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Facilitation or Inhibition:
Family Interaction and Married Women’s Employment

Yu-Hsia Lu

Abstract

This study investigates the relationship between family interaction
and wives' employment based on the 1991 Taiwan Social Change Sur-
vey. The results suggest that family interaction may facilitate wives'
employment in some circumstances but may inhibit it in others. They
thus reveal that the complexity of the family organization’s influence on
individual behavior requires in-depth analysis of role interaction
dynamics among family members.

Based on multinomial logistic regression analysis, the findings show
that interaction with wives’ relatives, not with husbands’, significantly
increases the probability of wives' employment. It is possible that the
support from wives' relatives substitutes for wives' familial roles and
thus lowers the cost of wives’ employment. The findings also indicate
that wives’ caregiving role has a negative effect on wives’ employment,
but effects may vary with family socioeconomic status. In the case of
family caregiving, wives from higher income families are more likely to
quit jobs or change employment patterns to adapt to the role of caregiv-
ing, wiht a higher value on family time rather than market time. On the
other hand, although lower-educated wives may give a lower value to
their market time, they are no more likely to quit their jobs or change
their employment patterns for adaptation; it is possible that the lower-
educated wives are more likely to work on an informal base which is
compatible with the caregiving role.
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F— RIHBHHERIEREZ R (N=1023) (%)
EVEE—REFEE EVEA—R FEEA—REALG

REEREH 172 15.6 19.5
PN 29.6 35.0 24.3
HETE 53.3 49.4 56.2
SEEET 510A 180A 333A
X2=7.01 P=.14
= FEHHBBUREREZRGR(N=995) (%)

EdgE ELEA TEEAH

—REFEE —K —REAE
RERH 17.9 18.5 15.9
AR 32.6 30.5 18.0
HETF 49.5 51.0 66.1
SEEE 513A 243N 239N
X?=22.79 P=.0001

ETHERE>
BHLAT weLl b

EVvgH  EVEA TEgA ELgl  EVER TEHEH

—R&KFEE —K —RFAE —REFEE —& —REAE
KEEREH 22.38 19.9 16.9 12.9 15.9 9.4
AR 24.2 24.2 13.5 42.1 42.7 46.9
T 935, 55.9 69.6 45.0 41.5 43.8
HEEE 273N 161A 207N 240N 82A 2A

X?=15.48 P=.003 X?=1.14 P=.89

(KREFE
{EATHEH R 4R

5] EVER TEIEH EOFA ZLEH TEIEA

—REKEE —K —REAE —KFREE —K —REAE
REREH 19.5 22 12.0 17:3 16.6 19.1
f NRER 285 22:1 14.8 36.3 35.0 20.6
T 57.0 55.8 3.1 46.4 48.4 60.3
SEEE 1494 864 108 A 364 A 157A 131A

X?=9.14 P=.06

X2=12.27 P=.02
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KU HRAE R ZE TAVRHE(N=63) (%)

LT
295 9.5
30-447% 41.3
45-6475% 49.2
KRE 5 RRGER
Fa 4R 3.2
BT =Rl 11.1
BT R=ZF/RNRK 6.3
BT b 79.4
eS8 DA
HEAMAR 15.9
BRAE TAE BRIRAET 57.1
HETAE 27.0
FEF H kAL
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RS TAE B EL 33:3
T 58.7
ETHERE
BT 69.8
Bk 30.2
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BRI AEAR RIS T & RR B CER B BRI, BEFRIETRE
B FTRERIE S, WBIE TR R R ERANHE T —E R



RELHMARCEHLHE 23

F FA MR R IEGE L SRR Z BRI (N =1025) (%)
EREE ®E A
KERR  17.0 22.6
fAER  29.5 24.3
HETIE 53.5 53.0
SHEEEE 902A  115A
X2=9.70 P=.26

(REATE>
(EATfSHH E PS4
ExREE BE <) wE £
KEREH  17.6 15.7 16.7 28.1
AER  19.6 27.5 34.3 21.9
B TAE 62.8 56.9 49.0 50.0
SEAEE 296\ 51A 606 A 64N
Xe=1054 P=1460%:=6 75NP=203

FA FETRERREHE R SERRZ BGR (N=115) (%)
LTHE  HMRA

KEEEH 30.0 14.5
bR 20.0 29.1
T AE 50.0 56.4
S¥EEET 60N 55N

Xe—=4430 P11
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(BT BT
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KEEREH 16.7 14.3 43.3 14.7
b ANEF 30.0 23.8 10.0 32.4
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*=.38 P=.83 X2=8.79 P=.01
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Complementarity of Work and
Fertility and its Effects on
Mid-Life Income and Employment
among Mothers in Taiwan

Hsien-Hen Lu and Mei-Chen Hu

Abstract

Utilizing the Taiwan Social Change Survey of 1990, this research
investigates the relationship between work and fertility, as defined by
Mott and Shapiro (1983), and its effects on the mid-life income and
employment of ever married mothers in Taiwan. This research docu-
ments an increasing trend in the complementarity of work and fertility
across age cohorts. In the latest cohort covered by the current research,
67% of mothers could still not work full time continually before their
youngest children reached age 6. In other words, the increasing trends
might continue. We find that the complementarity of work and fertil-
ity in Taiwan has been closely related to women’'s mid-life income and
employment. The most disadvantaged group is women with education
lower than high school. Evidence also shows that interpreting the com-
plementarity of work and fertility by women’s “commitment,” as sug-
gested by Mott & Shapiro (1983), is not sufficient. We should pay
more attention to policies that help women make their own choices for
their long-term economic well-being. Instead of improving women'’s
“commitment” to work, we suggest that more education, higher quality
child care facilities, and institutional resources helping mid-life women
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find jobs that they want are more important. Evidence shows that
ethnicity does not change the odds for mid-life employment and income
of ever married mothers. To conduct similar research in the future, we
encourage the use of governmental data sets that have larger sample
sizes but ignore information on ethnicity. We also point out that the
two categories of “quitting a job for the sake of marriage” or “quitting a
job for the sake of birth” applied by previous research can be misleading
if we do not define the actual timing of birth and marriage. If we
define “for the sake of marriage” by “getting married but not having a
baby in 3 years,” we find that “quitting a job for the sake of marriage” is
not as important as has been suggested in previous research. In our
conclusion, we also discuss issues requiring further research.
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Ry <HEB 1> BLMEAER (1260 N), EERRIBSRAARLE/NLAIER
204 N2 2 BTERS & aBEIRER, 2 0GE— SIS EAR
e RNV INE B AR (BB 322 N), BEBREE LIEEETE

10 ¥R, BEBET—x kMR E.

11 EAWMEAATR [ERIARRKE] KR [XEFLRTERTHER]
FREAXMER, ERRE-FIVHA—E, AXERBEAE (WK
T EHRE L

12 AT RAREETTEAEERAR RSN LR H, FUATERK
ABEA DK LHRAEHE A,



56 AROEREHEHE

AMMERIEE (10 A), EEORIEERR 724 A1

[LYEea%) SAFHE Mtk | RIGREEIIR/IVINE AR RS
LB TS L TE, DRSS ERAR B—EERENREER
B & (RIS E IR, U [EE— /oA A
FARHE ], AR [EE BT RIGA/NBREREE | 190E1% [
ERTIE] HEE 1 HMERS 0, B EEESEREE=IEH
SN TAHEA R ZHRMER TIERES 1, EMES0,

FEAKBEERIE, S EKEE [RIVINAR RG]
IE—EEEEE, HERS BIERIVINETHA LINEZHE ], 5
[E/INE TR 2 1 | @A HEERTIE, S ERETIE:
HERER (BECIEL. [BAIALEL R IBRALE] HEE
EEHFEEES 1, HMES 0, B—KEE [HilkAkE] 2%
W, KEBERSMEERENRS, AHEEErRZEANE
ARAKERSME: (DEKA, (2)10,000 TTLAT; (3)10,001 7T~
30,000 JT2f: (4) 30,001 JTLA L,

EF E BRI EN SRR ER P SRS L, AR
A EMRRES, SRR BE FRIVERSS BRIV E/INERT
B F/NVRR, HPEM/INEEEERIEER, ERLKIERETE
RIEA, Kz, BNSHEMEERRAEREHHERRE, FrE
N B RHUFE A BB VB R R RS, IRBGE(EEE, &
S8 R BRTRAS R 2 S TAERE RS R R P B, SEARAI S8,
BEREABRA R ER R E, WRERIVNEARZETH
EB—Hh, HEARTEREMS, EMEBRE TRAR, (EEE—E

13 #fath Fipt s, REMKEGMEHS R EERA9D). Mkl
RAEE— SR UANELERERH, URRCREKMGEA, KFHEMTHRA
B667 A, BRL—BAELEBBRN MR EBKREMN, HUK—EAHR
e R Y E AW,
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R A ST B/ IV INERAE R LR A5, B/ NIRRT R EE,
Bt 2R as RER B/ N R ARl T Bt b 38 BB RS L BE AR I
EESEER SR, EULEMBANEEHREE, ERED
#, 1 TRER ST ERARER,

MR B/ IVINEARZ R G G R B EF R ER AR — s
TH, AW [ARURESGME] (P BEME A, KR
probit H, [HASRY R B A R IR RIS S A AR
e B B T R 2R A e B A MR AR o Af, AU HR B RIS BTN
FLATEREBE—HZ0 A/ (2R Agrasti 1990; Maddala 1983)

A BRSO RIRIRE E, EEEHRA ordered probit HIHE
A, WS [AKYE) ERSPEEESHBE, A ordered
probit 7 AT IS4 858 5 25 (M B B SR rh g IR S 15 7E 18 OLS
TR FFRATREE R Rz, SEEEMZ, M ordered probit AR
S R R T(E B AU RE ST R (truncation) , 7EM#f OLS 15
BIFRAREMEHIIRZ (2R Greene 1993; Maddala 1983; Zavoina
and McElvey 1975), #5Z, AXBRABEZFIRAFRZE—T
] RAE A TR, 16 RIS R MR — BRI, SHTATRE

14 F3H4EH MRS F R F U0 E R AT A S A5 3.7%. £
ARATHHRAE BN RE 20 A (B 58HAN27%). £FMBELS
HKAEU L kAS, BHRDANEEIORUTHAFSA; BRAL—
B, HRANEE L0 RATHHRARREIA, AHEAHETBITA, &
b AR AR A BB 2.3%. P VA MR A VT A ROt — B 3 o B A BORE s AT
WA 1% T, BEE I%WBLEELEE, AXNBANERETER
# A 15 EARHA 1%,

15 h—HREEPHAR, HABZBERERER (ceiling effect) .,

16 % — % e LA % E % ordered probit HE Al — M A 7 ST 69 408 BAFE (L
(Stewart 1983), BRI AL RM AT e P EAX L EL R, AESHALRT
HMES B, AXHRA ordered probit # &, shst, B AL A SIEHEAT,
EEMROBRALEE %, HUAXBRE ELEBEENARE [REXE
BAE), BAXHEZANVETAER, THFEHMEH.
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FEER PR BV R B R B | B —41 4 (exogenous)
BIH, BB [B/IVINEARZERIERE ] BE=Z—EE [HAK
# | BRERIEAERIAAA: (endogenous) HEER, AHFFEERA ordered
probit selection &Y, 5 rE TIEAYMREY SR E H RTIA S {EAIIEEL
BOHERT, DR EEAREAUMER ., W EEREHAVHE R
ELEE, RIREAGTERELL ordered probit selection A EHE, K
Z, LA ordered probit fRAUEEHE, 7E ordered probit selection &
BIhgiE [HhsE]) MBAISU BRI =R ESEE T
BIEH, ES(EREERER . METERAENE 26 82 g /2B R
2R (W) WIIERE, REEERZEEGZIE] [QLXAERIN
BIFAREEM I, |; [GLRNEEH RS, EFiEEnER
BEREE, |17 . 7E ordered probit selection M, 1TEEFIEHTHI
Bl F A R R T LI,

REEBIEE AT B/ VN AR R R A LA bt 8 H
ERMEEEER, REEERBMNEE, MRIVMNISRZERR
TREAFRERURTTE, ERH T EABBREE BEABR,
RIRFEAT AR B RiRIRBEE Bt T R B AR —BURTE T, #RE
BERA TNV R R G ERA T, BRI R I RE R
GO EESRRERE. WA, ERATENFRAIT, BREEE
AATHEET RSN, ATLA, REEAREGERP G4BT
GEfl, FERERAEEL, AL E ATRBEE(F Rk A8 R Fatsiy,

17 OB EMRTR KV EETERF, 27 LA K X & 3 3 # ordered
probit selection # & & 3 %A WA HEAMRB . FA P R/NE S KU
WH A, REKETE, LRAMANRKG M. REGHRAEHI/L
Bi#F, EAXHMTE, [Tl & [(FRfEE] dhE—R (HL=
o [REAREEH]), AREAFSEREE, —BARHLHITE,
F—BRH, BRABKERESG —H.
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T RSB R S T

BT LA EFRARAVEBIEZ S, G R IVINEARURRE R
MR T, AAEHINEERERUERE. Eh. 48, &
IERETAFARTL, REMBSISTIE I TIE, ANEAR. BRTAISIHER
B, CRIIBERRE. DR ERIE AR, 18

AWFIEEE, R (1988) EE/CAET (1989) FAEFHERMEBH
ZHEFERAEY) [BEETELETE 8 [BEFmELETE *
HIEMBEE, RRHENTRERIRERBREN, i, #HRM
RAEMRE [REETELETE] WRZTREERBRE LE/NKES
Y, = [REETELTIE BFZ, RARElEREZEaE
WHEFIESR, FLl, A CERRET [MSRSEmELETE] EE
FHR RS AT AR — IR [ MRS I T L TAE ) R HETR
L RESH LA IERHEE TIF RS R4/ N 8 TIE,
T EL SRS 4 S — BRI R R =N,

FERERER TG B R A R TR BRI HIRR T BRI LIE
A TAERSER, oAb, BT RPN R T R TR A B
BTIFETRE AR, A E— RS A T B R
R EIME, BIEGTHER01-03), RS ((TEBE B2 3).
M (THEE—WB6 s 9) . HEETE, HEEMATRETIHuRE
MBI E RS H B, NBEANFF SRR ERmRER
MRz B0 B E B 1994; 58 ¥ 18 1990; )& 9l 1989; iR % 15

18 WARNEEMERBNHEERE, he, L—REATRAEEMRR Y
R BRL—SFAARAXNEHLE, TEERAEREHAR—EE
HaEREEAXNEIELERTIRENYE, AERE YRFRLYAY
AT, AH A B IR RORENEST REM, HUAXRA FE
E-EH RN S EERRAR HAR, A RRGBEREEGR
BRI AR, ERRNINEAREBAREBREE R LTS, BTH
B U R M0 SO R 2 L
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1989) o

TEfGET B AT R R R, P B R Bk SR AL, 7E
EERISFERIT, CRNHERELDL WHEREREER, BRI LIEY
AT BIE THERIER T #% H4E1E ordered probit selection 5HI FH{ER
TESEZA, tE—#H ordered probit AU FI A IEHI KR
FRERAIRAZR, UBREAANERATERIIRAZERIFES

M. HAERR

RETHIRERAT, SRESIE/ YR IHEA S B IH EET
A, BBERIMD R B R BEHI S MARTUE—ARTR, FEE &8
BRI RS R, SRR ARG R A R S EE 2 [
TR K, ARKRAR—TAHENEREE, AR RS
— ¥ —BAR 1Y ordered probit HERUAE 197 k] H E B EH A
TR, HEEIER I TR AR R 2 SR ST R S R A T K
B R ERA(R. ATLABRT A ordered probit MR MAER (52
o, WARRAERFERE, % BEIT— R R ET 5
AR, WG AR e i B TR,

CERIR/ ERRENAER

K — PR A SR (8 F B B A BUE B MAATL, LUK SR
SSRGS {7 SR8 G ) e A T 93 T 8 28 T 5 S PR LA
BRATHRERIRRIR 5, EAERMED, PHABTHETIENAMIEN

19 ERERACEERBFHEY T, RAKNNERBRMAEELAAOHE
BEREFTHRANRERALE., RROAREEE, BALRUFTEEGK
NR BB
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HEEAIR I AE e/ IV NS R Z R TR 2E B A B R S AOAE R, R
BT ERU AR S B B IEMER . fES AR = TR e £, K
HE RIS RS A8 20 WA RILL 40 B 44 FRIOA RS, 45 mLlE
R OB FEB A, SMERIIR L LRI SR A IR s BB,
TERAR A FEISATHO LIRSS, EREEAE b, 104
SERRINVINEN R Z BT R AR E R, BRRENINAR
HENICH, BERME—RIBIIL INEABZ AR i),
WA RIKHE YR, BEMSEEE BRI N EEA &, RIS S Hh SO T
B R A AR B, BELAMERIRTE—8, BMER (Gt d
BEEATE) WEAR BRI R R NEE SR AR 2 Bk
B OPNm =297 58 ) A Pl N U Y B R L N IR =K 0oL
L, LRAMERE TR ERMAKIEL, ERBRIATRER LK
S FAERCEREE LR, B T iE SRR R R — B M
4, R—ERH— DO, SESEN RS BEMTZ
HFE AR R,

TR G Wi G B ATE), BRI IR S
ANZRIREREEIRE, HMATEZEHEEE S — BT SE LIE,
LIREABRESAE LE, LR, HMaLEkEaee [HEE
TR TR 82 [RA/NRTTFIE TR BN, EERIESE,
FEANCATESCERFTFE Y . [ A5EBT I TAERIA | 8 [BAB T HIET
RN %, AR, EMMEATEHEEIETHIER, FER 16.20
A, #%&ER19.23 EA, WEEREENZR, SRS ETE
HIA | B FREMR, SRR EEEHE P TR,
ARG AR =) 21 /N TR, IR EEE

20 HBRUGRERES, F—ROBERMRT, RREHNERUIREKA
B REZ, HBRARUFHREGNIAR, % FROKE,
21 REXLEREBAFFIARMESH,
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H—l SR, R S B R

BAVINEARHE  ordered Probitfg AR

: = o
=L TS e %) AR
HEHEAR(100%) 724 724 667
BeAVINEARIABe RE S 53.59 —
HRfBA
LA 4351
P15 10,000 15.61 — —
10,001-30,000 26.10 — —
30,0084 £ 8.56 — -
BEI SRR 6.22 — —
LF R RBEMNE
LTI 2 26.10 92.59 111(0.11)
EFRRTIFET 2R 2R 22.65 62.80 0.50(0.11)
EHHIERSETIF (28) 51.24 29.65
HE
INBRLUT (2 62.43 48.67
AR, WM. Bch (7-94F) 13.81 46.00 0.24(0.13)
B, ER(10-12) 1657 66.67 0.72(0.12)
KREERLLE (134880 E) 6.63 85.42 1.86(0.15)
TR 055°* 25.00 —0.43(0.60)
i
20-34 11.19 58.02 0.59(0.16)
35-39 25.28 60.66 0.59(0.12)
40-44 20.86 53.64 0.67(0.12)
45-49 12.71 54.35 0.36(0.15)
SO £ (SHH) 29.97 45.62
HE
TREE (24 71.76 51.87
R 953 4928 —0.04(0.16)
HE 9.39 67.65 0.46(0.13)
L A SR At 331 66.67 0.05(0.28)
I TRIRBL
HE TR (20E48) 29.56 37.38
LS (TT31501,02,5703) 16.02 65.52 0.31(0.16)
BUEE (THH—2,5K3) 29.14 54.03 0.47(0.12)
¥ (733 —%6,59) 2127 63.64 1.00(0.12)
HE 401 68.97 1.06(0.20)
REBREmELTE
2 1.93** 35.71

