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of Household Labor

Using data from the International Social Justice
Project, we describe the division of household
labor in married couple households using
a sample of 13 nations (N ¼ 10,153). We find
significant differences in the division of house-
hold labor based upon respondents’ nations of
residence. We find support for the time avail-
ability approach; households where the wife is
employed outside the home for pay are more
likely to respond that husbands perform at least
half of the household labor. We also find sup-
port for the relative resources approach; in
households where wives’ education equals or
exceeds that of their husbands, husbands are
more likely to perform half of the household
labor. We find little support for the economic
dependence approach. We suggest that future
cross-national research should place in-
dividuals in context to determine why there are
nation differences in the reported division of
household labor.

Families as social institutions perform similar
tasks regardless of social context. Families

serve as sites for teaching children how to be
a part of the larger society. They also serve as
the location for reproductive labor. It remains to
be seen whether the processes through which
these tasks are performed are the same across
social contexts. More specifically, are the fac-
tors predicting who performs the reproductive
household labor the same across social con-
texts?

The purpose of this research is to analyze
reports of the division of household labor in
married-couple households using data from the
International Social Justice Project and to focus
on five key issues: (a) Are there differences in
the division of household labor between hus-
bands and wives based upon their nation of
residence? (b) Is there cross-national empirical
support for the relative resources approach that
explains the division of household labor? (c) Is
there cross-national empirical support for the
economic dependency approach that explains
the division of household labor? (d) Is there
cross-national empirical support for the time
availability approach that explains the division
of household labor? and (e) Do the factors that
predict the reported division of household labor
differ based upon the respondent’s gender?

BACKGROUND

Studies based in the United States have
shown that although the amount and propor-
tion of household labor spouses perform have
changed since the 1960s, gender continues to
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be the best single predictor of the time spent
doing housework. Although American wom-
en’s time spent doing housework has
decreased and men’s time spent doing house-
work has increased since 1965 (Robinson,
1997), women continue to perform the lion’s
share of household labor (see Coltrane, 2000,
for a recent review). To explain inequalities
in task allocation, social scientists have devel-
oped several conceptual approaches. We focus
on three of these approaches.

The relative resources approach takes an
exchange-based perspective, such that the divi-
sion of housework reflects the resources that
women and men bring to their relationships.
Individuals with the most resources (e.g., earn-
ings, education) use those resources to negotiate
a favorable division of labor for themselves.
This perspective presumes that household labor
is viewed negatively by both spouses, and that
both actively work to reduce their load (Shelton
& John, 1996). In general, the research litera-
ture supports this perspective, although there
are differences based upon the kind of relative
resource measured. A related approach is the
economic dependency approach (Brines, 1993),
which suggests that housework is ‘‘women’s
work’’ because of wives’ economic dependency
upon their husbands. Because of this depen-
dency, wives allocate more time to domestic
work than their husbands do. The time avail-
ability perspective focuses on family members’
time allocation between market and domestic
work (Hiller, 1984). This perspective suggests
that there should be a relationship between the
number of hours that spouses work outside the
home and the number of hours that they spend
doing domestic work.

The research that examines these conceptual
approaches has focused primarily on the United
States and similar Western nations. Researchers
have explicitly noted that contextual differences
are crucial to understanding household pro-
cesses, specifically the division of household
labor (Batalova & Cohen, 2002; Calasanti,
2002; Kamo, 1994; Sanchez, 1993). Because
this article analyzes cross-national data, we doc-
ument previous research by nation type. The
nation types are Western nations (United States,
Great Britain, West Germany, and The Nether-
lands), former Soviet nations (Russia, Slovenia,
Estonia, Bulgaria, Poland, Czechoslovakia,
Hungary, and East Germany), and an Asian
nation (Japan).

Western Nations

Educational attainment is frequently used as
a measure of resources. Men’s educational
attainment is positively associated with house-
work hours, and women’s educational attain-
ment is negatively associated with housework
hours (Shelton & John, 1993). Some research
has found that the more equal spouses’ contri-
butions to the household income, the more
equal the division of labor (Greenstein, 1996).
Further, as wives’ absolute income increases,
their time spent on household labor decreases
(Brines, 1993).

