) 8 (17.0%) 25 (39.7%) 444 (25.1%)
35 (5.9%) 104 (57.1%) 4 (42%) 7 (163%) 6 (12.8%) 12 (19.0% 155 (8.8%)
26 (4.4%) 21 (115%) 4 (42%)  5(11.6%) 11 (23.4%) 10 (15.9%) 708 (40.1%)

592 182 96 43 47 63 1767
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(%) 13 5;
592 59.5 (14.0) 498 12.7 19.8 19.3 2.3 (0.9)
182 525 (15.0) 64.3 17.0 396 77 32 (0.8)
96 533 (15.7) 354 313 323 115 2.9 (0.9)
43 528 (15.1) 62.8 326 419 93 30 (0.9)
47 50.7 (14.4) 489 319 383 10.6 42 (1.0)
63 577 (14.3) 476 15.9 365 6.3 33(0.8)
1767 475 (16.4) 432 19.2 36.7 116 3.0 (0.8)
2893 5009 (16.5) 456 185 329 125 29 (0.9)
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199 ** 057 183* 078 -017 060
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-.009 022 008 033 -050* 024
-504 *** 088 -679 % 130 -091 092
020 *** 003 007 005  -016** 003
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151 ** 053 032 077 022 056
055 070 220*% 101 077 076
-613 413 -3.924 616 -141 428
-2 log L 3243.05 182345 299408
2677 2677 2677
1064 313 743

***p<.001, **p<.01, *p<.05, +p<.10
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