& 98.07 53.94 =
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A
1 2.76 75.00 1.34(0.25)
2 26.10 62.43 0.71(0.11)
3 33.43 52.89 0.38(0.11)
4 IS (L) 3171 4652
LANIE RS
6-11 33.70 57.38 0.50(0.10)
12-17 27.76 55.22 0.32(0.11)
18 SEA (2HH) 38.54 49.10
WK
I S 6.49 7447 0.45(0.20)
HAOISHRIRE (28E) 93.51 52.14
LREERE
/NBSLUT (2H348) 44.34 4891
HIh. Yl B (7-94) 1519 4455 —0.01(0.13)
. HRR(10-124F) 17.40 50.00 0.29(0.12)
AHEA (1345 ) 15.61 69.03 0.87(0.11)
RS 0.97°* 85.71 0.37(0.75)
HRE
A 14.36 54.81 0.16(0.13)
Tt 7.32 3585 —0.30(0.17)
g 1133 54.88 0.01(0.14)
BE—R 27.21 45.18 —0.09(0.11)
BB _EAR(2EE) 39.78 61.72
RERREITIE
2 10.77 — —1.34(0.19)
ERTT{ETH """
B3 (TTHWE01,02,03, 2H48) 8.56 —_
WK (FTRHE—B233) 15.61 —_ 0.61(0.39)
¥ (1738 —156,509) 21.69 = 1.27(0.37)
HE 442 — 1.42(0.40)
ERITAERr "
ASEERPISR B 8.15 == 1.07(0.21)
FAARRT (254H) 20.45 —
B, HBRALME 21.69 — 0.57(0.11)

« EIAEENER, BRI EEKEE 0.05 MR TEEGRE, BARRATR
T SGRRE,

s BRABUNE 20,

wor FERBBEIGUR DA B Y SRR,

wer KT ERTRETIFE 49.72%.
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FRY, HER—FEE, EERBERZT, TRETEH [T
FRAEHRT PR TAERIAN | KK RE ZER A 2%, 18 L3RI
™, DMEMCERRRERRIE [RaSmsm it TIF ARrEZans, H
FRZ WAL 1L TIERIRHR EA A /B RS AR AR AL
FOABIA A [ R e TIE] 3 [RAeNRmhELE] Sk
RIS ERORIRE, AE—SERLE,

FAVINERI IR LT B, FIRER A R MR
HURRE, HETRRERBER/ VN F IR EAVRREA, R—SBIH
XptR, MRAERER TIERLLBIRE ML E R, EEE—E
B, /NSRS R L, KB R L i AT R AR,
MEL, MEHEREEERIVINEER, BTSRRI
AR, B8R, HERMUEREESERY, HRRFHRT
TEEAEAEA R LA A%, SEMEBERR IV INEA R AR B S 5
RBUHHE, R+ RBI= SR —K, MR- R —R,
SO AR L R—. (H EFHHSRE AR R 2R,
EHERIEERE I 2SR LB B PR UL B 19% 252 35 R
THI 33%. THEMZ2 RET 0.7 5, HLRERIRBHRYE, BM
BH, FFAEREAD, RONEERBEETNRIRNAE
3396 FHIEEMRIERL FE T £ TIF, W EFHOZMRER. 2 #E 2,
ik G HEAHRERER R, SE— LRSS SR,

22 HERMEREEHFROGESABMBRL, AE+EROAY 2R KT
VLR B+ F 47 M oy 48 1L A %,

23 W—MYEFRAERALMBIZER LA, AE By ERF AR, AT 20-34
HE— ML 35-39 R —MtE A RAMAMOLE ), ERATRER
H#20-34 RE—MAERFEAB T R BNN L (FERLHETRER
&), #HE, H20-3¢4 RE—EABH [T AEREHEE, TRGK
RTRAROT . THAMGHEREXARXHELRAES —RBBF#
BRI, HAREHKREEEREREE .
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20-34 35%39 40-44 45-49 50 BLLA L
Fis

i — : LRSS 5L E A BIE & b R —
DUEBE RS RIS e

FEASCFTRAZERIRRA R, B/ BREN N\ R R 2 U h 3
HEBIE £ 50%. 58%52 6%, MER—HKMEE], ANHRmLMENTY
HBIR 53%, TIARE LRI EMEKEZRH, #EZ, HRL
FER/IVING N2 B KT B, THRAREAS —EER/IVIN
B EINBZBTAR LERIUTEI T .24 M5t LRIV R
F/\RZ R A A PR BN E L B R, RMBRHEE
24 HERMBABLENZARUGOREAE, HFEWLEABERHE

90%, F /NS RE N R E LB 5B, JiA AT SRR ENR X
TR, EBFRRERDDFN\RUNERRITH T,
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RHEBRBIMES, BAVINOSRUGRS MR LLBIREMSATR SR
R LA — 2 L, 2

CSBEFHRERS
(NFE2E:

HARUMRR GRS, RORYT =R, B(E
BT ARG, SIFREFHEEF ALY RRE A MERASRE,
LR BB F Y R E LA, Bk —
PR L2B B B, A BRI, 5, [ TIFEY)
SBENAEME | HEBSRELR/IVINIARUGIRETS, &L
REE. BN TR, DR EERR —Fishlr 2z st
— AT RIRAIE R,

BRI =R — 2 FRIARREREIE, R g =
BR: [ LIRS 5% H AR I ERA = R — s AR K
BuHfh, ATREBLASEEE [ TN RBEAMNYE] SELE
RGBS, HERADCETEH, BESRNRRIEAR T RUG
HIE R TR B ERYRIRE, FTRAASCNE R L28E H B R sy —
EEER=, AT, A= (RGBS H R RS A R A
BAHEE AR, MRCRMUER, HEAERRMOR [T
RERMAREEMMN ], [EFHE] [HRE] [Fi). DRI TiER
SRBEEMNE] M [EFHE ) ZHOEBRCOREREIER /17
B, RETREEBHNLE, ERRERHEERR EAR

25 HHARERLAERDEARZIGORESE, BATEGERERHM, K
HIREM AT, BAAXHRAN (RS EEALERE) P RAZE
HERERY, CRAEEHRES ARAFERRBERRH B A E—
FHRE,

26 EXEHBRE, BRASHHERDAME S BASHER S B3R,
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F TAFERS 5 E ARV INE A R A R S B A /Y
W, probitfi GREELR(D), Hordered probitfA! (S ALS

) it R
BYLH B/VINEA R RS ERIA
A — T =
TFsEshRRE LA
LRI 2 —  2.30(0.25) 2.28(0.25) 0.31(0.14)
AFAETEETEREM = 1.30(0.18) 1.28(0.18) 0.17(0.14)
EFRIERETIF (2R ==y
A
NBRLUT (2 HHE)
I, ¥IBR, B (7-95) —0.01(0.16) 0.37(0.23) 0.40(0.23) 0.23(0.16)
P, EER(10-12) 0.42(0.19) 0.69(0.26) 0.75(0.27) 0.37(0.17)
AW E(13EBLE) 0.96(0.32) 1.35(0.62) 1.41(0.62) 1.12(0.26)
i
20-34 0.65(0.29) 0.60(0.33) 0.58(0.34) 0.28(0.31)
35-39 0.63(0.23) 0.60(0.26) 0.48(0.26) 0.04(0.27)
40-44 0.28(0.20) 0.30(0.23) 0.22(0.23) 0.31(0.24)
45-49 0.20(0.18) 0.18(0.21) 0.15(0.21) 0.12(0.21)
S0ERELER (2HHH)
HE
(2R
ER —0.02(0.17)  —0.01(0.20) 0.04(0.20)  —0.03(0.21)
b 0.37(0.20) 0.35(0.23) 0.40(0.23)  —0.08(0.19)
WA SR A 0.22(0.30) 0.46(0.33) 0.42(0.33) 0.27(0.34)
RS TAFARSL
HET(E(2R4H)
B3 (FT3M01,02,5403) 0.72(0.17) 0.18(0.20) 0.20(0.20) 0.34(0.22)
R (FTHA—182,343) 0.39(0.14) 0.06(0.15) 0.07(0.16) 0.20(0.19)
% (THF—6,59) 0.48(0.16) 0.16(0.18) 0.18(0.18) 0.37(0.21)
HETH 0.49(0.28) 0.04(0.34) 0.08(0.34) 0.15(0.33)
R RS merIE TIE
7 —0.81(0.37)  —0.26(0.39)  —0.20(0.38) —
UEIN 3
1 0.40(0.36)  0.003(0.42)  —0.04(0.42) 0.72(0.28)
2 0.14(018)  —0.04(0.18)  —0.04(0.18)  —0.10(0.16)
3 0.10(0.13) 0.14(0.14) 0.16(0.15) 0.07(0.14)
4 WES (SFH)
RV
6-11 —033(0.22)  —0.51(0.24)  —0.46(0.25) 0.09(0.25)
12-17 —007(0.18)  —0.13(0.20)  —0.06(0.20) 0.01(0.21)

18 SEA (2H4)
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TR

HESEEE 0.74(0.23) 0.84(0.25) 0.83(0.25) 0.25(0.20)
LRHERLE

/INBELLLT (284)

HIh, YIR, B (7-9%4) —0.22(0.16)  —0.13(0.18)  —0.11(0.18) —

F, i (10-124F) —0.24(0.16)  —0.18(0.18)  —0.24(0.19) —

KK (13580 L) 0.08(0.22)  —0.13(0.24)  —0.19(0.24) —
HRE

E=E i) —0.41(0.17)  —0.58(0.19)  —0.61(0.20) =

o4 —0.84(0.21)  —0.95(0.25)  —0.98(0.25) ==

STt —021(0.17)  —0.07(0.19)  —0.03(0.19) —

BB —0.54(0.13)  —0.58(0.15)  —0.58(0.15) =

B _EAK(2EHE)
REWRGTIF

2 == S == 0.11(0.25)
HRTTIFTH

B (TT2£1801,02,03, ZH64H)

BLEX ((TRFE—H2,30) 5 e b 1.13(0.36)

BE (THEE—E6,H9) = e = 1.26(0.35)

HEMTH pmts == = 1.68(0.38)
BT = = —  —0.81(0.33)
HRT LI

DSEERPIBRBI = S = = 0.49(0.28)

FAAHE (2HE4E)

HE, KBRALME = == = 0.72(0.12)
FEERERE "

B (2) R e LAF e — 0.26(0.13) =

HERE (4) BB T(F = = 0.36(0.16) ==

HBHE (5) Wi TAF e —— 0.31(0.14) —

BEAREEH — - == 0.49(0.23) =
AE R SR T AR —  —113(0.47) —1.13(0.47) —
A 2 R R — —047(045) —0.57(046) ==
EHARE M ATH L — —059(0.82) —0.73(0.82) ==
EFREE T IR —  —0.84(0.35)  —0.87(0.36) ==
EFHAEAE LI B R —  —0.92(0.35)  —1.99(0.36) ==
WA LI RHE L —  —L78(0.79)  —1.82(0.79) —
HBE —0.36(0.14)  —0.67(0.16)  —1.16(0.24)  —0.51(037)
EHIE 693 685 681 636
i 863.65 671.94 658.37 1046.09
AN 724 724 724 667

+ IEIARARAERR, MR IR RHETE 0.05 BT T a0 BL, KA RECEMATRR
BEREE S BRI ATSH], (EIRSH,

w BB (2) BRURL TAFFSILLBIR 30.2%, MREE(4) B LIFFSLLEIR 79.1%, BE
(5) Wit TAEFEBIR 31.6%, MREEAREIEETLLHIR 5.11%,

wer RASE [ TAFSRE S ME E A | APROABRE L2=1051.34, HHE=634, FTARTHIBA
B R R,
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ik, BRISHREER. DIRASCHIRRERE, LUTRRT#ReS #ES
WESLERIE D, 1 EESHA AT,
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The Effect of Gender,
Marriage, and Family on
Psychological Distress:

A Case Study of Taiwan’s Changing Society

Hsiang-Ming Justine Kung*

Abstract

Previous research on psychological distress conducted in Western
societies has found that women are more distressed than men, and un-
married persons more distressed than married persons. Based on
Gove's role theory, the constrained social role of married women
accounts for gender difference in distress levels. Employed women
would also be less distressed than women who are exclusively house-
wives because of the extra source of gratification from employment.

Earlier studies in Western societies have also revealed that the exis-
tence of supportive, extended family kinships buffer, or mediate, the
risks of higher distress levels. However, most of the existing research
on psychological well-being and family support has not distinguished
live-in extended kin from those who only live nearby. It has thus been
unclear whether different family structures can actually hinder mem-
bers’ psychological well-being.

By using data from the General Survey of Social Change in Taiwan
(1990), this study finds that Chinese women in Taiwan, like women in
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Western societies, have higher scores on psychological distress. How-
ever, Chinese women who are divorced, separated, or widowed experi-
ence the highest distress levels. On the other hand, Chinese men, un-
like men in Western societies, tend to have better psychological well-
being when they are divorced, separated, or widowed. Employment
status fails to show a significant effect on distress. This research also
shows that the stem family structure benefits single persons most.
Live-in extended kin in either stem families or large extended families
are in fact advantageous to both married and divorced or widowed per-
sons. No significant difference in mean distress levels were found
among mothers-in-law, daughters-in-law and women who lived with
their biological parents after being married.
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The Effect of Gender,
Marriage, and Family on
Psychological Distress:

A Case Study of Taiwan’s Changing Society

l. Introduction

Modern technology and industrialization bring rapid economic
growth as well as improved living standards to societies. They also
bring tremendous changes in the traditional ways of life which, in
turn, may create anomic situations and psychological distress that
are characteristic of modern society. Indeed, psychological distress
is one of the best indicators of the human cost of modern technologi-
cal societies.

However, little was known about the social patterns of psycho-
logical distress in modern Western societies before the 1960’s (Mir-
owsky and Ross 1989). Beginning in the 1960’s, numerous commu-
nity surveys based on large, representative samples have revealed
several unexpected findings (e.g., Gove and Tudor 1973; Gove and
Geerken 1977; Kessler and McRae 1982; Rosenfield 1980; Hughes and
Gove 1981; Gove et al. 1983; Pearlin et al. 1981). One of the un-
expected findings was that women were more distressed than men
(see Gove and Tudor 1973). The other was that unmarried persons
were more distressed than married ones (see Coombs 1991; Bachrach
1975).

The majority of the hypotheses on the effect of gender and mar-
riage on psychological distress have been proposed and tested in
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Western societies. They have largely neglected the non-Western
societies as well as cross-cultural comparison. Difference may actu-
ally exist between Western and non-Western societies. For exam-
ple, several community surveys carried out in non-Western societies
(e.g., Orley & Wing 1979) did not find a female preponderance on
minor psychiatric morbidity (MPM). Before we can assure the dif-
ferences between men and women, and between married people and
those unmarried ones, it is valuable to assess these hypotheses in
non-Western societies.

On the other hand, although it has been long recognized that a
person’s mental health is related to their family functioning, the
effect of family structure on psychological distress is not among the
well researched topics found in gender and marital status. In fact,
almost no existing research in the Western societies examines the
association of the functioning of the whole family as a structure and
psychological distress. Studies of family in relationship to individ-
ual well-being usually reduce the family to individual psycho-
dynamic terms instead of considering the functioning of the whole
family (Bell 1985). In addition, most of the existing research on psy-
chological well-being and family support do not distinguish live-in
extended kin from those who only live nearby. It is unclear whether
the live-in extended kin a source of stress or relief from distress.
Hence, focusing on different types of family structures helps to clari-
fy the effect of live-in extended kin.

Among the newly industrialized Asian societies, the Republic of
China on Taiwan has been considered a “miracle” of economic devel-
opment. The “Taiwan miracle” has led social scientists and politi-
cians alike, in the developed as well as developing countries, to find
out what ingredients account for the success (Berger 1988; Hsiao
1988). However, while there were many studies of Taiwan that
focused on the merits of economic growths, only few of them paid
attention to the degradation of people’s psychological well-being as a
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result of rapid social change. In addition, among the studies on psy-
chological well-being, most of them were descriptive studies done by
psychiatrists (e.g., Lin 1959; Hwu et al. 1987; Yeh et al. 1987; Rin 1986,
1987; Cheng 1987, 1988, 1989a, 1989b, 1989¢c) and only few incorpo-
rated sociological analysis guided by theory (e.g., Hu 1990).

Because of the limited number of studies guided by sociological
analysis, many important questions are left unanswered. For exam-
ple, whether women in Taiwan are consistently more distressed than
men has not yet been systematically examined. It is also uncertain
whether unmarried persons in Taiwan are more distressed than mar-
ried ones. Moreover, are the live-in extended kin a source of stress
or relief from distress? The objective of this research is to find out
whether the same finding in Western societies can be found in a non-
Western society. In addition, it is hoped that this study enriches the
understanding of the patterns and causes of distress in Taiwan and
contributes to prevent the degradation of psychological well-being
experienced by people living there.

Il. A Review of Studies in Western Societies

A. Gender Difference and Psychological Distress

Many community surveys replicate the finding that women are
more distressed than men. Yet, the source of such difference
remains controversial. While some researchers argue that gender
differences are due to response bias (Sudman and Bradburn 1974;
Mechanic 1978) or female expressiveness in the self-report question-
naire (Phillips and Segal 1969; Briscoe 1982), others find no evidence
to support such notions (e.g., Clancy and Gove 1974; Gove and Geer-
ken 1977). On the other hand, various biological investigations also
fail to account for the higher rates in women. Among these investi-
gations, genetic studies, hormonal studies, studies of premenstrual
tension and menopause are included (see Cheng 1989a:395).
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In contrast to the response-bias, female personality and biologi-
cal explanations, Gove and his associates, from a sociological per-
spective, attribute gender difference to the particularly negative
aspects of sex and marital roles that women typically occupy (Gove
and Tudor 1973). The published studies conducted in Western
industrial nations since World War II consistently show that it is
married women who have higher rates of distress than married men.
This finding indicates that marriage is good for men: married men
are happier and healthier than the unmarried (Bernard 1972). Mar-
riage, on the other hand, is not as beneficial for women as for men.
The difference in mental well-being is smaller between married
women and unmarried ones (Lowe & Smith 1987).

Since the majority of adult women in the 1970’s were exclusively
housewives and men were the household heads and workers, Gove
reasoned that, while family and work roles provided men with
sources of gratification, many women had only one source of gratifi-
cation, the family (Gove and Geerken 1977). Based on Gove's role
theory, women who were employed would be less distressed than
women who were exclusively housewives. Once women participated
in the paid labor market, they had access to another social network
that served as a major source of gratification in addition to the fam-
ily (Gove and Geerken 1977). As evidence, a sizeable number of
follow-up research supported Gove’s role theory (eg., Gore and Man-
gione 1983; Gove and Geerken 1977, Rosenfield 1980; Kessler and
McRae 1982; Aneshensel 1986).

However, this evidence is by no means consistent. In addition,
employed wives are still more distressed than employed husbands.
Despite the increasing number of married women who participate in
the labor force, responsibility for the house work and children still
falls on married women. Many studies (e.g., Shelton 1990) show that
wives' employment has no association with husbands’ time spent in
domestic labor. Therefore, having a job as an alternative role does
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not fully explain the gender difference in distress.

B. Marital Status and Psychological Distress

Another well documented pattern of psychological distress is
that married people are less distressed than unmarried ones—never-
married, divorced or separated, or widowed. It is easy to under-
stand that divorced or widowed people are more distressed than
married ones since both divorce and widowhood involve major
changes in a person’s psychological mind set, social relations, life-
style and economic condition, and both divorce and death of spouse
are seen as among the most difficult life events a person can experi-
ence (Gove and Shin 1989). Yet, the never-married adults are found
to be almost as distressed as those who are divorced or separated,
which contradicts the glamorous single status portrayed in the
media.

The theory of “living-with-someone” proposes that living-with-
someone generates an important network of social and economic ties
that helps to create a stabilizing sense of security, belonging, and
direction. While unmarried people often live alone, married people
almost always live together (Mirowsky and Ross 1989; Ross et al.
1990). However, in their empirical test, Hughes and Gove (1981) find
that unmarried people who live alone are no more distressed than
those who live with other adults. The chief difference is between
married people and others, not between those who live alone and
others.