Many studies find a negative association
between the hours that wives and husbands
spend in paid work and the time they spend on
household labor (South & Spitze, 1994). Some
research has also found a relationship between
wives’ paid employment hours and husbands’
relative housework amount, suggesting that the
husbands of employed wives perform a greater
proportion of housework than do husbands of
nonemployed wives (Shelton & John, 1993).

Dutch women’s share of domestic work is
affected most by the presence of young chil-
dren, but also depends on the husband’s
economic resources (Van der Lippe, 1994). The
higher the educational level of Dutch couples,
the greater the husbands’ contribution to the
household labor (Van Berkel, 1999). The influ-
ence of wives’ education seems to outweigh the
influence of husbands’ education, as long as
there is not too much of a difference in their
educational levels. When she has a little more
education, he does more housework; when
she has a great deal more education, her educa-
tional level has no effect on his housework
(Van Berkel). Additionally, Dutch households
with employed wives had a more egalitarian
division of labor regarding child care–related
activities than did households with nonem-
ployed wives (Tavecchio, Van Ijzendoorn,
Goossens, & Vergeer, 1984).

Former Soviet Nations

Late in the Soviet period, Czech women’s and
men’s time spent on household work was
becoming more similar, mainly because of the
changing employment patterns of Czech women
(Viteckova, 1985). Mikova (1991) found that
wives’ increased education increased the time
spent on children, and left less time to spend on
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housework. In her study on dual-income house-
holds in the Czech Republic, Krizková (1999)
found that men perform less than half of house-
hold tasks except for minor repairs. She also
found that Czech households were more egali-
tarian in their division of labor than were
Hungarian and Polish households (Krizková).

Lobodzinska (1977, 1978) found that Polish
women performed the majority of the house-
work regardless of employment status. Further,
she found that men’s household hours increased
with their education levels, and are highest in
couples in which both spouses are employed
and have the highest levels of education. Andor-
ka and Falussy (1982) found that during the
period from 1963 to 1977, Hungarian women
spent less time working for pay and doing
housework overall.

East German women prior to unification had
access to low-cost child care and were expected
to be full participants in the labor force (Ferree,
1995). State-sponsored subsidies for basic
necessities left women less dependent on men
for economic survival. As such, we could
expect married East German women to be likely
to negotiate an egalitarian division of labor.

Toward the end of the Soviet era, Estonian
households moved toward shared housework.
Estonian women’s attitudes reflected a desire for
personal efficacy rather than a complete focus
on their husbands’ demands (Haavio-Mannila &
Rannik, 1988). Research in post-Soviet Russia
noted that more Russians believed that they had
egalitarian marriages in 1989 than in 1995
(Bodrova, 1995). Additionally, Russian women
were more likely than Russian men to report
that wives performed more of the household
labor (Vannoy & Cubbins, 2001).

Japan

A comparison of college graduates in the
United States and Japan found support for
bargaining power theories of the division of
household tasks in both nations (Strober &
Chan, 1998). The housewife role is endorsed in
Japan, which leads to women playing a greater
domestic role than their spouses (Xuewen,
Stockman, & Bonney, 1992). Household labor
is shared more equally in the United States
than in Japan (Kamo, 1994). Kamo found no
support for the time availability perspective in
his Japanese sample, and minimal support for
both the economic dependency and relative

resources approaches. In a more diverse sample
of Asian nations, Sanchez (1994) found no sup-
port for the relative resource or time availability
approach.

Much previous research on the division of
household labor has included women and men
separately during analysis. Performing separate
analyses acknowledges that women and men
face different opportunities and expectations,
both within and external to their families, and
does not ignore the possibility that gendered
behaviors and beliefs may be reflected in the data.

Hypotheses

We first hypothesize that the reported division
of household labor will not be the same across
all nations. We also have two nation-specific
hypotheses. First, we hypothesize that individu-
als living in Japan will be more likely than re-
spondents living in the United States to report
that wives perform the majority of the house-
hold labor. Second, we hypothesize that indi-
viduals living in former Soviet nations will be
less likely than respondents living in the United
States to report that women perform the major-
ity of the household labor.

Three of our hypotheses are specifically
related to the three conceptual approaches de-
scribed above. We hypothesize that wives with
the same or more education than their husbands
will have a lower likelihood of performing
the majority of the household labor. Next, we
hypothesize that a wife’s increased relative
income will decrease the likelihood of her per-
forming the majority of the household labor.
Third, we hypothesize that a wife’s full-time
employment will decrease the likelihood of her
performing the majority of the household labor.
Finally, we hypothesize that there will be signif-
icant differences in the predictors of the re-
ported division of household labor by gender of
the respondent.

