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Abstract

This study investigated the opinions of the Japanese local people and the influence of their close
exposure experiences with foreigners on granting local-election rights to foreign residents. The
Questionnaire data were obtained by an anonymous opinion survey conducted in Aichi, Mie, and Gifu
prefecture. Results are based on 106 completed questionnaires received from 62-male and 44-female
Japanese adults with various ages and occupations. The average age of participants was 37.7 years (SD
=17.6). 81.1% of participants were for granting local-election rights to foreign residents. Relating to the
conditions of granting local-election rights, ‘the right to vote only’ was 43.4%, ‘the eligibility for election
also’ was 27.4%, thus 70.8% of participants are in agreement with ‘the right to vote’. Furthermore,
‘toward permanent residency only’ was 60.4% and the ‘average prescribed residing period’ was 6.6 years
(SD=4.0). These results show that the Japanese people’s general opinion is that foreigner local suffrage
is ought to be allowed for the foreign residents who have permanent residency and enough knowledge
about their local area. On the other hand, the group members having a close foreign acquaintance showed
significantly higher agreement rate for foreigner local suffrage than the other group( x *(1)=3.908, » <.05).
This result indicates that the close exposure experiences with foreigners leads to positive attitudes of
Japanese people regarding foreigner local suffrage.
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Table 1. Frequencies according to Participant’s

Age
Frequency  Valid Percent
20’s 47 39.2
30’s 11 9.2
40’s 20 16.7
50’s 13 10.8
60’s 8 6.7
70’s 6 5.0
80’s 1 0.8 Figurel. The Proportion of Japanese Local People
Sum 106 100.0 who Agree and Disagree in relation to
Missing Values 18 Foreigner Local -election Rights
Total Sum 124

T&H -7 (See, Fi 1o
Table 2. Frequencies according to Participant’s ,)“ (See, Figure 1) -
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Frequency Valid Percent

Student 33 31.1 ] )
Businessman 20 18.9 PR | ZBDANETH L LV HER
Full-time Homemaker 12 11.3 $27.4% (294) ThHoto TO_ DODFER
Professionals 10 9.4 EOPED L, WK B L ks
Self-employment 9 8.5
Unemployed 7 6.6 D708 ERERTH B EVHFERTH - 72
Public Officer 3 2.8 (See, Figure 2)o
Miscell 12 11.3 . . .
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(2] The Right to Vote only

[0 The Eligibility for Election
only

[N Both Rights

4 Neither Rights

Figure 2. The Breakdown of Figure 1 according to the
Types of Local-election Rights
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[] Voting Rights for Permanent Residency

only

Voting Rights for Foreign Residents

Residing in Japan for a Prescribed
Period

N Miscellaneous

I Disagree (No Voting Rights)

Figure 3. The Breakdown of Figure 1 according to the Conditions of Foreign Residency

Table 3. The Prescribed Residency Period for the Granting of Local-

election Rights

Period(year) Frequency (person) Valid Percent Cumulated Percent

10 27 314 314

5 20 23.3 54.7

3 13 15.1 69.8

2 8 9.3 79.1

8 4 4.7 83.7

1 3 3.5 87.2

6 3 3.5 90.7

4 2 2.3 93.0

15 2 2.3 95.3

20 2 2.3 97.7

12 1 1.2 98.8

0.25 1 1.2 100.0
Sum 86 100.0




Table 4. The Cross Tabulation of the Existence of Foreign Acquaintances
with the Attitudes relating to the Granting of Local-election Rights

towards Foreign Residents

Existence of Close
Foreign Acquaintances Total
No
Granting Local- | Agree 41 (33%) 56 (45%) 97 (78%)
election Rights to
Foreign Residents | Disagree 5 (4%) 22 (18%) 27 (22%)
Total 46 (37%) 78 (63%) 124 (100%)
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