On the other hand, the protection/support hypothesis states that
while single persons lack continuous companionship with a spouse
who provides support in dealing with daily stress, marriage typically
provides married persons with social support of all forms, particular-
ly the emotional kind (Coombs 1991; Cockerham 1981). Numerous
studies find that social support decreases depression, anxiety, and
general psychological distress (Turner 1981; Wilcox 1981; Dressler
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1985; Pearlin et al. 1981; Ross and Mirowsky 1989).

However, marriage is not a guarantee: while a good marriage
provides a sense of being cared for, a bad marriage can also be a
source of stress. Research based on longitudinal data reveal that
the difference in mental health between the “advantaged” married
and the never-married somehow has declined progressively from the
"70s to the "80s (Glenn & Weaver 1988; Lee et al. 1991). The analyses
further indicate that never-married males and younger never-
married females are happier in the late 1980s than in the 1970s,
whereas married women are less happy.

C. Family Structure and Psychological Distress
Building on a long and widely shared view that social bonds and
supportive interactions are important to a person’s health and well-
being, several empirical studies suggest that social support buffers or
mediates the effect of life stress (eg., Dressler 1985; Dean and Lin
1977; Wilcox 1981; Lin and Ensel 1989; Cohen and Wills 1985).
Others suggest that social support has direct, positive effects on psy-
chological well-being (eg., Turner 1981; Aneshensel 1986; Andrews et
al. 1978; Aneshensel and Frerichs 1982; Farrell and Barnes 1993).
While it may be preferable and a source of support for extended
family members to live nearby, living under one roof will not be
desirable in most cases (Pietropinto 1986). In fact, extended family
structure in some instances may make conflict more likely, as their
members compete for support, loyalty, and commitment (Bell 1985).
Moreover, as the in-law problem already exists in the majority of
neolocal Western societies (Klemer, 1970), it is logical to suspect that
the more intense daily interaction among extended family members
living under the same roof will increase friction and problems.
Based on the limited information available, it is unclear whether or
not different family structures make the usually supportive extended
kin become a hindrance to their members’ psychological well-being.
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The existing studies regarding social support, however, may pro-
vide some insights that are helpful to build the hypothesis in the
latter section. In the dynamic interactional relationships, not only
are the extended kin support providers, they also receive diverse
forms of support. Previous researches reveal that kinkeeping (espe-
cially kinwork for older parents) often entails a great deal of hard
work, no matter whether it is emotional, financial, or physical
(Horowitz 1985; Abel 1991) , and that hard work may produce high
levels of psychological distress (Gerstel and Gallagher 1993; also see
Schulz et al. 1990).

In addition, a prior study (Gerstel and Gallagher 1993) shows
that it is the number of kin helped rather than the hours spent helping
them that significantly increases depression for both men and
women. Moreover, while caring for more parents does not signifi-
cantly contribute to depression, it is caring for more adult children
and caring for a larger number of other kin which are significantly
associated with high levels of distress for both men and women. On
the other hand, high internal density or the degree of crowding in the
home is widely assumed to exert a deleterious effect on the well-
being of household members (Gabe and Williams 1987).

lll. A Review of Studies of Taiwan

Taiwan has been experiencing the stress of the contradiction
between traditional Chinese culture and Western ideologies brought
about by rapid industrialization and modernization. For example,
while the increased employment opportunities, equal education, and
the reserved seats political system improve women’s political, eco-
nomic, and social status in Taiwan (Yi 1982; Yi and Gao 1986), most
Chinese women are still constrained by the rigid traditional gender
role expectations. Few community studies do find females in Tai-
wan suffer from higher prevalence of minor psychiatric morbidity
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(MPM) or other specific psychiatric disorders (Cheng 1989a; Cheng
1988; Hwu et al. 1989).

Furthermore, regardless of the increasing divorce rate in Tai-
wan (Lin 1982), under the influence of traditional Chinese culture that
particularly discriminates against divorced or widowed women (Yao
1983), previously married women are found to have higher rates of
MPM than their single and married counterparts. Between the
latter two groups, the rates of MPM are similar (Cheng 1988). Yet,
other research reveals marriage is detrimental to young married
females. In her research, Hu (1990) finds that young married
females have higher suicide rate than that of single women, and sui-
cide is highly related to depression.

An extra social role as an employee does not necessarily func-
tion as a source of gratification for Chinese women. Although some
researches find employment has a positive effect on lowering
women’s depression (e.g., Hu 1990), others find no significant effect of
employment on women’s MPM (Cheng 1988; Cheng 1989a) or on their
general stress levels (Chang 1988). Yet, several other researches
indicate that among married women, the employed ones complain
more about minor problems bothering their daily lives than house-
wives do (Chang 1988). After all, employed wives are still main
housekeepers in dual career families, and their employment status
does not significantly change labor division in Chinese family either
(Lu 1983; Chang 1988).

On the other hand, another extra role may be a possible source
of stress to Chinese women is being in-laws in a stem family. While
the relationships between parents and daughters are more intimate,
the tensions between mothers- and daughters-in-law have often been
experienced in most Chinese families through the generations (Baker
1979). Among the very few existing studies related to the effect of
family structure on Psychological well-being, some of them reveal
that women living in a stem family experience higher stress rates
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than those who live in a nuclear family (Chang 1988; also see Hu
1990:p.9). A high prevalence of depression is also found among the
elderly living in a stem family (Hu et al. 1992).

Since family as a unit is always the top priority over its individ-
ual members in Chinese culture, people living in an extended family
are more likely to be restrained by the obligations of powerful
extended kinship systems (Baker 1979). In addition, the potentiality
of internal conflicts due to human factor may also increase as
extended kin increase in the households. Along with the previously
discussed empirical findings, it is logical to suspect that living in a
large extended family might be even more stressful than living in a
stem family.

IV. Methodology
A. Hypotheses

After reviewing the research in Western societies and taking the
current states of Taiwan into account, the author generate the fol-
lowing hypotheses to be tested. They are:

HI: Women in Taiwan have higher levels of distress than men.

H2: Married persons in Taiwan will be less distressed than those
who are single and those who are divorced/separated/or wid-
owed.

H3: Married women in Taiwan will show more distress than mar-
ried men.

H3a: Married men will be the least distressed among men across all
marital status.

H3b: Women who are divorced/separated/or widowed in Taiwan
will be more distressed than married women and men who are
divorced/separated/or widowed.

H4: Employed wives in Taiwan are less distressed than housewives
but more distressed than employed husbands.
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H5: Nuclear family residents, especially married persons, will be
less distressed than stem family residents; they, in turn, are less
distressed than those people who live in a large extended fam-
ily.

There is no empirical finding ever to testify whether it is
daughters- or mothers-in-law are more distressed. Based on the
well established hierarchical system in the Chinese family, it is usu-
ally the mother-in-law who is likely to be the victor in any conflict
(Baker 1979). Hence, the sixth hypothesis is as follows:

H6: In a stem family, daughters-in-laws are more distressed than
mothers-in-law; they, in turn, are more distressed than those
women who live with their biological parents after marriage.

B. Samples and Research Design

This study is a secondary analysis based on a national survey
data collected in January 1990 as part of the project, “A General
Survey of Social Change in Taiwan” (NSC 78-0301-H001-23). It is
funded through grant from National Science Council, the Republic of
China, and it is conducted by the Institute of Ethnology, Academia
Sinica under the directorship of Professor Hei-Yuan Chiu.

The data are drawn from a stratified random sample of Chinese
in Taiwan aged 20 to 64 years old (N=2531). The population is
stratified by residential areas first, then by age (20-34, 35-49, 50-64)
and by gender (male vs. female). The residential areas are catego-
rized into eight hierarchical strata based on the economic develop-
ment index provided by the government in Taiwan. Towns/and
cities in each stratum are the primary selection units. The neigh-
borhood communities within each primary unit are the secondary
units. Respondents are the last to be drawn from each communities
(for details of the sampling see Chiu 1991:pp.25-29). The respon-
dents contain 1,191 (47%) men and 1,340 (53%) women; 1,146 (45%) of
them aged 20-34, 925 (37%) of them aged 35-49, and 460 (18%) of them
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aged 50-64.

Using the 1990 national survey data, this study is designed to
analyze the effect of gender, marital status, employment status, and
family structure on psychological distress of the Chinese in Taiwan.
Analysis of variance (ANOVA) is used for data analysis since it
shows how exactly the means of the dependent variable vary from
one group to another in each categorical independent variable.
Moreover, ANOV A makes it easier to interpret the specific interac-
tion effect. According to the author’s research interests and to facil-
itate interpreting the specific interaction effect, each time only three
independent variables are included in the model. In addition, there
is a model contains only married sample in order to clarify the effect
of stem family on married women’s psychological well-being.

C. Measurement

The dependent variable, psychological distress, is an unpleasant
subjective state which takes two major forms: depression and anxi-
ety ( Mirowsky & Ross 1989; Barnett & Marshall 1991). It is mea-
sured by the sum of the answers to ten self-report questions regard-
ing respondents’ mental state in the two weeks prior to the interview.
The 10 questions are originally from the 12-item version of the
Chinese Health Questionnaire (CHQ-12), which is developed prima-
rily for the screening of minor psychiatric morbidity in the commu-
nity and primary care setting in Taiwan (for details see Cheng &
Williams 1986; Chong & Wilkinson 1989; Cheng et al. 1990).

The criterion validity of the CHQ-12 is found to be acceptable.
An earlier community study carried out in Taiwan shows that the
sensitivity, specificity, and misclassification rate of the CHQ-12 are
69.6%, 94.8%, and 11.4% respectively (Cheng 1988). A similar result
is also found in a study based on patient sample in a medical center
in Taiwan (Chong & Wilkinson 1989). Both studies show that the
Cronbach’s alpha coefficients from the reliability tests of the CHQ-12
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are .84 and .83, which mean that they are highly reliable (Cheng 1988;
Chong & Wilkinson 1989).

In order to identify the underlying dimensions among the CHQ-
12, a principle component analysis is performed on the 12 items.
The author of this study find three factors with eigenvalue exceeding
unity that accounted for 56% of the total variance. The first two
factors, containing the first ten questions and accounting for 47% of
the total variance, refer to somatic symptoms and anxiety and
depression. They closely fit to the concept of psychological distress
defined previously. The last two questions that composed of the
third factor, positive affection, are dropped from the analysis since
they do not closely fit to the definition of distress discussed previous-
ly. The two questions are: “been getting along well with your fam-
ily or friends?” and “been feeling hopeful about your future?”.

The ten questions are answered on a four point scale with 0
being the lowest score (“not at all”) and 3 being highest (“much more
than usual”). The higher the total scores, the more distressed.
Based on the 2,531 sample from the 1990 survey, the reliability of
these 10 items is 0.84 which is also highly reliable. The question and
the ten items are as follows: “In the past two weeks, how frequently
have you:”

—

. been suffering from headache or pressure in your head?

)

had palpitation and worried that you might have heart
trouble?

had discomfort or a feeling of pressure in your chest?
been suffering from shaking or numbness of your limbs?
lost much sleep over worry?

been taking things hard?

been losing confidence in yourself?

been feeling that life is entirely hopeless?
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been feeling nervous and strung-up all the time?
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10. been worrying about your family or close friends?

The theoretical variables of interest include gender, marital sta-
tus, employment status, and family structure. The variable “gen-
der” needs no explanation. According to their different nature, mar-
ital status is grouped into three categories: single, married, and those
whose marriages have dissolved (including divorced, separated, and
widowed). The cases of divorced/or separated and widowed are
combined together because they are much fewer in numbers than
those of the married persons or the single ones. Employment status
is dichotomized into two categories: employed and unemployed.
The unemployed refer to those who are not in the paid labor market,
which includes housewives, students, the retired and those who are
out of job.

The variable of “family structure” is based on the multiple-
answer question “Who is currently living in your household?” It is
measured in accordance with Gary Lee’s (1987) definition of family
structure: A family with only three social positions: husband-father,
wife-mother, and offspring-sibling are counted as nuclear family.
Any family with a position other than the three nuclear positions
(husband, wife, child) appearing in the household will be coded as an
extended family. However, there are a large number of possible
kinds of extended families. In order to have a more detailed
categorization for this research, stem families are distinguished from
the general extended families.

A stem family is measured as the household that includes one
and only one married adult child who remains a member of his/her
parents’ household and brings his/her spouse and children to the
household (Lee 1987). In addition, for the sake of comparing the
differences among the people who live in a stem family, those who
live with their children-in-law (“oldlaw”) are distinguished from
those who live with their parents-in-law (“younglaw”) as compared
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to those who live with their biological parents (“ownparent”).

Numerous researches indicate that physical health, age and
socioeconomic status also affect an individual’s psychological well-
being (Cheng 1987; Mirowsky and Ross 1989; Hollingshead and Red-
lich 1958; Dohrenwend and Dohrenwend 1969). However, these three
variables are not of current research interest, they are included only
as control variables.

Physical health is measured by a self-report question regarding
respondents’ physical health condition in the two weeks prior to the
interview. The respondents judge their physical health on a four
point scale with 1 being very bad and 4 being very good. The vari-
able of age is self explanatory and is included in its original continu-
ous form. Socioeconomic status is measured by one’s educational
level since it is highly correlated with one’s occupational prestige
and income. Respondent’s educational level is categorized into 9
groups ranged from the lowest (illiterate) to the highest (graduate
school) (see Table 1).

V. Results

The first model tests the effect of gender, marital status and
employment status on distress based on the whole sample. Results of
this model are shown in Table 2. Table 2 indicates that women in
Taiwan have higher mean level of distress than men and this rela-
tionship is statistically significant at .05 level (p=.004). This finding
corresponds to findings on male-female difference in Western soci-
eties. Hypothesis 1 postulating that women will be more distressed
than men is thus supported.

The second hypothesis examines whether married persons are
less distressed than single persons and those whose marriages have
dissolved. Although the main effect of marital status in Table 2 is
not significant at .05 level (p=.08), it does not mean that distress is
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Table 1. Frequencies and Percentages of Independent and
Control Variables

N (%) Total

Gender
Males 1,191 (47.1%)
Females 1,340 (52.9%) 2,581
Marital Status
Single 546 (21.6%)
Married 1,850 (73.3%)
Divorced/Separated/or Widowed* 129 (5.1%) 2,525
Employment Status
Employed 1,716 (67.8%)
Non-employed 815 (32.2%) 2,531
Family Structure
Extended Family 590 (24.2%)
Stem Family 578 (23.7%)

with Married Adult Child 85 (14.7%)

with Own Parents 273 (47.2%)

with Parents-in-law 152 (26.2%)
Nuclear Family 1,266 (52.0%) 2,434
Physical Health
Very Bad 20 ( .8%)
Bad 331 (13.1%)
Good 1,259 (49.8%)
Very Good 920 (36.3%) 2,530
Age
20—34 1,146 (45.3%)
35—49 925 (36.5%)
50—64 460 (18.2%) 2,531
Education
Illiterate 160 ( 6.3%)
Self-Taught 16 ( .6%)
Elementary School 678 (26.8%)
Middle School 427 (16.9%)
High School 738 (29.2%)
5-year Professional School 117 (4.6%)
2/3-year Professional School 144 (5.7%)
College Graduate 222 ( 8.8%)
Graduate School 28 (1.1%) 2,530

*:  The category of divorced/separated/or widowed will be summarized as “dis-

solved” in the following tables.
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unaffected by marital status since marital status is included in the
significant 2-way interaction. That is, the effect of marital status
becomes significant when taking gender difference into account
(details will be discussed later). However, according to the mean
levels of the marital status shown in Table 2, married persons are
indeed less distressed than single persons and those whose marriage
have dissolved. Therefore, the author conclude that H2 is support-
ed conditionally.

The significant interaction term between gender and marital sta-
tus means that the effect of marital status on Taiwanese’s mental
condition depends on whether the person is male or female. For
women in Taiwan, marriage makes them a slightly more distressed
than single ones; divorce or widowhood is even more distressful. In
contrast, marriage does make men in Taiwan less distressed compar-
ed to single men. Nevertheless, men with dissolved marriage are
the least distressed compared to their single and married counter-
parts. A clear picture about this interaction effect on psychological
distress is demonstrated in Figure 1.

From Figure 1 we can see that compared to married men, mar-
ried women are indeed more distressed. This finding supports H3.
Since married men in Taiwan are not the least distressed among men
across all marital status as H3a indicates, H3a is not supported. On
the other hand, H3b hypothesizes that women who are divorced/se-
parated/or widowed will be more distressed than married women
and men who are divorced/separated/or widowed. Figure 1 clearly
shows that women whose marriages have dissolved are the most
distressed group among men and women across all marital status.
Therefore, H3b is supported.

The fourth hypothesis postulates that employed wives will be
less distressed than housewives but more distressed than employed
husbands. Based on results shown in Table 2, employment status
does not significantly affect an individual’s distress level: not by it-
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Table 2. ANOVA for Psychological Distress by Gender,
Marital Status and Employment Status

Mean (N)
GENDER
Male 3.79 (1,188)
Female 4.58 (1,335)
EMPLOYMENT STATUS
Employed 4.09 (1,720
Non-employed 4.47 ( 812)
MARITAL STATUS
Single 4.25 ( 546)
Married 4.15 (1,848)
Dissolved 4.84 ( 129
Male Female
Mean (N) Mean ( N )
Single 4.12 (307) 4.42 ( 239)
Married 3.70 (833) 4.52 (1,015)
Dissolved 3.17 48) 5.84 ( 81)
Source SS DF F p-value
PHYSICAL HEALTH 8640.15 1 662.47 .000
AGE 15:55 )] 1.19 2105
EDUCATION 4.33 1 35 .565
A. GENDER 106.38 1 8.16 .004
B. EMPLOYMENT STATUS 4.76 i 3T .546
C. MARITAL STATUS 66.05 2 2:53 .080
AXB 36.92 1 2.83 .093
AXC 152.16 2 5.83 .003
BxC 5.80 2 22 .801
AXBXC 4.46 2 AT .843
Residual 32710.17 2508

Total 41874.34 2522
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self nor through the 2-way or 3-way interaction terms. Hence, H4 is
not supported by the data. Because of both the 2- and 3-way interac-
tion terms involving employment status are not significant, the vari-
able employment status is dropped from the subsequent analysis for
the sake of clearly interpreting the interaction effects. Overall, the
first ANOV A model explains 21.4% of the total variance of psycho-
logical distress according to the R? (.214) from the multiple classifica-
tion analysis (MCA) (not shown in Table 2).

In the second ANOV A model, the author tests H5—nuclear fam-
ily residents, especially married persons, are less distressed than
stem family residents and they are both less distressed than those
people who live in large extended families. The significant 2-way
interaction term between family structure and marital status (p=.026)
in Table 3 indicates that marital status has to be taken into account
when comparing the effect of different family structures on psycho-
logical distress.

Results shown in Table 3 contradict the fifth hypothesis. The
live-in extended kin are actually beneficial to a person’s psychologi-
cal well-being, no matter which marital status he/or she possess.
From the results shown in Table 3 we see that single persons benefit
most from living in a stem family and they suffer from higher dis-
tress levels when living in a nuclear family. On the other hand, for
persons whose marriages have dissolved, living in a nuclear family
without the presence of extended kin is most distressful as compared
to living in stem or extended families. The same pattern is found
among married persons though the difference of their mean distress
levels is not in a sharp contrast as that of divorced/or widowed per-
sons. Based on this finding, the author conclude that H5 is not
supported. The multiple R square (R? from MCA shows that the
second ANOVA model accounts for 20.3% of the total variance of
psychological distress (R?=.203) (not shown in Table 3).