METHOD

Data and Measurement

The data for these analyses come from the Inter-
national Social Justice Project, a collaborative
effort among 12 nations to conduct a compara-
tive study of popular perceptions of economic
and social justice (Kluegel, Mason, & Wegener,
1995). Implementation of a cross-national survey
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design must address issues of comparability
of the data, and other issues of data quality
(Harkness, 1999). Because the questionnaire used
to collect these data was written in each nation’s
native language, translation issues were not as
problematic as in other cross-national studies.
Additionally, the survey design and sampling
design were the same in all of the nations,
thereby meeting the need for comparability of
the data (Kluegel et al.).

Probability samples were employed in each
nation; data were gathered between March 1991
and March 1992. A total of 17,386 individuals
were interviewed, of whom 11,212 were cur-
rently married and living with their spouses.
Our analytic sample was limited to married
individuals. Although data for both husbands
and wives are reported here, only one spouse in
each household was interviewed. A total of
10,153 respondents gave codable responses to
all of the items used in the analyses. Most of the
missing data were on the age variables.

Dependent Variable

The division of household labor was measured
by asking each respondent who usually did the
housework. The English version of the question
reads ‘‘Please tell me how the following house-
hold responsibilities are divided. Are they
always done by yourself, usually by yourself,
equally between yourself and your partner, usu-
ally by your partner, or always by your partner?
First of all, housework, such as cooking, clean-
ing and laundry?’’

Because respondents could be women or
men, responses to this question were recoded to
usually or always wife, equal, and usually or
always husband, with usually or always wife as
the reference category in our analyses.
Individuals who have someone else do the
housework (either another family member or
a paid employee) were excluded from the
analyses.

Some readers may be concerned with the
validity of the International Social Justice Proj-
ect measure, particularly with regard to esti-
mates of the exact distribution of household
labor. Several large-scale data collection proj-
ects implemented in Europe have included
exactly the same measure or response catego-
ries, however (see Krizková, 1999; Zentral-
archiv fur Empirische Sozialforschung). As
Coltrane (2000) noted, studies focusing on

men’s relative rather than absolute amount of
housework performed identify more significant
predictors and explain more variance in the
reported division of labor. Consequently, we
believe that this measure of the usual division
of household labor is both valid and reliable,
and provides findings that are comparable with
other cross-national research projects.

Independent Variables

A measure of whether the person is employed
for pay outside the home either full time or part
time was included for both spouses. These
measures were included as dummy variables,
with not being employed outside the home as
the reference category.

For international comparisons, the authors of
the International Social Justice Project recoded
education of both respondent and spouse using
the Comparative Analysis of Social Mobility in
Industrial Countries (CASMIN) classification
system. The CASMIN system classifies educa-
tion based on two criteria: a hierarchy of both
tenure and required intellectual ability (elemen-
tary, secondary, and postsecondary), and
whether the education is general or vocationally
oriented (Konig, Luttinger, & Muller, 1988).
The resulting classification system has seven
levels that we used to construct a relative mea-
sure of education between spouses, coded into
three categories: wife has greater educational
attainment, wife and husband equal, or hus-
band has greater educational attainment. The
husband with greater educational attainment
was the reference category.

Respondents were asked their individual and
household income. Within nations, the question
used different metrics based on each nation’s
currency. For example, the income figures for
Germany are in German marks per month,
whereas the income figures for Japan are in yen
per year. We standardized each individual’s
household income level by first calculating the
median income levels within each nation, then
computing a ratio for each respondent’s house-
hold income levels. Within any given nation,
respondents whose household income was at
the median for their nation’s data received
a score of 1.00; a respondent whose household
earned half the median income received a score
of 0.50, and so forth.

We also created a measure of the wife’s rela-
tive income by dividing her income by the total
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household income. Thus, a wife who earned
none of the household income received a score
of 0; a wife who was the sole earner received
a score of 1.00. For husbands, the wife’s
income was calculated as the total household
income minus the respondent’s income. Wife’s
relative income was then calculated as de-
scribed above.