To examine H6, the third model is constructed based only on
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Table 3. ANOVA for Psychological Distress by Gender, Marital
Status, and Family Structures

e Mean (N)
GENDER

Male 3.74 (1,125)

Female 4.52 (1,302)
FAMILY STRUCTURES

Extended Family 4.04 ( 587)

Stem Family 4.08 ( 578)

Nuclear Family 4.25 (1,262)
MARITAL STATUS

Single 4.03 ( 489)

Married 4.16 (1,835)

Dissolved 4.64 (103)

Extended Stem Nuclear
Mean (N) Mean (N) Mean (N)

Single 3.94 (136) 3.18 ( 60) 4.25 (293)
Married 4.09 (408) 4.16 (499) 4.20 (928)
Dissolved 3.91 ( 43) 4.74 (19 5i87 ( 41)
Source SS DF F p-value
PHYSICAL HEALTH 7731.47 1 599.05 .000
AGE 18.91 1 1.47 .226
EDUCATION 5.15 1 .39 .528
A. GENDER 76.85 1 5.96 .015
B. FAMILY STRUCTURES 26.26 2 1.02 .362
C. MARITAL STATUS 17.94 2 .70 .499
AXB 16.21 2 .62 534
AxC 89.47 2 3.47 .031
BxC 143.48 4 2.78 .026
AXBXC 38.21 4 .74 .565
Residual 31052.24 2406

Total 39359.18 2426
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married samples. This hypothesis postulates that in a stem family,
daughters-in-law are more distressed than mothers-in-law, and both
of them are more distressed than married women who live with their
biological parents. Results presented in Table 4 show that the data
does not support H6 since the 2-way interaction between gender and
living patterns is not statistically significant at .05 level. Neverthe-
less, the mean levels of distress reveal an interesting pattern: it is
mothers-in-law who tend to be more distressed than daughters-in-law
in a stem family. Both of them tend to be more distressed than
those women who live with their biological parents after marriage.
The multiple classification analysis indicates that the third model
explains 27.2% of the total variance of psychological distress (R*=
.272) (not shown in Table 4).

VI. Discussion and Conclusion

As industrialization and modernization proceed, Taiwan experi-
ence an increase of the female labor force, and to a lesser extent,
improvements in women’s social, political, and legal statuses. In
spite of all these changes, this study reveals that women in Taiwan
are still significantly more distressed than their male counterparts
regardless of their marital status. That is, women in Taiwan are
almost destined to experience higher levels of distress than men.
Marriage does not reduce but rather increase single women'’s distress
level which is already higher than that of single men’s. Being divor-
ced or widowed is even worse. On the contrary, single men benefit
from getting married. Divorce or widowhood is even more advanta-
geous for men in terms of the lowest psychological distress level they
have experienced.

One factor may account for the highest level of distress experi-
enced by women whose marriages have dissolved is their weaker
economic power. Since many women in Taiwan withdraw from the
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Table 4. ANOVA for Married Persons’ Psychological Distress by
Gender and Living Patterns

Mean (N)
GENDER
Male 3.89 (246)
Female 4.50 (244)
LIVING PATTERNS
Oldlaws 5.50 ( 68)
Ownparents 3.78 (272)
Younglaws 4.37 (150)
Male Female
Mean (N) Mean (N)
Oldlaws 5.14 (28) 5.75 (40)
Ownparents 3.73 (2070 3.92 (65
Younglaws 3.82 (11) 4.41 (139)
Source SS DF F p-value
PHYSICAL HEALTH 1977.75 i 170.39 .000
AGE 13-21 il 1.14 .287
EDUCATION 4.33 il 230 .542
A. GENDER 0.03 1 0.00 .959
B. LIVING PATTERNS 5.41 2 0.23 192
AXB 1.28 2 0.05 .946
Residual 5583.01 481
Total 7667.19 489

paid labor force after they get married, they become financially

dependent on their husbands. Hence, they suffer severely from the
decline of their income after their marriages have dissolved. For
women who still work in the labor market, segregation from the
highly paid jobs and the problem of under-paid may also account for

the decreasing of their total income.

Another possible factor may be that Chinese women whose mar-
riages have dissolved are traditionally discriminated against in the
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marriage market. It is relatively more difficult for women than for
men to remarry. The third reason which may account especially for
divorced women'’s high distress is the deprivation of the rights of
child custody and the visiting rights. Court rulings traditionally
favor the father.

The reason why men whose marriages have dissolved are less
distressed than men or women with other marital status is unclear.
It is suspected that the difference may be attributed to the patriar-
chal structure that Chinese men always enjoy. Traditionally,
Chinese men are granted more privilege than women to divorce their
spouses. In addition, as the society becomes more open, men in
Taiwan may enjoy even more freedom nowadays to end an unhappy
marriage rather than to tolerate it as their predecessors did. More-
over, Chinese men are more likely than women to have an active
sexual relationship in their post-marital life since the thousand-year-
old patriarchal system permits more freedom in male sexual behav-
ior than in female. Such relationships are related to a positive state
of psychological well-being (Gove and Shin 1989).

Other possibilities may be that it is common for men to enjoy the
sole custody of children after they divorce. They do not have to
suffer from the deprivation of visitation rights with their children.
They may also benefit more economically in their post-marital life.
Most men in Taiwan are the sole breadwinners in their family, mari-
tal dissolution may substantially increase their relative income.

Due to the limitation of a secondary analysis, it is difficult to
detect whether there is a difference in distress between divorced and
widowed people in Taiwan. Further investigation based on first
hand data in this topic is in great demand.

The effect of employment on married women's mental well-
being is not evident in this study. The insignificant result may be
attributed to the traditional sociocultural expectations placed on
married women within the strong family bond. They count their
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blessings by keeping house, taking care of the children and serving
their husbands. Women in Taiwan thus generally accept this nur-
turant role as their obligation. Even for employed women, working
in the labor force may not be a personal choice but rather a conse-
quence of the desire to subsidize family income. Therefore, Chinese
women emphasize their familial roles more than their career roles.
Since the role of homemaker is not necessarily associated with
Chinese women’s poor psychological well-being, employment in
labor market does not necessarily serve as an important source of
gratification for them either.

Contradicting the research hypothesis and previous research
findings, this study finds that the live-in extended kin actually have a
positive effect on people’s psychological well-being regardless of
their marital status. However, while single persons benefit most
from living in a stem family, married and divorced/or widowed per-
sons benefit most from living in a large extended family. Evidently,
the presence of more extended kin in the same household function as
a relief rather than a source of stress for people who have experi-
enced difficult life events. Live-in extended kin also work as an
important social support for married as well as for single persons
when they are in need. This finding generally indicates the impor-
tance of live-in extended kin to individuals’ psychological well-being
and implies that nuclear family structure is definitely not distress
free.

Yet, this study fails to provide a significant evidence supporting
the hypothesis that in stem families, daughters-in-law are more dis-
tressed than mothers-in-law. This insignificant result may be due to
the problem of measurement that comes from the limitation of secon-
dary analysis. However, the mean levels of distress signal a pattern
contradicts the research hypothesis. That is, in a stem family, being
mother-in-law seems to be more distressed than being daughter-in-
law. This pattern might reflect the changing status of the elderly in
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modern Taiwan. Living with a married child and his/or her family
no longer guarantee a joyful life for the elderly. Instead, this kind
of living arrangement may bring them higher distress levels. As the
population keeps growing old in Taiwan, a suitable living arrange-
ment for the elderly needs to be given more attention in future
research.

Finally, because of the limitation of the secondary analysis and
the limited variables included to analyze a complex phenomenon
such as psychological distress, each of the three model explains no
more than 30% of the total variance of psychological distress. It is
suggested that a more sophisticated model with comprehensive vari-
ables included based on first-hand data is necessary for future
research. In spite of all these problems, the findings from this
research shed light on how gender, marital status, employment status
and family structure affect individuals’ psychological well-being in
Taiwan. They help to pinpoint the source of the problem, and hope-
fully to help directing policy makers toward a meaningful policy-
making accordingly.
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Persistence and Changes in
Chinese Family Values:
The Taiwanese Case*
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Abstract

The main purpose of this paper is to examine the possible moderni-
zation effects on Taiwanese family values. Data were drawn from the
1991 Social Change Survey conducted by the Institute of Ethnology,
Academia Sinica. The results indicate that younger, more educated, and
more urbanized respondents clearly exhibit more modernized family ori-
entation than their older, less educated, and less urbanized counterparts.
However, this effect is most pronounced on individualistic-oriented val-
ues as indicated by attitudes toward marriage and divorce. On the
other hand, the collectivistic values pertain to the family itself, and kin-
ship in particular, with no truly significant differences found between
younger, more educated, more urbanized respondents and their older,
less educated, and less urbanized counterparts. We maintain that
selected adaptations to modernization effects rather than wholesale
change are norms.

»  We wish to thank Drs. Chao-nan Chen of the Institute of Economic, Academia
Sinica, Taipei, Taiwan, Nan Lin of Duke University, USA, and William Parish of
the University of Chicago, USA, for their very helpful comments on an early
draft of this paper as presented in the Social Change Conference. We also wish
to thank the very helpful comments of three anonymous reviewers of the same
draft.

*+ Texas Tech University, U.S.A.

=+x Institute of Sociology, Academia Sinica, Taipei, Taiwan



PEIXREBBEAVTERENE .
=1 i0ER

E2x. PBEE

wm =

A EE H R IR CE T BR E B R AT T REE 4RI
B FRIE TR RE R i R A T
R, BLIERERE: BEMHHEE, HERE. UREH,
KBRS P IRES H, —RRER L. MR EE TS
T, WFFEAR M EA RO IR B RS 7 T B E R A E A B
BATREZ B Lz o — SR BEAE R /7 T (A AR o 5
B HE A BRI E e, IRy, SRS G IR ZEE L
KBS A B RE AR R, MRFBRACRIR B A
TRHEE 4 BB R

ERBIER, BERERS, BT LR 2
FRBLFACEA, BERERE, [EEMETHCEERERE TR
BRBEABRRA L REEER. ATtEREEREEAREZ
AR A RERE VT TH . ZEFOSREERIE R & SR MR ] A SR BE (R B 2 5
Hrigt, BUEZREBUITFRZZIFEEAINR, oh, MRIEAT3%
BUINGE B A PRI SR E (R AR LU 38 1 2 B AU LHE IR R R S LI,
E2AINERY R A=R R s S 3okt N [ VN M e e (s
PR, (EREANERFEBEFR SRR, BEZ,
B oh B SR B A 32 B 2B SR O (B R R e, T
FER AR,



Persistence and Changes in
Chinese Family Values:
The Taiwanese Case

Introduction

The rapid economic development and social change in Taiwan
since the end of World War II (Coombs and Sun, 1981; Tsai, 1982;
Weinstein, et al., 1990; and Yi, 1993) has raised many intriguing ques-
tions for social science researchers. These questions in general fall
into two broad areas. The first area has to do with the identifica-
tion of factors leading to this rapid economic growth. (Tai, 1989;
Redding, 1993; Hwang, 1988; Barrett and Whyte, 1982; Li, 1989; Gold,
1985). The second area of efforts which seems to receive more
attention among Taiwanese scholars has to do with the assessment
of impacts brought about by the large-scale economic and social
change on the society in Taiwan. One of the most noted themes
addressed by these researchers is: whether or not the cornerstone of
the Chinese society—the family institution—has maintained its domi-
nant influence in the societal operation (Yang, 1985, 1988) and to
what extent has the family withstood this overwhelming impacts
brought about by these societal changes (Yi, 1993).

In the past two decades, a host of researchers examined this very
theme by focusing on how modernization process may affect various
aspects of the family institution in Taiwan. Although the majority
of these researches focus on the effects of modernization on interper-
sonal relationships within the family (Chu, 1988, 1993; Yi, 1991; Yi
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and Lu, 1993), several other areas of the Chinese family have also
received attention. The first of these is on the effects of moderniza-
tion on family form in contemporary Taiwan (Lai and Chen, 1980; Yi,
1985; Chen, et al., 1989; Chi, 1990; Chang and Chi, 1991): whether the
nuclear or the stem family is the dominant form of the family today.
The second area has to do with the effects of the modernization
processes on changing family composition, on demographic transi-
tion (Wang and Chen, 1987), and on rural-urban migration (Chi, 1989;
Yi, 1985; Chang and Chi, 1991; Chang, 1993). In this domain of inter-
ests, the emergence of single family household as a significant new
family form was discussed (Shu and Lin, 1984, 1989); divorce patterns
and trends were investigated (Lin, 1982; Li, 1984); the elderly parents’
living arrangement as one aspect of the definition and the distribu-
tion of different family types was also noted (Lo, 1987; Chen, 1992; Yi
and Chu, 1993). Modernization once again is considered a triggering
factor accounted for the change in this aspect of family institution.

The third area of research efforts centers around the intergener-
ational relationships (Thornton, et al., 1984; Thornton and Fricke,
1987) with a greater interest and effort being placed on the inter-
generational support (Sun, 1985; Chen, 1992; Lee, et al., 1994; Chang,
1994). The role of the daughter-in-law or of the married daughter
which has particular significance in the Chinese cultural context has
been documented (Tsui, 1987; Hu, 1995). The issue of family values
has been included in many of these studies (e.g., Coombs and Sun,
1981; Yi, 1994; Sun, 1985; J. Chang, 1991; Chu, 1994).

Previous works have shown that regarding the core ideology of
filial piety, fundamental values remain strong even among overseas
Chinese while the actual practice has changed (Yang and Yeh, 1990;
Chu, 1994). To delineate specific changes in the substance of filial
piety, Chuang and Yang (1991) point out that self-orientation has
replaced the traditional other-orientation, the continuation of family
line is no longer regarded as significant, and the expectation of one-
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way respect from children to parents has changed into mutual benefi-
cial principle between two generations. However, the value of hav-
ing children is continued being argued to symbolize the family happi-
ness, the continuation of descendants, and the economic protection
for aged parents (Sun, 1982; Liu, 1976). This utilitarian nature in the
value of children is in fact shared by other family values and has thus
characterized the Chinese family change in the contemporary era (Li,
1982).

However, most recent research interests on family values seem
to shift toward examining the interaction between adult children and
their elderly parents, especially on co-residence when aged and on
financial support (Yi, 1985; Sun, 1985; Chang, 1994); and on child rear-
ing practice. In a series of reports, it was found that though mod-
ernization did have effect on actual discipline of children’s behaviors,
the Western values were not as readily accepted (Chu, 1986, 1994).
Specifically, traditional values of child-rearing are preserved while
actual practice leans toward less authoritarian patterns in the family
socialization process in Taiwan.

It is obvious that the interplay between traditional values and
modern Western influence has resulted in changes in various aspects
of Taiwanese family processes (Yi, 1994). The above selected
review clearly shows that the modernization process is usually taken
as the given theoretical background. Research design, in general,
aims at examining whether a specific structure or function of the
family institution converges with those of the modern Western
world. More specifically, Taiwan is assumed to experience the
same type of socio-cultural revolution as those of the advanced socie-
ties before it. The drastic change has been categorized into the sci-
entific, the industrial, and the democratic revolution (Falding, 1991).
This triple revolution challenges the traditional society and its fun-
damental institutions, among which is to change the family institu-
tion toward a conjugal form, a modified intergenerational relations,
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and a practical orientation of family values (Goode, 1963; Falding,
1991; see also Berger and Berger, 1991 for a contrary view point).

It is also discovered that while many aspects of the family' insti-
tution do indeed follow patterns predicted by the modernization
model, there are aspects of the traditional family institution that
appear to endure and persist. For example, Thornton, Chang, and
Sun (Thornton, et al., 1994) found increasing independence of mate
selection and increasing incidence of premarital sex and pregnancy
following the modernization process in Taiwan. In this same study
they also found persisting patterns of co-residence and familial obli-
gations among the extended family structures (see also Logan, et al.,
1995 on the enduring co-residence in urban China in the 90s). It is,
therefore, critical to differentiate those persisting aspects of the
family institution from those undergoing changes prescribed by the
modernization model.

In this paper, effects of the high economic growth and the rapid
social change on the family values in Taiwan will be examined in
terms of values on marriage, divorce, familial, and kinship. This
broad area has been studied across various disciplines, but requires
more systematic and coherent analyses (see also Yi, 1993 and Li and
Chaung, 1987 for additional review of the literature). Part of our
focus will be on whether or not, following the modernization process,
the family values are more similar to those of the modern Western
world. However, our main emphasis will be on differentiating those
family values that persist and those that change. In the next sec-
tion, we will present our theoretical explanations.

It has become increasingly evident that during the moderniza-
tion process, the non-Western world had made selective adaptations
to the impacts from the outside world. In the business organizations
among the overseas Chinese (Redding, 1993), and even in the institu-
tions of higher learning, supposedly the most modern of all institu-
tions in Taiwan (Lin et al., 1995), the continuing domination of tradi-
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tional Chinese familism and familial organizational structure are
observed and documented. Hsieh (1980) found selective adaptations
of the traditional value orientations among the Taiwanese in his
study. Li (1985) found selective changes among the Taiwanese folk
religious ritual practices. Weinstein and his associates (Weinstein
et al., 1990:223) found, for example, that between 1973 and 1985, the
percentage of nuclear households in Taiwan remains quite stable
overall, although among the Mainlanders the percentage actually
declines.

What then are the bases of these selective adaptations of the
traditions and the modernity? In the area of family change, Thornton
and Fricke (1987:749) consider one such base as “actor-based in the
sense that . . . such transformation as emanating from the behaviors
of individuals and families in response to changing cultural and eco-
nomic constraints and in pursuit of a hierarchy of goals.” Falding
(1991) similarly expects the rise of rationality and individualism as
the bases of individual actions and initiations. In other words, in
the process of modernization, individuahs will make rational choices
for their own personal interests but within the cultural and economic
constraints. In many cases, the traditional institutions, such as the
Chinese family institution, are so formidable that they are not sub-
ject to change. The continuation of the family names by a son and
the support and respect for the elderly parents and grandparents are
not negotiable.

In this context of family structure and intergenerational rela-
tionships, as discussed above, Freeman and his associates (Freeman
et al., 1982) found that the majority of elderly parents in Taiwan
continue to reside with their adult, married children. Similarly, Lee,
Parish, and Willis (Lee et al., 1994) found the intergenerational sup-
port in Taiwan is both patrilineal, altruistic and corporative in
nature. Logan, Bian, and Bian (Logan et al., 1995), cited earlier,
found co-residence among three generations a norm for urban
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Chinese families in China even in the 90s. Kamo and Zhou (1994)
similarly found the living arrangements of elderly Chinese and
Japanese in the United States to be traditional, despite the passage of
time and the assimilation into the American culture in other aspects
of their lives.

It seems, therefore, reasonable to assume that the traditional
Chinese family institution will persist, especially in the areas of
continuing the patrilinear family names and in the intergenerational
support, the two cardinal rules of Confucius’ filial piety. For this
reason, having a child-especially a son will be seen as an integral
part of the family institution. Intergenerational support and mutual
support among the kin will also be considered essential. These we
believe are the areas of the family institution that are not to be chal-
lenged. What then do the more modernized individuals have in
terms of making rational and individual choices about family mat-
ters? It is our contention that the traditional Chinese family institu-
tion is like a “house” with its definite rules and values. An individ-
ual has choices of what he or she wants to do before entering into the
house, but once he or she is in it, the choices are made for him/her.
Similarly, if an individual found the “house” to be rather inhospi-
table, he/she may be given a choice to leave or a chance to consider
leaving as an alternative, but to change the rules of the “house” to
meet his or her new needs is probably the last option. Herein lies
our research hypotheses.

Research Questions and Design

Based on the above discussion, it seems clear that in examining
the effects of modernization on the family values, we should expect a
significant change in matters concerning marriage and divorce, but
not concerning familial and kinship matters. In other words, we
should expect a greater degree of changes in family values pertain-
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ing to marriage and divorce following modernization. By the same
token, we should expect a lesser degree of change or no change at all
concerning the family values pertaining to family and kinship mat-
ters:

To assess the validity of these two assertions or propositions
properly, Taiwan is a particularly appropriate case for this task for
a number of reasons. First, Taiwan is undergoing modernization
and rapid socioeconomic change as a society, especially during the
last two decades (Weinstein et al., 1990). Second, Taiwan, being a
Chinese society with a very strong tradition of the family institution,
is ideal for this purpose. Third, with the rapid increase in per capita
income, the level of education, and the democratization of political
as well as social life; with the rapid urbanization and the most recent
efforts toward gender equality; and with the increasing life expec-
tancy (Yang and Chu 1987; Yi and Chu, 1989), we are essentially of-
fered an opportunity to examine the effects of these changes on fami-
ly values.

The data we use for this study come from the 1991 Social Change
Survey in Taiwan, conducted by the Institute of Ethnology,
Academia Sinica. The survey was based on an island wide, random-
ly selected representative sample. Since no comparable data on
family values of early periods are available, we are not able to con-
duct longitudinal comparisons of the changing family values follow-
ing modernization for the present study. To compensate for this
deficiency, we will use ecological and life-course variables to approx-
imate changes. In the following paragraphs we will describe specifi-
cally our treatments and measurements of the variables in this study.

Modernization

As a catch all term, modernization is used here to represent the
rapid social and economic changes toward the direction of those of
the modern Western world. To borrow Falding’s (1991) theme, this
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modernization process can be represented by the triple revolution of
greater emphases on the scientific, the industrial, and the democratic
development. Judging from various indicators reported by scholars,
it seems reasonable to make the assumption that the changes obser-
ved in Taiwan represents this very process (Yang and Chu, 1987; Yi
and Chu, 1989).

To tap this modernization process with the ecological and
cross-sectional variables, we have chosen the levels of urbanization,
the levels of education, and the age in cohorts of respondents as the
proxies. Specifically, we take it to be true that the more urbanized is
a respondent’s place of residence (e.g., the largest city of Taiwan,
Taipei, as one extreme), the more modernized this respondent is like-
ly to be. Therefore, it follows that his or her family values would be
more resemble those of the modern Western world. Similarly, the
more educated is a respondent, in terms of number of years of school-
ing completed, the more modernized he/she is, and, therefore, the
more his or her family values would be closer to those of the modern
Western world. Following the same reasoning, we assume that the
older is a respondent, the less he/she is modernized, and, hence, the
less likely he or she will subscribe to the modern family values. The
use of age as one indicator of modernization does have some poten-
tial confounding effects in the present context as cohorts also reflect
the stage of life cycle. For example, the young newly wed and the
empty nest cohorts may have more similar values than those in the
middle cohorts who are in the child rearing stage. If this turns out
to be the case, then the linear effect assumption of modernization
will also be affected. Despite this possibility, we will proceed to use
age as an indicator of modernization in this study.

In our treatment of the levels of urbanization, we classify our
respondents into three different categories: those who reside in the
largest and the most urbanized of all cities, Taipei; those who reside
in the other major cities of Taiwan; and those who reside in town-
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ships and rural villages. The level of education is classified into
those having an elementary-level education or less, those having
completed junior high school or equivalent, those having completed
high school, those having completed junior college, and those having
completed college or more. The assumption here is that the more
education is a respondent, the more modernized he or she will be,
and, therefore, the more likely he or she will uphold the family values
toward those of the modern Western world. The age is grouped into
five different cohorts: those between ages 21 and 24, those between
ages 25 and 34, those between ages 35 and 44, and those between ages
45 and 54, and those 55 years or older. Again, we make the assump-
tion that the older is a respondent’s cohort, the less modernized he or
she is. Thus, the older cohorts are less likely than their younger
cohort counterparts to subscribe to the modern Western family val-
ues.

Another aspect of the rapid social change that has just begun to
attract the attention of family researchers in Taiwan is the steady
increase of the women'’s labor force participation and its subsequent
effects on the family institution (Yi, 1994). Today, women in Tai-
wan are more educated and participate in the labor force in greater
numbers than ever before. Their rates of change in both formal
schooling and in labor force participation are greater than their male
counterparts. Thus, as a further test of the effects of modernization
on family values, we should observe a greater degree of effects of
modernization on family values among the women than among the
men. Specifically, modernization should exert a greater effect on
changing women’s family values toward the modern Western pat-
terns than their male counterparts. Put differently, the differences
in subscribing to the modern family values between our female most
urban respondents and their least urban counterparts should be
greater than their respective male counterparts. The same should
be true for the level of education and the cohort effects.
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The above discussion can be summarized by the following two
sets of research hypotheses. The measurements of family values
will be discussed immediately followed the statements of the
research hypotheses below:

Hypothesis 1a:  The younger is a respondent, the more likely
he or she will subscribe to the modern fam-
ily values pertaining to marriage and
divorce; however, he or she is no more likely
than his or her younger counterparts to sub-
scribe to family values pertaining to the
familial and kinship matters.

Hypothesis 1b: The more educated is a respondent in terms
of number of schooling completed, the more
likely he or she will subscribe to the modern
family values pertaining to marriage and
divorce; however, he or she is no more likely
than his or her less educated counterparts to
subscribe to family values pertaining to the
familial and kinship matters.

Hypothesis 1c:  The more urbanized is a respondent’s place
of residence, the more likely he or she will
subscribe to the modern family values per-
taining to marriage and divorce; however, he
or she is no more likely than his or her less
urbanized counterparts to subscribe to fam-
ily values pertaining to the familial and kin-
ship matters.

Hypothesis 2: The effects of urbanization in terms of a
respondent’s place of residence (la above),
level of education in terms of a respondent’s

years of schooling completed (1b above), and
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age (lc above) on subscriptions to the mod-
ern family values pertaining to marriage and
divorce are greater among the women than
among the men but no significant differ-
ences should exist in terms of the familial

and kinship matters.

What are the so-called modern family values stated in the above
hypotheses? This is the task to which we now turn. However,
before we begin our discussion on modern family values, it should be
pointed out that modernization is a very complex concept which en-
compasses many variety or dimensions of life. The three indicators
of modernization used here are but some aspects of it. A question
comes to mind immediately and that is: why are not more moderniza-
tion indicators used for the present study? The answer is simple.
Our purpose here is to test whether or not modernization will brings
about the expected changes in family values. If it does then it
should show up by these indicators. If these indicators do not show
expected significant effects on family values, then a case can be
made that other modernization indicators be used. Let us now turn
to the measures of the family values in general and the modern fam-
ily values in particular.

Family Values

Family values are generally considered as the normative aspects
of the family institution (Coombs and Sun, 1981). Filial piety of the
traditional Chinese family in terms of bearing a son to carry the
patrilinear names and to care for and show reverence toward the
elderly is one such value (Hsu, 1967; Yi, 1993). The Social Change
Survey in Taiwan asked respondents a series of questions pertaining
to their attitudes toward marriage, divorce, family, and kinship rela-
tions. These questions are used in this study to tap the Chinese fam-
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ily values. For ease of presentation and to follow our theoretical
arguments stated early, we group and classify these questions into
three areas: those pertaining to marriage and divorce, those pertain-
ing to familial matters, and those pertaining to kinship. In the next
section, we will list these questions in statement forms and explain
why they are more traditional and/or modern.

Family values pertaining to filial piety and its correlates and to
collectivistic orientations are considered more traditionally Chinese,
whereas those pertaining to individualistic and egalitarian (demo-
cratic) orientations are considered more modern Western (Goode,
1963; Falding, 1991; Hsu, 1967; Yi, 1993). Given these general guides,
we will now describe the family values used in this study. As
pointed out earlier we group and classified family values into three
subareas, anticipating differential effects of modernization on them.
To reiterate, we expect a significant and consistent effect of these
modernization indicators on the first group of family values, that is
those items pertaining to marriage and divorce. On the other hand,
no significant effect of these modernization indicators on the second
and the third groups, that is those items pertaining to the familial
and the kinship matters, is expected. The following is a further
discussion of family values in these three subareas.

Marriage and Divorce Values
Included in the 1991 Social Change Survey are seven statements
pertaining to values on marriage and divorce. These include:

(1) Financial security as an advantage of a marriage.

(2) People wanting to have children should get married.

(3) Marriage without children is not complete.

(4) Homosexual couples have the right to get married.

(5) When a marriage is in trouble, divorce is better for children.
(

6) When a marriage is in trouble, divorce is better for wives.
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(7) When a marriage is in trouble, divorce is better for hus-
bands.

Respondents were asked whether they strongly agreed, agreed,
had no opinion, disagreed, strongly disagreed, or were unable to
decide on these questions. The first three questions are considered
more traditionally oriented. Marriage in the traditional patriarchal
family institution is a union of two families for the purposes of
continuing family lines and providing financial security for all
involved, especially for the wives. Thus, respondents with higher
modernization values are less likely to agree on these questions than
their less modernized counterparts. The last four questions stress
individual rights and interests. They are, for this reason, consid-
ered as being more modern Western. Thus, respondents with higher
modernization values are expected to agree more on these state-
ments than their less modernized counterparts.

Familial Values
In this same survey, seven statements related to familial values
were asked. These include:

(1) Single moms can raise their children just as well as their
couple counterparts.

(2) Single dads can raise their children just as well as their
couple counterparts.

(3) Children are considered more trouble than worthwhile.

(4) Children interfere with parents’ freedom.

(

(6) A person’s career is more important than the family.

(

)
)
5) The family is becoming less important in modern society.
)
7) People without children lead an empty lives.

Respondents once again were asked whether they strongly
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agreed, agreed, had no opinion, disagreed, strongly disagreed, or
were unable to answer these questions. For the same reasons stated
above, the first six statements are considered more modern Western
as they all are more individualistically oriented. The last statement
is considered more traditional. Thus, following the modernization
theory, those with higher modernization values are expected to be
more likely than their less modernized counterparts to agree with the
first six statements, while the opposite is the case for the seventh
statement listed above. However, as we stated above, in the
Chinese case at the present context, we would expect no significant
effect of modernization on these items as they all pertaining to famil-
ial matters.

Kinship Values

Five statements asked in this survey are related to respondents’
opinions concerning kinship matters. They were asked about their
attitudes toward these questions in the same ways as those on mar-
riage and divorce and on the familial matters. These statements
are:

1) One should not fuss with family members on money.
2) The more relatives one has the better.

(1)
(2)
(3) One should not refuse siblings request for help.
(4) Kin are still the best persons to ask for help.
(5)

5) The most trustworthy persons are still the kin members.

All of these statements emphasize the importance of kinship and
are collectivistic oriented. They are, therefore, considered more
traditional. Thus, following the modernization theory, we would
expect respondents with higher modernization values to be more
likely than their less modernized counterparts to agree with these
questions. However and for the same reasons stated above, we
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would expect no significant effect of modernization on this in the
present context in Taiwan.

Statistics Analysis

Two types of statistical analyses were performed. The first is a
simple cross tabulation comparison, reporting the percentage of
respondents with varying degrees of modernization who agree and
disagree with these three sets of statements. To examine the
hypothesis that modernization has a stronger effect on female
respondents than men, we report these percentages for both men and
women. To support this hypothesis, we expect a greater degree of
differences in percentage agreement on these items among female
respondents than their male counterparts with varying degrees of
modernization. The second statistical technique used is multiple
regression analysis with all the modernization variables (i.e., level of
urbanization, level of education, and age) included as independent
variables with sex and marital status as the control variables. The
dependent variables are the family values statements. We excluded
the no answers, and unable-to-answers responses as missing values.
While some researchers, especially among economists and psycholo-

» o«

gists, may raise the question about using “strongly agree,” “agree,”
“no opinion,” “disagree,” and “strongly disagree” answers as inter-
val level measures, it is a very common practice among sociologists.
It is beyond the scope of the present paper to address the appro-
priateness of this treatment. In the next section, we report our find-

ings from these analyses.

Findings and Discussion

We present the findings of the analyses in two parts. The first
part are the results from tabular analyses where the effects of each
of the three modernization variables is discussed one at a time.
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This is followed by the multiple regression analysis where all three
modernization variables are included in the equations as the indepen-
dent variables, with sex and marital status as the control variables.

Effects of Modernization on Attitudes toward
Family Values: the Case of Age Effects

Table 1 reports the results of the effects of age in cohorts on
respondents’ attitudes toward these family values. These results
can be examined in three ways. First are the overall percentages of
agreements on each question by each cohort. This information tells
us the current state of positive endorsements for each question by
Taiwanese respondents. These percentage distributions will pro-
vide benchmarks for cross-cultural and future comparisons. For
example, while a very high overall percentage of respondents agree
to the question that “one should not fuss with family members over
money matters,” (from 67.2% by females, 21-24 years old cohort, to
89.7% by females, 55 and older cohort), the same may not be said
about the statement that “homosexual couples have the right to get
married,” as demonstrated by the very low percentage of approval
(from 8.5% to 22.9%).

Table 1 Effect of Age and Gender on Family Value

Age
Family Values Chi* 21-24 25-34 3544 45-54 5+ (N)
MARRIAGE and DIVORCE (%)
Financial security as agree(men)* 3T 493 490 609 642  (616)
marriage advantage disagree(men)* 000# 505 415 402 297 2718  (445)
(N) (77)  (347)  (398) (192) (162) (1176)
agree(women) * 312 427 528 590 755 (619
disagree(women) * 000 575 531 409 331 144 (507)
(N) (113) (386) (396) (166) (139) (1200)
Wanting children should agree(men)* o0 984 668 73T 8l6 912 (87)
get married disagree(men) * 25 B6 189 143 53 (20
Tl

(N) (T7)  (355) (407) (196) (170) (1205)
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agree(women)* 50 631 711 828 889  (869)
disagree(women) * 000 379 310 44 100 76 (293)
(N) (116) (393) (402) (180) (144) (1235)
Marriage without children ~ agree(men)* 85 504 610 695 781 (721)
not complete disagree(men) * 000 449 390 280 205 154 (350)
(N) (78) (349) (400) (200) (169) (1196)
agree(women)* 419 530 665 762 825 (T0)
disagree(women)* 000 444 349 253 160 133 (33)
(N) (117) (387) (391) (181) (143) (1219)
Homosexuals couples right ~ agree(men) 85 151 113 97 13 (120
to get married disagree(men) 038 535 654 721 770 674 (728)
(N) (71)  (324) (3%5) (165) (141) (1056)
agree(women) 29 184 114 87 120 156
disagree(women) 000 541 627 693 710 778 (TM4)
(N) (109) (334) (352) (138) (117) (1070)
When marriage in trouble agree(men)* 28 29 190 119 M0 (@)
divorce better for kids disagree(men)* 000 494 582 649 713 T2l (783)
(N) (19)  (61) (410) (o2) (172) (1224)
agree(women)* 415 258 213 102 67  (268)
disagree(women) * 000 407 539 897 722 792  (760)
(N) (118) (399) (409) (187) (149) (1262)
When marriage in trouble agree(men)* $H6 407 372 RT %2 (446)
divorce better for wives disagree(men)* 000 241 30 406 500 564  (513)
(N) (79) (361) (409) (202) (172) (1223)
agree(women)* 568 506 391 298 201 (515
disagree(women) * 000 314 316 369 511 6T (502)
(N) (118) (399) (409) (188) (149) (1263)
When marriage in trouble agree(men)* 80 393 3%9 BT A3 (4N
divorce better for husbands  disagree(men)* 000 278 382 443 500 570 (540)
(N) (79) (361) (409) (202) (172) (1223)
agree(women)* 559 486 369 261 201  (490)
disagree(women) * 000 288 301 359 516 591  (486)
(N) (118) (399) (409) (188) (149) (1263)
FAMILIAL
Single moms raised children  agree(men) 408 538 560 632 606  (666)
as well as couples disagree(men) 005 474 311 30 215 285 (389)
N) (76) (351) (400) (193) (165) (1185)
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Single dads raised children
as well as couples

Children are more trouble
than worth

Children interfere with
parents’ freedom

Family less important in
modern society

Career more important
than family

People without children
lead empty life
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491
374

59.7
329
(395)

438
468
(395)

292
60.2
(387)

89
62.9
(388)

317
63.1
(385)

335
60.3
(406)

339
60.9
(404)

93
348
(408)

71
319
(407)

121
16.7
(406)

71

169
(408)

679
216

618
329
(170)

497
382
(191)

359
569
(167)

362
48
(199)

331
589
(175)

399
545
(198)

404
539
(178)

126
321
(199)

0
335
(185)

175
180
(200)

140
188
(186)

n1
170

634
306
(134)

488
396
(164)

391
534
(133)

31l
622
(164)

385
548
(135)

324
594
(170)

403
556
(144)

121
382
(165)

97
486
(144)

218
135
am

179
214
(145)

838
120

(704)
(392)
(1197)

(535)
(497)
(1172)

(375)
(667)
(1174)

(354)
(697)
(1164)

(381)
(702)
(1173)

(458)
(654)
(1203)

(504)
(661)
(1233)

(122)
(422)
(1212)

(%0)
(425)
(1251)

(191)
(201)
(1204)

(110)
(231)
(231)

(748)
(294)
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agree(women)* 345 513 683 831 880 (77D
disagree(women) 000 478 385 28 119 17T (3
N) (113) (384) (394). (177) (142) (1218)
KINSHIP
Not to fuss with family agree(men) 785 715 754 789 86 (947)
member on money disagree(men) 176 51 64 47 A eN5:3 (62)
(N) (79) (360) - (406) (199) (171) (1215)
agree(women)* 672 738 766 822 897  (%61)
disagree(women) 000 86 59 54 16 28 (62)
(N) (116)  (393) (406) (185) (145) (1245)
The more relatives the better agree(men)* 56 660 713 744 B4l (862)
disagree(men)* 000 20 145 120 111 29 (47)
(N) (76) (359) (408) (199) (170) (1212)
agree(women)* 578 701 766 89 918  (948)
disagree(women) * 000 198 142 6.7 59 21 (121
N) (116) (395) (406) (185) (146) (1248)
Not to refuse siblings agree(men) 26 40 216 214 298 (39
request for aid disagree(men) Ji4 197 M3 135 152 1T (1)
(N) (76) (350) (394) (197) (168) (1185)
agree(women) W07 198 174 3 (2N
disagree(women) J64 140 142 165 197 172 (19)
(N) (114) (387) (393) (178) (134) (1206)
Kin are best persons to ask  agree(men) 608 593 543 549 682 (T04)
for help disagree(men) 254 152 84 98 103 76 & (l15)
(N) (79) (356) (409) (195) (170) (1209)
agree(women) 669 608 577 565 697 (761)
disagree(women) 9 10 60 74 103 83 (%)
(N) (118) (398) (407) (184) (145) (1252)
Most trustworthy are still kin agree(men) 84 719 679 677 76 (872
disagree(men) 864 101 BY CA62ER S8 (73)
(N) (19 (353) (402) (198) (170) (1202)
agree(women) 72 661 682 667 781 (860)
disagree(women) 159 102 63 44 93 55  (80)
(N) (118) (398) (406) (183) (146) (1251)

« Linear direction of change, increase or decrease, is as expected.

# Probability of Mantel-Haenszel test for linear association. The no opinion category
has been omitted as the percentages of this category can be derived by subtracting
both agree and disagree categories from 100%.
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The second set of information, one that examines Hypothesis la,
the effects of modernization on attitudes toward family values, is a
comparison among different age cohorts. We take a more stringent
criterion in testing this hypothesis. Specifically, for this hypothesis
to be supported a statistically significant linear increase or decrease
in percentage distributions for each statement by these cohorts has
to be evident. For example, in examining this hypothesis on the first
item in Table 1, “financial security is a major advantage of mar-
riage,” we should conclude that the hypothesis is supported by the
data if we observe a statistically significant linear increase of the
percentage agreement from the lowest among the youngest cohort
(those in the 21-24 age group) to the highest among the oldest cohort
(those in age 55 or older). A linear increase or decrease is indicated
by an asterisk next to the “agree” label. The statistical significance
is indicated by the Chi Square probability presented under the Chi
Square column. As shown in Table 1, first row, this turns out to be
the case. However, this is only the first step of Hypothesis 1a. The
second step of Hypothesis la states that the statistically significant
linear increase or decrease is true only on those items under mar-
riage and divorce matters but not on those items under familial and
kinship matters. We shall return to the examination of Hypothesis
la after we finish explaining the third area of Table 1 that can be
examined.