Control Variables

Because more people living in a home will
increase the amount of household work to be
completed, we controlled for the reported num-
ber of children in the home. The ages of both
spouses at interview are included as continuous
variables. We include a dummy variable for
each nation in the analysis, with the United
States as the reference group. This approach
measures the difference in the reported division
of household labor for each nation as compared
with the United States.

We performed all analyses with separate
models for women and men. For reasons of
comparison, we also performed the analysis
with the full sample, controlling for respon-
dent’s gender. In the full sample analysis, being
male is the reference category.

RESULTS

Descriptive Statistics

Table 1 presents descriptive statistics on the dis-
tribution of the dependent variable—self-reports
on who performs most of the housework—for
each of the 13 nations by respondent’s gender.
For the wives’ reports, the distributions range
from Japan—where housework is always or
usually done by the wife in 97.8% of the house-
holds—to Russia, where wives report that they
always or usually do the housework in 38.2%
of the households. The data reported by hus-
bands for the percent of households where
wives always or usually do the housework
range from 92.6% (Japan) to 31.3% (Russia).
Table 2 presents descriptive statistics on the
covariates in the logistic regression models.

Logistic Regression Analyses

Because the dependent variable is a set of
ordered responses ranging from the wife per-
forming the majority of the household labor to

the husband performing the majority of the
household labor, we used ordinal logistic
regression in our analyses. Two coefficients are
presented for each covariate: the logistic regres-
sion coefficient (the effect on the log-odds), and
the effect on the odds. These last coefficients
indicate the factor by which a change in an
independent variable changes the odds of the
husband being reported as performing half or
more of the household labor, as compared with
the wife performing the majority of the house-
hold labor.

Full sample. The first model in Table 3 shows
the predictors of the reported division of
household labor, with the gender of the respon-
dent included as a control variable. Women are
26% less likely than men to say that husbands
perform at least half of the household labor.

Relative household income does not affect
the reported division of household labor, but
relative education does have a significant effect.
Respondents in households where the wife has
more education than her husband were 21%
more likely to say that the husband performs at
least half of the household labor; when the wife
and husband have equal educational attainment,
the respondent was 19% more likely to say that
the husband performs at least half of the
household labor. Respondents with more chil-
dren were less likely to report that husbands
performed at least half of the household labor.

Respondents in households with a full-time
employed wife compared with a nonemployed
wife were almost twice as likely to report that
the husband performed at least half of the
housework. Respondents with a part-time em-
ployed (as opposed to nonemployed) wife in the
household were 27% more likely to report that
the husband performed at least half of the house-
work. The wife’s relative income has no effect
on the reported division of household labor.

Compared with those with nonemployed
husbands in the household, respondents in
households with a full-time employed husband
were half as likely to report that the husband
performed at least half of the household labor.
Respondents with a part-time employed
husband in the household were about one third
less likely as respondents with nonemployed
husbands in the household to report that the
husband performed at least half of the house-
hold labor. Older husbands were less likely to
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be reported to perform at least half of the house-
hold labor. Respondents living in Czechoslova-
kia, Estonia, and Russia were more likely than
respondents living in the United States to report

that husbands performed at least half of the
household labor, and respondents living in West
Germany, Japan, Poland, and Slovenia were
less likely than respondents living in the United

TABLE 1. HUSBANDS’ AND WIVES’ RESPONSES (%) TO HOUSEWORK ITEM

FOR 13 INTERNATIONAL SOCIAL JUSTICE PROJECT NATIONS

Who Does the Housework?

Always Wife Usually Wife About Equal Usually Husband Always Husband

Bulgaria

Husband (n ¼ 497) 20.3 49.3 25.8 2.2 2.4

Wife (n ¼ 482) 37.6 33.4 27.6 1.2 0.2

Czech Republic

Husband (n ¼ 372) 19.6 48.1 30.6 0.8 0.8

Wife (n ¼ 359) 22.0 38.7 37.3 1.9 0.0

Estonia

Husband (n ¼ 279) 7.9 43.4 44.1 4.3 0.4

Wife (n ¼ 275) 21.5 40.7 35.3 1.5 1.1

West Germany

Husband (n ¼ 428) 22.2 51.6 21.5 1.2 3.5

Wife (n ¼ 356) 50.6 36.5 11.0 1.4 0.6

East Germany

Husband (n ¼ 292) 12.3 52.4 31.2 2.1 2.1

Wife (n ¼ 297) 37.7 37.7 23.9 0.7 0.0

Hungary

Husband (n ¼ 314) 26.1 37.9 30.9 1.9 3.2

Wife (n ¼ 309) 39.8 30.7 26.9 1.9 0.6

Japan

Husband (n ¼ 258) 62.8 29.8 5.0 0.4 1.9

Wife (n ¼ 276) 79.3 18.5 2.2 0.0 0.0

Netherlands

Husband (n ¼ 608) 22.4 51.2 25.3 1.0 0.2

Wife (n ¼ 510) 39.8 41.8 17.6 0.8 0.0

Poland

Husband (n ¼ 502) 32.9 43.0 18.7 2.0 3.4

Wife (n ¼ 471) 52.2 30.1 13.6 2.8 1.3

Russia

Husband (n ¼ 499) 3.8 26.5 66.7 2.6 0.4

Wife (n ¼ 494) 9.3 28.9 60.1 1.4 0.2

Slovenia

Husband (n ¼ 385) 29.1 46.5 17.9 3.4 3.1

Wife (n ¼ 480) 45.6 36.3 17.7 0.4 0.0

United Kingdom

Husband (n ¼ 311) 21.5 42.8 29.9 4.2 1.6

Wife (n ¼ 356) 41.0 35.4 21.9 0.8 0.8

United States

Husband (n ¼ 359) 14.8 42.1 40.4 1.7 1.1

Wife (n ¼ 384) 24.7 42.2 30.5 1.6 1.0

All nations

Husband (n ¼ 5,104) 22.0 43.8 30.3 2.1 1.8

Wife (n ¼ 5,049) 37.8 34.9 25.6 1.3 0.4

Note: Total working sample N ¼ 10,153.
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States to report that husbands performed at least
half of the household labor.

Female respondents. Wives who have educa-
tional attainment equal to that of their husbands
were almost 30% more likely to say that the
husband performs at least half of the household
labor as compared with wives with less educa-
tion than their husbands. There is no significant
effect of relative household income. In house-
holds with more children, women were more
likely to say that they perform the majority of
the housework.

Compared with nonemployed women, wives
who are employed outside the home full time
were 57% more likely to be performing, at
most, half of the housework. Wives who were
employed outside the home part time were 31%
more likely than nonemployed women to be
performing, at most, half of the housework.
There is no effect of wives’ relative income on
the division of household labor.

Compared with women with nonemployed
husbands, women whose husbands are em-

ployed full time were 44% less likely to say that
their husbands perform at least half of the
household labor, whereas those with husbands
employed at least part time were 42% less likely
to say that their husbands perform at least half
of the household labor. Women with older hus-
bands are more likely to report performing the
majority of the housework. Women living in
Czechoslovakia, Estonia, Hungary, and Russia
were significantly more likely than women
living in the United States to report that their
husbands perform at least half of the household
labor, and women living in West Germany,
Japan, Poland, and Slovenia were significantly
less likely than women living in the United
States to report that their husbands perform at
least half of the household labor.

Male respondents. Men whose wives have more
education than they do are almost 40% more
likely than men who have more education than
their wives to say that they perform at least half
of the household labor. There is no effect of the
spouses having equal levels of education on

TABLE 2. MEANS (SD) OR PERCENTAGE FOR STUDY VARIABLES BY GENDER

All Respondents (N ¼ 10,153) Wives (n ¼ 5,049) Husbands (n ¼ 5,104)

M or % SD M or % SD M or % SD

Relative household income 1.38 16.39 1.56 23.07 1.20 2.80

Relative educational levels

Wife has more education 22.5 23.5 21.5

Husband and wife equal 44.5 45.1 43.8

Husband has more education 33.0 31.3 34.7

Wife’s characteristics

Relative income .36 .34 .24 .27 .47 .36

Employed full time 42.0 41.8 42.2

Employed part time 12.1 12.5 11.7

Age 44.09 13.59 44.18 13.45 43.99 13.73

Primary education 22.0 22.3 21.8

Midrange education 38.5 37.5 39.5

Secondary education 21.8 21.6 22.1

Postsecondary education 17.7 18.6 16.7

Husband’s characteristics

Employed full time 71.0 71.7 70.3

Employed part time 2.7 2.5 3.0

Age 46.88 13.93 46.87 13.92 46.88 13.95

Primary education 16.1 16.6 15.5

Midrange education 42.9 42.9 42.9

Secondary education 18.0 17.9 18.0

Postsecondary education 23.1 22.5 23.7

Number of children .90 1.05 .92 1.06 .88 1.05
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men’s reported division of labor. There is also
no effect of relative household income on men’s
reports of the division of household labor. Male
respondents with more children are less likely
to report that they perform at least half of the
household labor.