This third set of information that can be examined in Table 1 is
a comparison between men and women by cohorts. As can be
recalled, we expect the effects of modernization on family values to
be more pronounced for women than for men. If this were true, it
should show up in two ways. First, the percentage changes across
cohorts on each of these statements should be greater for women
than for men. This indeed is the case for the first statement. We
see the changes for men are from 37.7% for the 21-24-year-old cohort
to 64.2% for the 55-year and older cohorts, an increase of 26.5%,
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while for women these changes are significantly greater for the same
cohorts from, 37.2% to 75.5%, an increase of 38.3%. The second
way for this to be true is to see the overall numbers of significant
effects or simply the total number of asterisks for men and for
women. In other words, the number of asterisks should be greater
for women than for men. Table 1 shows the number of asterisks for
women is nine, while for men it is eight. The difference is not high
enough in this comparison for us to conclude that cohorts’ overall
effect is greater for women than for men. This of course is a very
informal way of making comparison and one that may not be persua-
sive. Thus, to test Hypothesis 2 more formally, we ran two separate
regression analyses, one for men and the other for women, using
these family value items as dependent variables and the three mod-
ernization variables as independent variables with marital status as
the control variable. We shall discuss this hypothesis in a later sec-
tion.

To what extent is Hypothesis 1a supported by data presented in
Table 1? First, with the exception on the item, “homosexual couples
have the right to get married,” effects of age (cohorts) on marriage
and divorce items are all statistically significant in linear increase or
decrease as shown by the Chi square probabilities and the asterisks.
This is further shown by lack of statistically significant linear
increase or decrease on items pertaining to familial and kinship mat-
ters. Younger Taiwanese respondents are more likely to think that
they should have choices on marriage and divorce matters but not on
familial and kinship matters. This confirms our hypothesis in the
metaphor that one can choose to enter or to leave the “house” of
family and kinship, but he or she cannot change the rules once inside
the “house.” Second, among the significant effects of cohorts on mar-
riage and divorce items, the ones that receive the higher percentage
approvals are those on divorce and on linking children to marriage.
This is a very clear indication that younger respondents no longer
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consider it essential to stay in a bad marriage. The other questions
that receive a high percentage approvals are values related to kin-
ship: “not to fuss with family members on money” and “most trust-
worthy people are still one’s kin.” Both of these confirm the familism
arguments pointed out above by Redding (1993) and by Lin and his
associates (Lin et al., 1995). Third, among the statements that
received the lowest percentage approvals are “homosexual couples
have the right to get married,” “family is less important in modern
society,” and “careers are more important than family.” This is a
further indication of the persistence of the importance of family and
kinship.

A Recap

Does cohort have a significant effect on family values? Yes, it
does, but only on those value pertaining to the values items concern-
ing marriage and divorce. For all practical purposes, cohort does
not affect those values pertaining to the family and kinship matters.
Does cohort show a greater effect on family values among female
respondents than their male counterparts? Yes, but they are limited
to the items concerning divorce. In other words, younger female
cohorts show a much greater degree of approvals than their older
female cohorts on divorcing from a bad marriage, and these differ-
ences are much greater than their male counterparts. On matters
concerning children, the respondents tend to exhibit an overall, more
traditional attitude. Continuing family lines and raising children
within the family appear to be an unshakeable value.

Effects of Modernization on Family Values:
The Case of Educational Effects

Does level of education affect respondents’ attitudes toward
these family values? Table 2 presents the results of our analyses.
Using the same criteria as those reported in the section on cohort in
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Table 1 above, we see a much less significant overall effect than
those by cohorts. College-educated male respondents are more likely
than their less educated counterparts to agree that divorce is better
for both husbands and wives than staying in a bad marriage.
College-educated female respondents are significantly less likely to
agree that “financial security is an advantage of a marriage,” with a
very low percentage of only 13.8% approval compared to their
elementary-level educated counterparts at 70.6% approval. Less
educated respondents, males or females, especially those with only
the elementary-level education, show a very high percentage agree-
ment on the matters concerning kinship matters.

Table 2 Effect of Education and Gender on Family Values

Education

Family Values Chi* elem junior high junior college N
school high school college & grad

MARRIAGE and DIVORCE (%)

Financial security as agree (men)* 697 596 452 367 239  (606)
marriage advantage disagree (men) * 000¢ 207 303 476 500 641  (442)
(N) (357) (228) (334) (98) (142) (1159)
agree(women)* 06 541 386 203 138 (614)
disagree (women) * 000 217 405 575 09 71 (499)
(N) (503) (185) (334) (65) (109) (1186)
Wanting children should agree(men) 842 759 721 57 667 (89D
get married disagree (men) 000 109 177 2T MO0 243 (224)
(N) (368) (237) (341) (9) (144) (1187)
agree (women) 829 716 571 500 573  (858)
disagree (women) 000 125 47 363 407 300 (201)
(N) (527) (194) (336) (54) (110) (1221)
Marriage without children ~ agree(men) 0 594 521 490 T (M)
not complete disagree (men) 000 191 36 33 367 289 (4Y)
(N) (372) (234) (332) (%) (43) (179)
agree(women) 760 592 544 426 468 (761)
disagree (women) 000 182 298 34 426 349 (3%0)

(N) (517)  (191) (333) (54) (109) (1204)
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Homosexuals couples
right to get married

When marriage in trouble
divorce better for kids

When marriage in trouble
divorce better for wives

When marriage in trouble
divorce better for husbands

FAMILIAL
Single moms raised children
as well as couples

Single dads raised
children as well as couples

agree (men)
disagree (men)
(N)

agree(women)

disagree (women) *

N)

agree (men)
disagree (men)
N)

agree (women)
disagree (Wwomen)
(N)

argee (men)*
disagree (men)
N

argee(women)
disagree (women)

(N)

agree (men)*
disagree (men)*
(N)

argee (women)
disagree (women)
N)

agree (men)
disagree (men)
(N)

argee (women)
disagree (women)
N)
agree(men)*
disagree (men)
N

argee (women)
disagree (women)
N)

=

02

000

000

000

000

000

000

000

002

044

072

116

71
742
(299)

74
76.1
(419)

119
714
(317)

104
43
(541)

261
531
(376)

29
540
(541)

269
548
(376)

27
527
(541)

60.4
298
(359)

625
299
(502)

483
412
(352)

349
548
(493)

13.0
613
(208)

190
672
(174)

162
664
(241)

172
631
(198)

368
417
(242)

49
348
(198)

U7
463
(242)

424
43
(198)

624
214
(234)

622
340
(188)
418
401
(232)

28
689
(180)

127
695
(308)

178
615
(304)

24
608
(344)

302
472
(341)

419
387
(344)

5.1
43
(341)

402
373
(343)

53.1
26
(341)

530
341
(334)

542
342
(330)
4l
42
(333)

312
5.7
(32)

148
60.2
(88)

208
60.4
(53)

23
545
(99)
273
491
(55)

434
343
(99)

418
455
(55)
424
354
(99)
455
418
(55)

495
392
(97)

547
396
(53)
423
(97)
346

538
(52)

174
63.0
(138)

236
481
(106)

207
366
(145)

a1
324
(111)

438
UT
(144)

490
399
(143)
5.0
339
(109)
404

(141)
355
514
(107)

(126)
m6)
(1041)

(154)
(706)
(1056)

(218)
(174)
(1206)

(261)
(751)
(1246)

(440)
(503)
(1205)
(505)
(497)
(1247)

(432)
(530)
(1205)

(480)
(481)
(1247)

(658)
(380)
(1167)

(699)
(385)
(1182)

(526)
(493)
(1155)

(311)
(659)
(659)
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Children are more trouble argee (men) 337 339 295 281 207 (350
than worth disagree (men) 002 567 589 575 625 729  (687)
(N) (356) (224) (332) (%) (140) (687)
argee (women) 389 90 97 W1 1M (3)
disagree (women) J40 601 533 616 654 621  (693)
(N) (501) (182) (320) (52) (103) (1158)
Children interfere with argee (men) 370 366 383 429 3B/I  (451)
parents’ freedom disagree (men) 239 565 573 526 480 528  (645)
(N) (370) (232) (342) (%) (144) (1186)
argee (women) 304 390 305 473 505 (49)
disagree (women) 061 552 554 537 509 449 (65%)
(N) (525) (195) (387) (85) (107) (1219)
Family less important in argee(men) o 120 93 71 69 (18
modern society disagree (men) 9% 386 347 31 33 366 (417)
(N) (365 (242) (344) (99) (145) (1198)
argee (women) 81 81 74 00 36 (8)
disagree (women) 887 368 305 32 91 369 (419
(N) (532) (197) (340) (55) (111) (1235)
Career more important argee (men) 195 146 138 188 111  (188)
than family disagree (men) 308 176 180 153 156 160 (199)
(N) (374) (239) (334) (%) (144) (1187)
argee(women)* 132 76 53 18 09  (106)
disagree (women) 002 205 111 180 218 220 (229)
(N) (536) (198) (339) (55) (109) (1237)
People without children argee (men) 781 661 588 411 536 (T40)
lead empty life disagree (men) 000 148 238 31 411 304 (298)
(N) (366) (227) (325) (95) (138) (1151)
argee (women) * 825 658 515 308 264 (767)
disagree (women) 000 129 274 M8 57T B4T  (32)
(N) (520) (190) (328) (52)  (106) (1196)
KINSHIP
Not to fuss with family agree (men) * 828 801 787 724 646 (934)
members on money disagree (men) 000 32 (AL 35 51 97 (60)
(N) (372) (241) (342) (98) (144) (1197)
argee (women) 8.1 750 694 836 642  (%1)
disagree (women) 000 32 47 80 18 64 (61)

(N) (637) (192) (33.7) (55') (10.9) (1230)
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The more relatives the better ~agree(men)* 788 719 690 619 608  (850)
disagree (men) 000 70 112 158 M4 161 (144)
argee (women)* 89 765 678 593 555  (937)
disagree (women) 000 45 92 145 185 164 (119
(N) (534) (196) (339) (54) (110) (1233)

Not to refuse siblings request —agree (men) 233 26 34 21 6 (3

for aid disagree (men) 09 133 160 153 146 128 (169)
(N) (361) (237) (334) (%) (141) (1169)
argee (women) 28 165 M40 273 203 (2N
disagree (women) 05 193 133 152 91 109 (190
(N) (509) (188) (329) (55)  (110) (1191)

Kin are best personstoask ~ argee(men) 583 548 6L1 622 569  (697)

for help disagree (men) 652 95 66 88 133 139 (114
N) (369) (241) (339) (98) (l44) (1191)
argee(women) 5.1 601 593 727 676  (751)
disagree (women) 26 82 56 95 36 12 (9
(N) (536) (198) (337) (55) (1) (1281)

Most trustworthy are still kin agree (men) 710 668 749 792 792 (863)
disagree (men) M7 55 11 62 13 49 ()
(N) (365) (241) (338) (96) (144) (1184)
argee(women) 677 640 677 782 793  (848)
disagree (women) o 63 66 68 36 63 (19
(N) (536) (197) (337) (55) (111) (1236)

+ Linear direction of change, increase or decrease, is as expected.

# Probability of Mantel-Haenszel test for linear association. The no opinion category
has been omitted as the percentages of this category can be derived by subtracting
both agree and disagree categories from 100%.

Based on the results presented in Table 2, we can conclude that
level of education does not have the expected effects on marriage
and divorce values, however, on values concerning familial and kin-
ship matters the results are as expected. Thus, Hypothesis 1b does
not receive the same extent of support as that of Hypothesis la.
Part of this is due to our insistence of linear increase or decrease. In
fact, the college and graduate educated cohort was the one group
that distorted the picture. We will examine both Hypotheses 1a and
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1b later when we jointly consider relative effects of the three modern-

ization indicators in regression analysis.

A Reap

Does the level of education as one important indicator of mod-
ernization affect the respondents’ attitudes toward these family val-
ues? The answer to this question is a very restricted and qualified
yes. They are only restricted to a few values concerning divorce
and kinship matters. By and large, differences among different edu-
cational levels are there, but they are not in linear direction of
change as expected. Effects of education on female respondents’
attitudes toward these values are surprisingly nonexistent in the
sense that they are not linearly increasing or decreasing. If compar-
isons were made only on the two extreme levels of education, those
with elementary education and those with college education, then we
do observe significant differences among them. For this reason we
should conclude that the effects of modernization in terms of educa-
tion on family values occur only on comparisons between two
extreme categories. These results do not show clear support of
Hypothesis 1b as we intended.

Effects of Modernization on Family Values:
The Case of Urbanism

To assess the effects of urbanism as an indicator of moderniza-
tion, we classify our respondents on the basis of their place of resi-
dence into three groups: those from the largest and the most cosmo-
politan city of Taiwan, Taipei; those from other major cities; and
those from the rest of the island nation. Table 3 presents the results
of the comparisons among respondents from these three different
areas. Three outstanding observations can be made from this table.
First, significant effects in terms of linear increase or decrease of the
urbanism, in terms of the place of residence, appear to be more
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dispersed and to spread into all three categories of the family values
more than either level of education or cohort discussed above. Sec-
ond, the differential effects of gender seem more clear than the level
of education and cohort as well. For male respondents, with some
minor exceptions, the significant effects appear almost exclusively
on the family items, while, for female respondents, the same appear
for marriage and divorce and more limited for kinship items.
Third, urbanism clearly has a stronger effect for our female respon-
dents than their male counterparts.

Table 3 Effect of Urbanism and Gender on Family Values
Level of Urbanization of the Place of Residence

Family Values Chi* Rural ~ Major  Taipei N
Regions  Cities

MARRIAGE and DIVORCE
Financial security as agree (men) 535 55.5 410 (616)
marriage advantage disagree (men) 018 369 328 514 (445)
(N) (803) (229) (144) (1176)
agree(women) * 55.2 483 416 (619)
disagree(women) * 000 389 431 540 (507)
(N) (766) (232) (202 (1200)
Wanting children should get agree(men) 8 752 712 (897)
married disagree (men) 384 186 186 26 (230)
(N) (833) (226) (146) (1205)
agree(women)* 735 65.5 635 (869)
disagree (women) * 003 216 2.3 291 (293)
(N) (800) (232) (203) (1235)
Marriage without children agree (men) 608 615 55.5 (721)
not complete disagree (men) 244 288 264 363 (350)
: (N) (819) (231)  (146) (1196)
agree(women)* 649 637 558 (770)
disagree (women) 060 265 269 3L7 (334)

(N) (786) (234) (199 (1219)
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homosexuals couples right agree(men)* 120 121 123 (127)
to get married disagree (men)* 989 688 69.1 69.2 (728)
(N) (119) 207 (1300 (106)
agree (women) 142 114 195 (156)
disagree (women) * 018 69.3 65.2 589 (114)
(N) (684) (200 (185 (1070)
When marriage in trouble agree (men) 187 148 209 (223)
divorce better for kids disagree (men) 738 64.5 62.7 628 (783)
(N) (840) (236)  (148) (1224)
agree(women)* 194 20 275 (268)
disagree (women) * 000 643 544 512 (760)
(N) (814) (241) (207) (1262)
When marriage in trouble agree (men) * 350 381 419 (446)
divorce better for wives disagree (men) 014 43 356 358 (513)
(N) (839) (236)  (148)  (1223)
agree(women)* 369 417 481 (515)
disagree (women) * 000 4“3 332 23 (502)
(N) (814) (241) (208 (1263)
When marriage in trouble agree(men) 346 386 385 (438)
divorce better for husbands disagree (men) 046 467 381 392 (540)
(N) (839) (236) (48 (1223)
agree(women) * 44 46.1 476 (490)
disagree (women) * 000 42 299 260 (486)
(N) (814) (241) (208) (1263)
FAMILIAL
Single moms raised children agree (men)* 588 511 97 (666)
as well as couples disagree (men)* 015 309 335 395 (385)
(N) (811) (21 (4 (185
agree(women) 60.1 555 511 (704)
disagree (women) * 250 315 34 3538 (392)
(N) (769) (221 (@1  (1197)
Single dads raised children agree (men) 486 39.1 397 (535)
as well as couples disagree (men)* 007 401 462 493 (497)
(N) (801) (228)  (146)  (172)
agree(women) * u1 212 265 (375)
disagree (women) * 029 5.3 580 612 (667)

N) (754) (224) (léﬁ) (1174)
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Children are more trouble
than worth

Children interfere with
parents' freedom

Family less important in
modern society

Career more important than
family

People without children
lead empity life

KINSHIP
Not to fuss with family members
on money

agree(men)*
disagree(men)*
(N)

agree(women)
disagree (women)
(N)

agree(men)*
disagree (men)
(N)

agree(women)
disagree(women)
(N)

agree(men)*
disagree (men)*
(N)

agree(women)
disagree (women)*
(N)

agree(men) *
disagree (men)
N)
agree(women) *
disagree (women)
N)

agree (men)
disagree (men)*
N)
agree(women) *
disagree (women)*
N)

agree (men)
disagree (men)
(N)

agree(women)*
disagree (women)
N

01

247

023

020

226

340

069

013

067

018

28
611
(799)

328
9.7
(752)
33
559
(825)
400
5.6
(795)

94
360
(833)

71
362
(806)

165
159
(829)

101
202
(810)

65.7
23
(801)

66.5
%3
(786)

80.1
5.1
(836)
80.1
47
(806)

25
86
(220)

336
583
(223)

3.1
509
(230)

49
483
(234)

100
359
(231)

6.7
328
(238)

160
199
(231)

85
199
(236)

596
89
(228)

626
260
(221)

21
43
(233)
20
12
(236)

407
5.2
(145)

298
62.1
(198)

405
5l4
(148)

307
520
(204)
142
264
(148)

82
256
(207)

118
160
(144)

39
97
(206)

614
293
(140)

56.9
335
(197)

47
62
(146)

T4
34
(203)

(354)
(697)
(1164)

381)
702
1

7

IS=

(1173)

(458)
(654)
(1203)

(504)
(661)
(1233)

(122)
(422)
(1212)

(90)
(425)
(1251)

(191)
(201)
(1204)

(110)
(231)
(1252)

(748)
(294)
(1169)

(797)
(318)
(1210)

(947)
(62)
(1215)

(%61)
(62)
(1245)
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The more relatives the better agree(men) 8 722 65.8 (862)
disagree (men) A80 122 122 116 (147)
(N) (836) (230) (146) (1212)
agree(women)* 791 715 688 (948)
disagree(women)* 001 8.3 115 132 (121)
(N) (808) (233)  (205) (1248)
Not to refuse siblings request agree (men) 290 W7 %9 (329)
for aid disagree (men) 313 141 154 147 (171)
(N) (815) (227) (143) (1185)
agree (women) 241 202 204 (274)
disagre (women) 498 162 172 144 (194)
N) (772) (233)  (201) (1206)
Kin are best persons to ask agree (men) 588 348 60.3 (704)
for help disagree (men) 483 85 126 103 (115)
(N) (833) (230)  (146) (1209)
agree(women) 610 5.1 655 (761)
disagree(women) 07 80 81 68 (98)
(N) (811) (235) (206) (1252)
Most trustworthy are still kin agree(men) 12 719 813 (872)
disagree(men) 158 51 75 63 (73)
(N) (830) (228)  (144)  (1202)
agree(women) 683 66.2 734 (860)
disagree(women) 074 12 i 19 (80)
(N) (810) (234) (20 (1251)

+ Linear direction of change, increase or decrease, is as expected.