Men whose wives are employed full time
were more than twice as likely as men whose
wives are not employed to report that they per-
form at least half of the housework. Compared
with husbands of nonemployed women, men

whose wives are employed part time are 25%
more likely to report that they perform at least
half of the housework. Wives’ relative income
does have a statistically significant effect on
how much housework husbands perform: The
greater the proportion of household income
earned by the wife, the more likely the husband
is to report that he performs at least half of the
household labor.

Men employed full time were half as likely
as nonemployed men to report that they perform

TABLE 3. LOGISTIC REGRESSION MODELS PREDICTING DIVISION OF HOUSEHOLD LABOR

FOR MARRIED PERSONS IN 13 NATIONS

All Respondents (N ¼ 10,153) Wives (n ¼ 5,049) Husbands (n ¼ 5,104)

B SE B eB B SE B eB B SE B eB

Household characteristics

Spouses have equal education .18* .05 1.19 .26* .08 1.29 .11 .07 1.11

Wife has more education .19* .06 1.21 .04 .10 1.04 .33* .09 1.39

Relative household income �.02 .02 .98 �.01 .03 .99 �.02 .03 .98

Number of children �.20* .03 .82 �.21* .04 .81 �.20* .04 .82

Wife’s characteristics

Relative income .11 .08 1.12 .06 .17 1.06 .24* .12 1.27

Employed full time .64* .06 1.89 .45* .11 1.57 .79* .08 2.20

Employed part time .24* .08 1.27 .27* .13 1.31 .22* .11 1.25

Age .00 .01 1.00 .00 .01 1.00 .00 .01 1.00

Husband’s characteristics

Employed full time �.68* .07 .51 �.58* .10 .56 �.69* .11 .50

Employed part time �.39* .15 .67 �.55* .23 .58 �.27 .19 .77

Age �.02* .01 .98 �.02* .01 .98 �.02* .01 .98

Nation

Bulgaria �.08 .07 .92 .18 .11 1.20 �.29* .10 .75

Czechoslovakia .35* .08 1.42 .75* .11 2.12 .00 .11 1.00

Estonia .65* .08 1.92 .69* .13 1.99 .65* .12 1.91

West Germany �.32* .09 .73 �.60* .16 .55 �.14 .11 .87

East Germany �.02 .09 .98 �.01 .13 .99 �.01 .12 .99

Hungary .15 .08 1.16 .26* .13 1.30 .10 .12 1.10

Japan �1.89* .19 .15 �2.49* .38 .08 �1.56* .23 .21

Netherlands �.07 .08 .93 �.14 .12 .87 �.01 .10 1.00

Poland �.48* .08 .62 �.42* .12 .66 �.53* .11 .59

Russia 1.56* .07 4.76 1.60* .10 4.96 1.57* .10 4.80

Slovenia �.51* .08 .60 �.38* .12 .68 �.60* .12 .55

United Kingdom .14 .09 1.15 .09 .13 1.09 .21 .12 1.23

Gender of respondent �.30* .05 .74 — —

Intercept (equal) .32 �.23 �.13

Intercept (husband) .47* �.12 .07

v2 1,402.4* 666.7* 757.4*

Note: eB ¼ exponentiated B. Husband has more education is the reference category for relative education measures. Not in

the labor force is the reference category for employment status for husbands and wives. The United States is the reference

category for nation of residence. Gender of respondent coded as 1 for women and 0 for men.

*p\ .05.
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at least half of the household labor. Older men
were slightly less likely to report that they per-
form at least half of the household labor. Men
living in Estonia and Russia were significantly
more likely than men living in the United States
to report that they perform at least half of the
household labor, and men living in Bulgaria,
Japan, Poland, and Slovenia were significantly
less likely than men living in the United States
to report that they perform at least half of the
household labor.