# Probability of Mantel-Haenszel test for linear association. The no opinion cate-
gory has been omitted as the percentages of this category can be derived by
subtracting both agree and disagree categories from 100%.

Specifically, we see that our more urbanized male respondents
are more likely than their less urbanized counterparts to agree that
“children are more trouble than they are worth,” “children tend to
interfere with parents’ freedom,” and “the family is less important in
modern society.” All of these are a clear departure from the more
traditional values of filial piety (i.e., bearing a son to carry family
names). For women respondents, our more urbanized respondents
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are more likely than their less urbanized counterparts to agree that
“divorce from a bad marriage is better for children, for wives, and
for husbands” and less likely to agree that “financial security is an

» o

advantage of a marriage,” “marriage without children is not com-

» o

plete,” “not to fuss with family members on money,” and “the more
relatives the better.” Our more urbanized female respondents, like
their male counterparts, show a clear departure from the more tradi-
tional family values of kinship and marriage.

What do these findings mean in terms of Hypothesis 1c? First,
we see that urbanism seems to have the greatest effects on our
female respondents on marriage and divorce values. This is as
predicted by Hypothesis 1c and Hypothesis 2. We shall return to
this point later. Second, we also see urbanism having a more signifi-
cant effects on familial values, especially for our male respondents.
This is contrary to the prediction of Hypothesis lc. Third, the
effect of urbanism on kinship values is still quite limited. This is as
prediction by Hypothesis 1c.

A Recap

The effects of urbanism are clearly more dispersed and, there-
fore, more pervasive than either level of education or cohort. It has
a greater effect on female respondents than their male counterparts
in terms of the number of significant effects. However, the signifi-
cant effects of urbanism on women are almost exclusively limited to
matters on marriage and divorce, and on some limited kinship items.
On the other hand, the significant effects of urbanism on men tend to
be restrictive on familial items.

Effects of Modernization on Family Values:
The Case of Simultaneous Consideration of Cohort,
Level of Education, Urbanism and Gender

From the above discussion, it seems clear that the effects of each
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of the modernization indicators, cohort, level of education, and
urbanism, on family values are somewhat different from one
another. Cohort’ effects are more concentrated. Level of educa-
tion to our surprise does not seem to show many overall effects.
Urbanism shows dispersed and widespread effects and also shows a
stronger effect for women than men as well. To explore the collec-
tive and differential effects of these modernization indicators further
and to examine the hypothesis of greater modernization effects for
women, we ran three separate regression analyses. First, we includ-
ed these three modernization indicators as independent variables
with sex and marital status as control variables. The control vari-
able sex was taken out from the second and the third regression ana-
lyses where the former was limited to male respondents and the
latter female respondents respectively. In each of these three regres-
sion analyses, all family values discussed above and reported in
Tables 1, 2, and 3 are used as dependent variables and are examined
one at a time. A natural question can be raised concerning our
treatment of the dependent variables. The question is: why not cre-
ate indices of these value items by combing them in someway
through such techniques as factor analysis, scale construction, etc.
There are a number of reasons why we did not choose to do so.
First, we grouped those items on the basis of what they represent and
pertain to on theoretical ground, instead of using statistical proce-
dures to group them. Second, these items represents different
aspects of each category. Grouping them as indices though may
increase R square of the dependent variables, detailed information
on each item may get lost in the process. Third, by combing these
items, we will not be able to differentiate those significant items
from those not significant. The results of these analyses are report-
ed in Table 4.
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Table 4 Effect of Modernization on Family Values:

A Regression Analysis

Marital Sex Urbanism  Education ~ Age R Square
Family Value (married)* (female)®  (high (high)* (old)®
MARRIAGE and DIVORCE
Financial security as -.152 =070 -000-) —267(-)@ .008*(+) .136**
marriage advantage (agree) men  —.170 031 —242 003 102**
women —.130 —034 —291° 013 A76%
Wanting children should -142 —181 -018(=)  -110%(=)  018°(+) 094
get married (agree) men —216* 020 —095* 018* 096**
women —.032 -049 —134 o 090%
When marriage in trouble 204 189* J01%(+)  14d(+)  —-011%(-) 084t
divorce better for kids (agree) men 197 044 094 - 010* 046*
women 240 148* 201 -1 q23%*
When marriage in trouble 094 073 JIM4) 094%(+)  -015°(=) 060"
divorce better for wives (agree) men 175 135* 075* -019* 040**
women —.014 146° 115* ~.020* 084**
When marriage in trouble 17 Jre J44t(+)  098%(+)  —013%(=)  059*
divorce better for husbands  men 156 100 081 - 008* 031+
(agree) women 070 183 114 -9 092
Homosexuals couples .168* 10 036(+) 093%(+) —.005%(-) .039**
right to get married (agree) ~ men 301 -.024 058° —.004 032¢¢
women — 027 083 143 — 006 056
FAMILIAL
Single moms raised children 20 043 —062(+)  —054(+) 008* (=) 016%*
as well as couples (agree) men 204* —-104°¢ —069'¢ 009°# 029**
women 239" -026 —038 006 009
Single dads raised children 3200 =254 09T+ —014) 005(=)  .033**
as well as couples (agree) men 263 -125%% ~053 004 0200
women .374* - 076 039 007 019**
Children are more 199* 036 058*(+)  —075%(+) —000=)  012**
trouble than worth (agree) men A7 118 =101 —002 021+
women 211 003 —042 003 006
Children interfere with 140 024 057(+) 000(+)  —.007*(=) .014**
parents’ freedom (agree) men 128 050 -017 =i 019
women 140 059 025 —003 010
Marriage without children -103 025 007(=)  =031(=) 023°(+) 075
incomplete (agree) men  -.150 058 -013 021t 064°*
women — 034 —.036 ~054 025* 091%*
People without children -1 —055 -015(-) -18%-)  02%(+) 142
lead empty life (agree) men —.333* -019 -.067* 019* 107
women —.167 =007 -.180° 024 187+
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Family less important in 021 032 075%(+)  —020(4)  —003(-) 008
modern society (agree) men 104 063* 008 002 008
women —.177* 086° -033 —.008* 025
Career more important -.09% —-130* M) —021(+) 003(-) 015
than family (agree) men  —.036 —034 -017 003 006
women —.173* 061" -022 002 019+
KINSHIP
Not to fuss with family -030 - 030 —035(=)  —085%=)  007(+)  029*
members on money (agree) men —l1I1 =017 —056* 003 020**
women 070 -051 -.054* e 043+
The more relatives —105 053 -047(=)  =107%(=)  017f(+) 082t
the better (agree) men  —.063 —-022 —094* 04 050°*
women —.164 =070 =18t o 121
Not to refuse siblings 079 ~ (76 =017(=) 024(=) 005*(+) .006**
request for aid (agree) men  —.037 - 036 021 005 005
women .241° 002 2 004 010
Kin are best persons 029 068 026(-) 003(=) 003(+) 003
to ask for help (agree) men  —(018 —003 -.000 003 001
women 093 052 003 003 004
Most trustworthy are 073 —023 A056(-) 028(-) 006%(+) .008**
still kin (agree) men 007 027 033 003 004
women 178 081 021 009 016**

a: Marital status is coded as 1 = married, 0 =not currently married.

b:  Sex is coded as 1=male, 2=female.

c:  Urban is coded as those in Tables 1—3, 1=rural regions, 2=major cities, and 3=
Taipei.

d: Education is coded the same as those in Tables 1-3, the higher is the value, the
higher is the level of education.

*: Indicate statistically significant at 0.5 level, t test, two tail for marital status and
sex, one tail for urban, education, and age.

# Indicating statistically significant effect but in opposite direction from predicted.

@: Indicate the expected direction of effect, positive or negative.

++: Indicating F test for the statistical significance of R square.

For ease of presentation and for the purpose of examining the
research hypotheses stated in this study, we can focus our attention
by looking at the results from Table 4 in four major ways. First, we
shall focus on the differential effects of these three modernization
indicators: urbanism, education and cohort. Which of these three
modernization indicators when considered simultaneously seem to
exert a greater effect on overall family values? Second, we shall
focus on examining Hypotheses la, 1b and lc. These hypotheses
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state that modernization (indicators) should have significant effects
on values pertaining to marriage and divorce matters (whether men
or women) but should have no significant effects on values pertaining
to familial and kinship matters. How do the results presented in
Table 4 stacked up to these hypotheses? Third, we shall focus on the
differential effects of modernization for men and for women as
stated in Hypothesis 2? Fourth and finally, we shall highlight those
value items that show more consistent change and those items that
persist without being affected by the modernization process. In the
remainder of this section, we shall discuss each of these questions in
turn.

The first question we raised above is: which of the three modern-
ization indicator seems to exert a greater effect on overall family
values. An examination of Table 4 shows “age” to have the
greatest overall effect followed closely by “education” with “urban-
ism” as a distant third. This is based on the number of overall sig-
nificant effects. Of the 57 equations presented in Table 4, “age”
shows having a significant effect on 31 of them, with “education” on
27 of them and “urbanism” 14 of them. If we restrict ourselves on
items pertaining to marriage and divorce matters, then education
shows a slightly higher effect. In the hindsight, this seems to make
sense in that both education and age reflect longitudinal nature of a
person’s life while urbanism is more cross-sectional in nature.

The second focus is on examining Hypotheses la, 1b, and lc.
For these hypotheses to be supported as can be recalled we should
observe significant effects of each of these modernization indicators
on value items pertaining to marriage and divorce matters but no
significant effects on value items pertaining to familial and kinship
matters. With some exceptions, such as “marriage without children
incomplete,” “people without children lead empty life,” and “the
more relatives the better,” Hypothesis la, the effect of age, seems to
receive a very definite support from results shown in Table 4. With
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the exceptions of items such as “people without children lead empty
life,” “not to fuss with family members on money,” and “the more
relatives the better,” Hypothesis 1b, the effect of education, also
receive strong support from the results. With some minor excep-
tions, Hypothesis 1c, the effect of urbanism, receives a modest sup-
port from the results. All of the above discussion is based on the
number of expected, positive or negative indicated in the parentheses
of each variable, significant effect.

The third question we raised above is the differential effect of
modernization on family values for men and for women. Hypothe-
sis 2 states that modernization should exert a greater effect on fam-
ily values for women than for men. We can use two types of infor-
mation shown in Table 4 to support this hypothesis. First, since we
ran the exact same variables in each of the 19 equations for men and
for women, we can compare the number of expected significant
effects of each. In this case, we expect to see a higher number of
significant effects for women than for men. The second piece of
information that can help determine this is to see the R squares on
those equations for women and for men. Equations for women
should show higher R squares than same equations for men. Let us
proceed to see if both of these are indeed the case.

Of the 19 equations, each with three modernization variables, for
a total of 57 variables compared, the total number of significant
effects for women is 26, or 45.6% while for men it is 20, or 35.1%. In
terms of the R square comparison, of the 19 equations compared, 12
of them show a higher R square for women while on five of them
show higher R square for men with two not significant difference.
Thus, we should conclude that overall, modernization does have a
modestly higher effect on family values for women than for men.

Fourth and finally, what family values items examined in this
study seem to receive more consistent change and what items seem
to persist without change? If we were to restrict ourselves on those
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family value items that receive significant effects by all three mod-
ernization indicators in at least two of the three equations as consist-
ent change, then we see the following family value items:

“When marriage in trouble divorce better for kids.”
“When marriage in trouble divorce better for wives.”

“When marriage in trouble divorce better for husbands.”

All three of these are about divorce being better than staying in trou-
ble marriage. In singling out those family value items that seem to
persist without change, if we were to restrict ourselves to those
receive not more than one significant expected direction of effect
from any of the three modernization indicators, then we observe the
following family value items:

“Single moms raised children as well as couples.”
“Single dads raised children as well as couples.”
“Children are more trouble than worth.”
“Children interfer with parents’ freedom.”
“Marriage without children incomplete.”

“Career more important than family.”

“Not to refuse siblings request for aid.”

“Most trustworthy are still kin.”

All of the above items are either familiar or kinship matters. This
is another way of showing support to the first set of hypotheses.

Conclusion

In this paper, we use cohort, level of education, and urbanism in
terms of place of residence of respondents from the 1991 Social
Change Survey conducted by the Institute of Ethnology, Academia
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Sinica to tap the modernization effects on family values. We found
that younger, more educated, and more urbanized respondents clear-
ly exhibit more modernized family orientation than their older, less
educated, and less urbanized counterparts. However, this effect is
most likely to be limited to the modern, individualistic-oriented val-
ues items shown in this study in terms of their attitudes toward mar-
riage and divorce and especially on divorce. However, when it comes
to the matters concerning the family itself, and the kinship in particu-
lar, no truly consistently significant differences are exhibited
between our younger, more educated, and more urbanized respon-
dents and their older, less educated, and less urbanized counterparts.
Chinese family and kinship values once again appear to persist,
despite the rapid social change and high economic growth that Tai-
wan has been undergoing during the last few decades. This major
finding is quite consistent with the findings by Redding (1993) on
Chinese (family) business enterprises and even the Chinese style insti-
tutions of higher learning found by Lin and his associates (Lin et al.,
1995). However, when comparison is made on the effects of modern-
ization on family values between men and women, we found the
effects to be greater for women than for men as we expected it to be.

However, it must be pointed out that even though modernization
seems to have significant and expected effects on family values con-
cerning marriage and divorce, we also need to pay attention to the
level of approvals. With the exception of the youngest cohort, those
between 21 and 24 years of age, the general levels of approval or
agreement to these statements asked are only around one third.
This brings out the weaknesses and the contributions this paper pro-
vides. The weaknesses are obvious. We do not know how much
changes these approval percentages represent over time. It would
definitely be much better if we could make statements like: these
changes represent “x” percentage points increase or decrease over

won

y"” period of time. However, we have in this study set the tone and
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established the benchmarks for cross-cultural and future compari-
sons. We think this is as much a contribution as assessing the
effects of modernization on family values.
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Changes in the Taiwan People’s
Concept of Filial Piety

Kuang-Hui Yeh

Abstract

When local scholars discussed the topic of changes in the Tai-
wanese concept of filial piety prior to 1984, their discussions exhibited
two shortcomings. The first problem was that most scholars lacked
empirical evidence to support their viewpoints. The second problem was
that even if researchers possessed empirical evidence, they had few
adults as subjects, and did not use a theoretical framework designed for
the Specific topic resulting in inconsistent research. In dealing with
these shortcomings, this paper presents a preliminary model containing
four factors (authority, affection, exchange, and religion) that contribute
to changes in a person’s filial concept. This study analyses data from the
Taiwan Social Change Survey (1994). The findings indicate that in the
last decade, the processes of industrialization, urbanization, democratiza-
tion, and pluralization in Taiwan’s society have weakened the authority
and exchange links between parents and children. These changes have
decreased the importance of the “i-chi-shun-chin” and “hu-chin-jung-
chin” filial concepts. However, the “tsun-chin-ken-chin” and “feng-yang-
chi-nien” filial concepts remain highly important due to sustained or
strengthened religious functions and links of affection between parents
and children.
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BUREFEAERART AR (B 73 £, T8 4E. 79 FE K 81 FEHIEA])
HEFTT, BB G ERREREAT Rt & B AT E AR,
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MR, RiiEHEEEHRRA Mk, %@ At
TirRR, FREPRERSRAEEEER, FSBERERRAE
BAEREELgd, REFESEEHENRER, # Litaks
AE BT, HEERSANCERERNREERNIER N, L.
ZAHERERE Wi & PR R TR,

A8 P st 3 {1 B = s B A V) AR RO R RE O R B, PRI
TERAE, FEBEPILERR R R S 2R (E R AR R
MHEARTR, ERASERRLEPEREYE, KEoES, TR
2 ERRE R R AR R M R RTR, MRS R
HiRME, B TRMEER [GEtEi G8BRAREN | AIHM
L, RN G BRI EBR R,

= BEFE

HRRE R REREE

AR IR ER [GEtEt B EAFANE | W
SRR ERBEIT TR AR R KR AR FE AR R AE 1994 FR9E
AHABENREZH, RERH=ZREED &SRS iR R R E T
B B—REBRRELGI, StmbcEE, KaEEpTErIR AR
ST A AT THEER, 55— PEBR DARThA H A9 R I rh i A
HE, 5=REBCR DU AR B BT P 2R R, Hrh AR
B BATAOHMER, MR AR BT AR/ INREE B (pps) HITTZGEST,
AR RAHIR AR IS I RFHZEIEATH AR 9272
A, TSR ABES 4000 A, IS RFAERTEHLE S MERS
CrfufEfEmH R, RIEEREHEERIIA B 2000 A,
ERNERTRRAY, ERE T CULEEE) #1853 A, TifEE I
(REAE) £51862 N, &5t 3716 N, AL AMEERBILHE I
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CULEER) 36 1853 ARIEHL, iELERPRHEDE i TR i Fele 2w
RITMFEATER. R, PR YRGS R E AT
HITIE, BRIETERR, it g 8B A AR /e AR 7Es)
M, AFEREE R TIE. HgEERARE, 5%
B B T RER R R LAME R,

EWREIE

ARG TR RIS [ 09 REME S RE
d, BRSSO E B EESNEM . AR
HSR R R, SR REEAISA (1989) FrimimZ(T
BEEUTR, BRSANZTREFGHEMDT. U8, FERES
RINSRIFEED, RE NG ERAEGRL, SREMTEZ
RSO RS, BRI EETIE RN, AR
HRRE - FESE IR B 52 REREE, RIS R AT S
EAHTEH TSBBE). (MIDEE). [E8588] & (555
PO B R L R, AR LR R E RO E TS
d, ARIEGHER RS TR 3 M (FvE /), e
A AS R R EW A TAMBE SR, Hh, £—. ZEBD
B SRS s, B, W, /NEBRE (DI R,
BE, AEBLE [EBRES) RS, Bt WERRE [
B IRAEE, AR RMSENEEE S ERaRE ],
TFEARBHZRAEMENEL U TEEEA S 4G E (R
fi, [FIREGE T0) Bl [4) &S, BH—HRREARERZNT
EIEE, Hh [0) xR [FEE], [4] Fox [EHEE], SBEH
HOREREL, A (1] B (3] BIABURERECEE TR HfHE
EEE, SN, RE EER [TREEE]. (TEEES 55
TR RS BRI, BRItz s, AR T HERE
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Fifs 1 PV EARELE G, (FRAFSET ARG 2,

EMEEE
RFFEHETATHIE DR G IR 20 52 _LZE 64 UL THIR
TREBHRE RATE RIS, 2EAREEARUS 1853 A, HPBHLL
47%; TN 53%. REMEST, 20~29 5k 21.9%. 30~39 ik
36.49%. 40~495%1524.6%. 50~595%111.7%. 60~64 3% 145.5%.
BHBAAMR5685%. FEEFRM15.2%. ARESAET415.1%.
FAERT0.9%. HAM50.3%, HKIBMEKBLIE S, AIRIFE18.2%.
EIB76.4%. FIE50.3%. BRSNS E12.8%. BLfEEM(42.2%,
FEHEREAE, NERUATRERE2.7%. BFPREN14.3.
BT R (L 31.6% . KEIZEHE(G 22.6%. HHTEATRERELL &AL 1.
6% FIRFETRATERTRAESEE (AoEI2F8ER (1994)
ERRIVFHERITIRE) MR EMEEEN. (U ERAHE B
HIRREA, AHFFEERAME AT 1F RS & It IE A R AS,