DISCUSSION

We report the findings of logistic regression
analyses examining factors predicting the divi-
sion of household labor in the nations included
in the International Social Justice Project. We
found support for our first hypothesis; there are
significant differences by nation in the likeli-
hood that husbands are reported to perform at
least half of the household labor. We also found
support for our first nation-specific hypothesis;
individuals living in Japan were significantly
more likely than those living in the United
States to report that wives were performing the
majority of the household labor. Other research
also has shown the extent to which the separate
spheres ideology regarding domestic labor in
particular continues to be a driving force in
Japan (Kamo, 1994; Xuewen et al., 1992).

There is mixed support for our second
nation-specific hypothesis, which suggests that
individuals living in former Soviet nations
would be more likely than those living in the
United States to report that husbands perform
the majority of the household labor. Compared
with those in the United States, respondents
living in Russia, Estonia, Czechoslovakia, and
Hungary were more likely to report that hus-
bands perform at least half of the household
labor, whereas Slovenians and Polish residents
were less likely to report that husbands perform
at least half of the household labor. It is possible
that the residents of Slovenia and Poland were
more likely than residents of other former
Soviet nations to respond to the changing politi-
cal and economic climate by reinforcing tradi-
tional gender stereotypes within the home
(Lobodzinska, 1995; Vannoy et al., 1999).

We found support for our fourth hypothesis,
which suggested that wives with the same or
more education than their husbands would be
less likely to perform the majority of household

labor. This finding supports the relative resour-
ces approach, but the ability to use one’s
relative power to negotiate out of unpleasant
tasks is not the same for women and men. There
are two possible explanations for this. First,
because of low expectations for men’s domestic
work, men may have an easier time than women
using their personal resources to negotiate
a favorable division of labor. An alternative
explanation is that women with more education
than their husbands choose not to negotiate out
of more household work in order to protect their
own gendered identities. These are not necessar-
ily competing explanations, but we are unable
to determine the nature of the causal mecha-
nisms with these data.

Because much of the literature includes abso-
lute rather than relative levels of education, we
also performed these analyses with both
spouses’ absolute educational attainment
(analyses available upon request). Women with
the lowest levels of education were significantly
more likely than women with secondary educa-
tion to perform the majority of the household
labor. Further, less educated men were more
likely than more educated men to report per-
forming more household labor.

Our fifth hypothesis was that a wife’s
increased relative income would decrease the
likelihood of her performing the majority of the
household labor. Our research shows some sup-
port for the economic dependency approach. As
women are less economically dependent on
their husbands, there is a greater likelihood that
men will be reported to perform more house-
work. This finding exists for men only, how-
ever. We suggest that wives’ relative income is
salient to men’s perceptions of their contribu-
tions to the household. Wives with greater rela-
tive income seem to be able to negotiate a more
egalitarian division of labor, at least in their
husbands’ eyes. Men may report that they usu-
ally perform at least half of the household labor
when their wives have higher relative incomes
because they recognize that they have a nonnor-
mative household arrangement. They may feel
more comfortable reporting their contributions
because they are already in a nonnormative
situation.

We also found support for our sixth hypothe-
sis, which suggested that households where
wives were employed full time would be less
likely to report that the wives performed the
majority of the household labor. Interestingly,
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men were more likely than women to report that
they performed at least half of the household
labor if the wife is employed full time. This
difference may reflect our sample not being
composed of couples—that is, male respondents
may actually perform more housework than the
husbands of female respondents. It is more
likely that men with full-time employed wives
perceive that they perform half of the household
labor because their wives are not at home to do
‘‘their share.’’ Wives’ employment makes the
husbands’ performance more salient because it
may seem to husbands as though they do a lot
around the house. This also may be a function
of comparison referents, because the male
respondents may compare themselves with men
whose wives perform (or they believe perform)
the majority of the household labor.

Our final hypothesis suggested that there
would be significant differences in the predic-
tors of the reported division of household labor
by gender of the respondent. There were no
consistent effects of relative education across
female and male respondents on the reported
division of labor. The effects of wives’ relative
income and employment status, and husbands’
employment status on the reported division of
labor differ based on the spouse doing the
reporting. These differences suggest that some
characteristics of a household and relationship
are more important to one spouse than the other.
Specifically, spouses may focus on those
characteristics more likely to be considered
nonnormative (e.g., husbands’ reports of wife’s
high relative income).

Further, there is a significant effect of
respondent’s gender on the reported division of
household labor, such that women are one
fourth less likely than men to say that husbands
perform at least half of the household labor.
This is consistent with previous research assess-
ing the discrepancy in women’s and men’s
reports of the division of household labor, such
that men tend to overestimate their contribu-
tions, but women do not (Kamo, 2000).

Directions for Future Research

Our research can guide researchers interested in
family processes cross-nationally. Many of the
hypotheses that we tested and would have liked
to test were limited by the data. Because the
International Social Justice Project was imple-
mented primarily to examine economic justice

concerns, many of the usual predictors of family
processes were not included.

The dependent variable asks who does the
majority of the household labor rather than the
actual amount of specific tasks that each house-
hold member performs. Respondents may not
agree about which tasks are household labor,
and not all tasks are performed with the knowl-
edge of the spouse. This measure does allow
examination of the division of household labor
cross-nationally without privileging some tasks
performed primarily in Western nations.

It is also possible that many of the predictors
of the division of household labor found in this
analysis vary across nations. Rather than creat-
ing complicated interaction terms for each
nation, the better way to examine contextual
effects is to model the division of household
labor using multilevel modeling in a manner
similar to recent work by Batalova and Cohen
(2002). This kind of analysis is crucial to deter-
mining the characteristics of nations that cause
or facilitate the variations in the reported divi-
sion of labor shown here.

Our results suggest that in many nations, the
power of the gendered social structure contin-
ued to be pervasive in the early 1990s. In all but
one nation (Russia), respondents reported that
women performed the majority of the household
labor. Individual-level factors that influenced
the relative balance of power within households
also influenced the likelihood that men would
perform at least half of the household labor. We
find strong support for the time availability and
the relative resources approaches, and moderate
support for the economic dependency approach.
The dependency approach seems to have more
support in men’s reports of the division of labor.
This may mean that to understand the division
of household labor, we need to focus more
attention on husbands’ interpretations of what
happens in their homes.

To be able to understand how families nego-
tiate paid and unpaid work, researchers need
better data, especially if we intend to examine
whether family processes differ by social or cul-
tural context. Moreover, resources need not be
focused solely on collecting survey data in
many nations in order to evaluate theories
across nations. An alternative approach would
be to engage in a broad-scale data collection
strategy focused on qualitative, process-based
information. A more complete understanding of
the human social world requires that we take
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into consideration more of the social context as
we create and evaluate social theory.

NOTE

An earlier version of this manuscript was presented at the
98th Annual Meetings of the American Sociological Associ-
ation in Atlanta, Georgia. The International Social Justice
Project was funded by the National Council for Soviet and
East European Research, the National Science Foundation,
the Open Society Institute, and funding agencies in each of
the nations involved in the project. This manuscript was
completed while the first author was a postdoctoral fellow
at the Carolina Population Center, University of North Caro-
lina at Chapel Hill, funded by a grant from the National
Institute of Child Health and Human Development/National
Institute of Health (T32-HD07168-26). The authors thank
the two anonymous reviewers for their constructive com-
ments on earlier versions of this manuscript.
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istic features of family life in Estonia and Finland:

A comparative study]. Izvestiya Akodmii Nauk
Estonskio SSR, Obshchestvemye Nauki, 37, 18–29.

Harkness, J. (1999). In pursuit of quality: Issues for

cross-national survey research. International Jour-
nal of Social Research Methodology, 2, 125–140.

Hiller, D. V. (1984). Power dependence and division

of family work. Sex Roles, 10, 1003–1019.

Kamo, Y. (1994). Division of household work in the

United States and Japan. Journal of Family Issues,
15, 348–378.

Kamo, Y. (2000). ‘‘He said, She said’’: Assessing

discrepancies in husbands’ and wives’ reports on

the division of household labor. Social Science
Research, 29, 459–476.

Kluegel, J. R., Mason, D. S., & Wegener, B. (Eds.).

(1995). Social justice and political change: Public
opinion in capitalist and post-communist states.
New York: Aldine DeGruyter.

Konig, W. P., Luttinger, P., & Muller, W. (1988). A
comparative analysis of the development and
structure of educational systems. Mannheim, Ger-

many: CASMIN-Project, Institut fur Sozialwissen-

schaften, Universitat Mannheim.
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