M. HRHEREE R

EEFEBSEBIETY

FRAORITEIRS SR By, BRETEEBRORIRERY, Rl E ARG
RA SRR T, MEARHAEEERIEGEESEA (B
fiE. FEUME, HBEAT 1989) RBMHETRE, HEENXFEMFTRE
ERIEA, FIRFFE AR AR B R RS AR R, A,
HEUBREANRAETHRERLENSEEYE, NHEENEHE
BB SRR, B, ARHFERSRBRPARR, 1
SE LA RE PO B AR R O A B LU S o R B R HH ERAR 2,
HEA T BRI LU F DAY S S B ey [
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R, [FIFIE L A AR SUR] DU B B R S 17 T L ) R e
PRFRAINAGREAR, AL ERRERZERE, MAUEREHE
TEENSFEE,

ERREEEAEF SR RRBEEROAMGER (RE2),
ALARBLL [RGEM, TEERSE, SHEFR] & [HIBH
BRECRLERS] EMETMER [BHEE] iR, 88
0% L, TEEHMEEREMRIMR [TBHEE ] Rt
. BRAEHERCTH HAFE] k [BEBR] fREDRESR
SEEBRRRERNZENE, EMEZR -RERREEEE
SHRRRLES, BERR, EAL, REBYH (HEFR] 8 [Fa
B mEEEBRCHANCER, FERZNRNRIEEER IS
R ER R EE R B, ERTERS R, R R
EFRER, SFHEESCRERER), HIGEMEEEB SRS
MR REER, HR, £ MR RNARLE, (hRERFM
] & [EEXGEMMAEEERTE] EREL, FMER [TEHE
| BT 50% 1T, [FIREHAEHAR FEHMARLUR [EHE
2| metplEE, ERRRENRS S BRREER G (85
KiE] B BRG] BOKERE, AFEZEER, HIEX
TR B S E BT SY . FIRRR, (FH R SR
B [BRR] WHEEBRSHNCER, 0t meilmgm
RIF R E, BECHERE R ERZE,

ERAE [RTERXRET, RAMIEEFE] K [HEEER
BREDLERE ] EMERE R WEERE L, GERR
EAEERNOSMHLLFIEETE, BrafaBaRZEhERE
WER, BEE [REERNCEHEE—E]| 8RS TRRFER] &
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FEBC L, SERRELEEENSALAEHREE [FEE] Ik
RAES, (EMARAEE IS, &R R R R R ER R
PR, BREEARBERERILEBIG % %, (BB ERLEIAIA 2
KNS (AR 1), Hpdiiee— (g BEEmREREER, ET
W CHTR R, $HE ERRTERAY [REH ). [598) R [RERAER]
FEIRFEBORLER, (FERS ERERZ IR ERRFERR,
IR RSB AR A 4R HORE ) S IR BRI 55, PRI L SRBERG 1
TR, PRIECACHA R R SR AT B IE R, TR hE =H#E
BoREREEEZFENZERR RS, REE [RTEREA,
EOE—ERF | WA [ORER] 15, RE HEEANER,
ERA RG] K TICIER] RowEEiat, a1
LB 33% B 26%RIARE [MEE |, BIBENE [(TEE] kR,
ERRERFEB ST X TS EER R, DR ERRE
RS IR A B S ERIE R 7. CHELEERBETREL
FIEEA T SRR, DR RAEARE TR, EaMit&R
WK, ERAORS R R LAERARR, T [EEEEA ® TSR
B WEEEBSNLER, (FERREEEZEMEFAEREE
F9, SRTE B BRI B B AR A R, SRR, R REEER
REEARE ARG ER AR, EMEZERCRERWEE,
B AT SRIRE A R R

AR £ B i W B H A i S ) B B PR, (i
EHRRET R A ERE, AHFIEAE L ARER R 25 BEFA
(1989) FRFERIEIIFIEZRE, FRITIAEES F LART R (51 8B a i [ 358
TREEEHAS | ORI (EESER R, BEE THE
Rl EB S, R A R AR tlE e 2 E i e f - AR
HORRREFE T [ 2 ETRAREE | RIZERIER, #HER 2 fr 23R,
A LABEER BN G 1 S AR AU R S R S RE L ) PR R, B
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EAHFERC L ATBUR R BRI, BlmS, A
B SERIHE SR — B, EREWE AR R8RS, ELE
RORFRIGEE S @ SRR T, HEREE (8] 2R, &
BN LR BB B R R B R B S I ER, T 8By
FEW RIS E R R0 H AL,

OFEBSHERSE

HR AR ERSEE RNE HREESE A RS, HuEEE
FERRAHEAA R RRORREEE R SRR, K, &
ek Bl $HE N E R B R R, BRI E — PR A TE
RS FERSEAE TR, TEETRRREERRER, S UESEE
SEEHNRE L, WEERE (EER]. [THRZEE] & [TEE
E% | FEHEOEEER, ARG TEMIGR, —HERRGImER
(listwise deletion) BI=UINAMIER, HERUZEI TG 1423
PR AEIT T, HPRERERABIAEE R, BLETEE
B (cross validation) #ItGER, DRI, ASHHZERE JEREREEIAE
A AR RAFE ST (confirmatory factor analysis) 4R
BRI A G B, ACHRA A R S FR AL RN G i
(AGLS) fhizt 2%, fRBHFRER 97.44, P EZFR 001, EfHER
AFER TE HARRY, (BRI AR 6 520 AR WA 0 T 4ok
(Bentler & Bonett, 1980; Gerbing & Anderson, 1993), A&k
BB, BIRIRA SRR R AT T IR R BRI, HERRERE
(AR5, T A B2 A6E R 2 S RELU VA B AT O

2 AE b MEAR A AR BOR 200 M A R BRAZ F, R1FF V18 27.32, P fER.20,
HHEE kMR ARG RO TR, EREEIHAMER, B4, H—
MREARBRG E MBI ENRES 70T, GFL.98; AGFL .95; NFI: .86; NNFI:
.95; CFL: .97,
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e, MERsE] Rk [HEHEH] mERX.
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EUbRER, TEHTRIBRRIAEARER S, RN AREL
WEREARM, Fit, HRARAEEES LR, —RERR
FEE RS (GFD) SGEHBRIEEEER (AGFD A2E, R
FRERITIERIA/ N W2 3 HHEHE RS BIEEHESR, GFI 8 AGFI
HE 94 UL, SRILEE AR E T LU Y. 3[R th 3 A Y
HRFEA PR —E Ocl) BE=AE (x3) WEFER, B (x2)
EAEEPU{E (cd) VEAERFRRIARES] 85 DL EAYRIERE, SO RBEEE
VU PRI SR AR B e B AT R 3R

BRI, AT IR [ — AU ok B — Y5, IRENFER A A E
— IRz EIEANMR (RS R AR R (&1 B £2), BRI EEE
—FERIEE M (e]) B (x3) BFERFR, REME (x2) HE
PafE (xd) EEERISR, WEFMREE, Kl ERPREAKEYE
BT P TIR B K (cross validation ) £&38, HHF 4 AUHEGETHE
RZYMhEHERR, HEEERHSEEARN GFI 8 AGFI th#E
#|.93 LA E, B HEATEARERAT SRR BRI, AN B R R
HONREREE, RIS RIS — PR E R A AR, B EEER
FREBREANRRIVE, WSl [SREE ] SRS,
[FEREE] Kk [BHGE] AR, EESE—ROBERERD, 5
— B = (R R o S VUMERISE, RIS S5 4 e s b
HIRFTERE, EmEREENEREERAS SR, KHRG kG
5 TR | Kk [IFERYE | KK, mioHk [EREs
S RRAVEE, FERBAZE R EER AR AKR
B EBS, Hit, FHEBEU BLEEBE] FHREE; i
B THIEGES S | IRAOREH, EEEMPICRER SR IERE
HEZRENZERE, Fit, APESEL 88 EHE | KR,
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3 FEBLEA R R A EREE R T R HIER 2 MR

HAM £4f BHHE p GFI  AGFI NFI NNFI CFI
712 97.436 21 .001 973 942 868  .813 .89l

SWAEFHE AR
RAHEL RS BRHE(L AR
LY 1.000 a .847
LY21 1.131(.051) .853
LY 32 1.000 a 115
LY 42 1.092(.065) 745
LY 53 1.000 a .880
LY 63 .755(.051) .761
LY 74 1.000 a .726
LY 82 .893(.059) .559
LY 94 1.014(.048) 730
TE1 .247(.031) .282
TE22 .301(.042) 271
TE 33 .860(.071) .489
TE 44 .860(.084) .445
TE 55 .258(.053) .268
TE 66 .369(.035) 225
TETT .771(.071) 473
TE 88 1.579(.085) .687
TE99 .776(.064) .468
PSii 630(.067) 1.000
BSi21 .347(.036) .462
PS22 .899(.080) 1.000
PSi31 .638(.049) .853
PSi32 .492(.042) .550
PS33 .888(.069) 1.000
PS 41 .441(.043) .600
PS 42 .746(.056) .873
PS 43 .644(.044) 737
PS 44 .859(.074) 1.000

a FEMNBF RN, M2 MhMARE, MEER,
+ A SBUEEEAR 0, {53155 AGLS: Generalized least square method (based on
arbitrary distribution theory, asyptotically distribution free theory),
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Y, AEFEFESREASEEE
& REFEBE R A& ERE B 0 il 55— P B E R SR AR R R BR 22 D
5
n: RRFERCMROEE—FEOBERRE, SR EHEE] (1S
N, [Fsd] R [FHARE ] MERE,
LY, RS i REEEAES j (B2 — R BER AR R AfT i,
&1 RS j 55 —REAYTEE BRI 3R Ak ey 5 — RS F TR AE PR SR AR MR O RR 2 4
5o
GAy: REREE (B3 —PERETERIRAES k {H —REAIEE R SRR 3% & it
& REF S RRMWIEE —FEEERR, 5088 [BoFEiE | k
[#BEZEH ] MERE,
PH,,: W5 REATEAER R B A B (R 3

B = i R e A R SRR Y
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# 4 FEBUEHVR SR AR M RR ST R R 2 Bl HE

Al sA% £4E BEE P GFI AGFI NFI NNFI CFI
B4 712 102.93 22 .001 972 .942 .860 .811 .884
BA 711 119.46 22 .001 1968  .934 807  .727 .833

SWIEFHE RIS
B B
REHELRE (LR RIRHEACARS BR{LARE
LY 11 1.000 a .843 1.000 a .821
Ly21 1.145(.051) .854 1.225(.065) .843
LY 32 1.000 a 715 1.000 a .661
LY 42 1.105(.065) .751 1.008(.073) .639
LY 53 1.000 a .889 1.000 a .873
LY 63 .728(.049) .757 .648(.052) .683
LY 74 1.000 a .745 1.000 a .708
LY 82 .867(.058) 542 1.055(.078) .591
LY 94 1.020(.050) .751 1.104(.057) 785
TE11 .248(.031) .289 .210(.031) .325
TE22 .297(.042) .271 .267(.037) .291
TE 33 .861(.071) .490 .975(.077) .563
TE 44 .848(.084) .436 1.114(.077) .590
TE55 .241(.050) -209 .220(.040) .287
TE 66 .361(.034) .428 .340(.032) .533
TE77 .720(.068) .445 .845(.068) .498
TE 88 1.618(.083) .706 1.574(.092) .651
TES9 .721(.060) 436 .646(.068) .384
GA 11 .657(.043) .843 .595(.045) 900
GA 22 .788(.042) .831 .760(.046) .873
GA 31 -955(.036) 1.000 .792(.037) .942
GA 42 .948(.037) 1.000 .921(.039) 1.000
PS11 .176(.033) .291 -080(.027) 189
PS 22 .278(.053) -309 115(.058) .237
PSi33 .000(.033) -000 .070(.043) 112
PS 44 -000(.024) -000 .192(.058) -000
PH 11 1.000 a 1.000 1.000a 1.000
PH 21 .699(.030) .699 .675(.029) 675
PH 22 1.000 a 1.000 1.000 a 1.000

a FEN M BEHER, ROSURBEARE, REEs,
+ B PS 33 4%, FrE 28 EE AR 0, 5317588 AGLS: Generalized least square method
(based on arbitrary distribution theory, asyptotically distribution free theory),
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SRR O SR LA B SRR A R ST
&, DUE—SIRARE LA D SEE L EBSEE LRI E, ER
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groups) BEAYIIAT, HEIR E U A BEERAT BB AR B B AS RO R,
{ERELHMB RN, 2OWEREEERREEE B R
TERORRAR, LHRSEHES FEE TR R MR, K TR
A D EIER R TR AN R E B S 3 BT,

(31

HSERA IR R BRI, 3R 5 ATLAREIES — R — R
HAEEEHERR L, BT [EHSEE] AR, WRIRENPE
BAREEEIREAEL | AR EER L, MRBERAMERAR
FHNEEEEBE, EEE RN, HHllRTRAREE=!
(DA R R EB S P A E SRR T AIERGE, (BESRERR
EH, RRRTHLGAEARARENES, RRASEARN
WG, QEERIELRFAENET, CRAINESZERSREPAE
W [RBH] —3F, BIEHCHRBRERE, EHMERSENEREL
MEATE, REREK [XR] —FIHES (A% 5EF, KHitH
RIMARRIEE T HEW [A%] MEREE, GHISIFERE Eit g
R EGAEER, SRETRIANA T 2 ARSI T A
R H R EB S ERZE.
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HRB st B E B B S IR R, 3R 5 HRRILIEE,
HE TR N S R R AR R AR B K HE L Hrp e[
HBE B [EREE] SR oFElic] wREL, S0
ZREAR 0EUT) HERNZABAKERESHENNZER T,
BRIk, 1€ MNCIES] Smr [#B8Ele] WEELE, R
TEEEECHY (50 BRUAT) HEARAZ AR AR A E S A M2 8 BIe,
TR @R EEARE L, BRT B4 B R /NS [ 1 5 e X
(cohort) ZERS, HE—[EHEZZMME 25 & RREEHR
Wit (acculturation) HEMAMHE, —MRME, FEEHLIER
XA S E R AR 2R, INEIZ B LAYEE, AR R R ER
PERE, Rk, bl RIEF KB i 2t € 2B AH R
R ESRRANERE, RERY [EEFEHE | WERE
EL, RREHERANTER, ERE BL0FEES] WERRZER
Mg b, EERNER SSRGS AR R R A, (B
ETRER ZHAE F R RARE, MERETREERBIEG
RS &, RMGER T HR A RNZERRE R,

3.HERE

B RATEE R R R B T HRR, R 5 PR LUAE
B, BRT [RESSE] R, BERE I AR
RV EREERIBE KL b, BB AR AR AR T A
THEE, HPEns (SR k [(FRES] SR BoEEl
2l AR, AHEEEELEREEEFRRER, EHE [
NEss | M gl WEE, HROAREHEREEL
BHEREERTER. IRHEEZESHETHE FREREEN
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faftz —, MHRACIEZEE T B, A Liss R miresz
BREPERRNEREZEE, THREAHEEREL LR,
A2 AL & 2R EAROR R, WME [#8FEse] b
WEGREE, EARZRAERE N MBHEREE, ERE (%
LEFEBE] b, ARRBPEENROEE, WAGZE &8
THRRRAIAREE, MRRZEREIREFENER, SERERE
il A REERER R L REESN T, RItEEERE
EBEMERE L, SERESRB NI,

4 EAERER R FHRA

AL R, R AT DB 5 S ik € A R
HR(EAERS ZHRARGREROTE, FHEBEARRENERT
N BT A ST, SRR R IR R E T iR 5
DB R ES A 808 [ S8R | 1 [R5
FWL L EBE ] MRR, MEEBEPENE, MR
S E A SR A FBEMA B EERUERANEEB S, Bomn
18NSR A F A S A R T, M R S e A R R
X, HicHeRS [EREBS ] ARNERES T T EWEEEERH
ROR, (HRA SRR B — B R S,

5. FERfRMEE
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Intergenerational Transmission
of Harsh Parenting

Chyi-In Wu and Meei-Ying Kao

Abstract

A social learning model was developed to investigate intergener-
ational transmission of harsh parenting. The model was tested by a
major sample with 391 two-parent families and an additional sample
with 71 two-parent families. In the study, each family in the major sam-
ple had at least one male or female adolescent (all between 11 and 16
years old). The second generation (the parents) was the only respon-
dents who participated in a face-to-face nationwide household survey.
In addition, a telephone survey was conducted to collect data related to
harsh parenting. This telephone survey also interviewed the parents.
Using the Path Analysis method, the analyses of the present study
showed that the more frequently the grandparents harshly parented
their children, the higher the possibility that their children (the parents)
would use the same strategies to rear their offsprings. Moreover, edu-
cation is a critical variable which could decrease the behavior of harsh
parenting.
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Structural Constraint, Movement
Participation, and Dissent Ideology:
A Preliminary Study of the Social Structural
Bases of Party Support in Taiwan

Fu-Chang Wang

Abstract

This paper proposes to uncover the micro-social structural bases of
socio-political change in Taiwan during the 1980s. This paper points out
that previous studies on changes in party politics have tended to explain
shifts in party support among the populace by their transformed politi-
cal ideology, without examining the “process” of their transformations.
The acquisition of dissenting ideologies, which includes democratic val-
ues, pro-Taiwan-independence attitudes, and ethnic consciousness is in
fact a “result” of frequently participating in opposition movements. The
issue, then, is: why did more people participate in opposition movements
in 1980s? In contrast to arguments that emphasize increased motivation
for participation as a result of regime permissiveness, this paper sug-
gests an alternative structural explanation by arguing that people par-
ticipated more because more of them became “structurally available”,
which in turn was a result of economic change. Due to changes in eco-
nomic structure, the reduction of working hours, and higher educational
attainment, people had more discretionary time to spend in extra-
curricular activities, and hence were more likely to participate in opposi-
tion movements in the 1980s. This constitutes the social structural basis
of socio-political change in Taiwan. By analyzing the “Taiwan Social
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Change Survey Data” in terms of the proposed explanation, it is found
that: 1) dissenting ideologies are important determinants of party sup-
port; 2) the development of these ideologies is highly related to move-
ment participation; and 3) movement participation is greatly constrained
or facilitated by one's position in the social structure.
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BEHHME [EFE] RARTFE, HAENEE RAIBIELRR
SCREHBEL, EMERRTRMERS T, EEMSER, Kit,
FCEEB TR A — (R EEOR, 7ERN RS R R ER
FE A HENR ) — 2 RE S B R R 1 R B AR DU SRR MR
g, i BEERHIHE RS, 1S CMEBrEUERE] B R
EH (ERE 1994, 1996)

FEES R (EHE 1996) &, AT REMBIB=F
AN (—HNAER—INNEZH), EEERFMAORNE [HHES
PERVEETOEE) (B0, HAEE. RE. BEAEH), WHERIERE
—BRFIAR, ROESER ROLER B MESDE I E B R,
FEFRaCH, FEHPRERREREERREE, KRR (B
HEHABR®R) AR, UETAEREBIGREEN [He
ZHEUGE ], [HEREEHAEEE . R [GEEL SEREMREGE
RrEREES, REEEGRGIELMEBANEET, B
FRAORI—ERR SRR BN EE NS, B, ERTHES s —
LA E T R R A MR RIS, R BB ROE AT E 55
MRS, REERARE R RERNE ERIARRER, B
RE@RIHTEAL CEEFEREEARAT) ERRSER, KB
R T RAEM PR B E EIOR RORN, FoEB)EFINEEX
R BB BREIE BN A 8RR, B RN SR B
P

PRI, FAA A HHEB R BGAEN HBEE, E— I/ \OFAHHAL
HERREE? BA— A EOFRRMBERME—ROFEER (HE
IRERRRR), SR HSHERT S SEE? BISEEEE, —ERE
BARIME SRR BRMEBRAFES) REE, £/ \OFN
PR R RFRE SR, FEE A TR —EE R N
MRy [-HESRE ] MRESEEEBINE BWER, EEEREY



262 HOFRE&Bite

B — RGBSR, DRERERIRE (GRIE, KB,
G, 7R 1992; BAK 1990) . B, —HNOFERESLESE
LGB BR8] B, SPREIBGBKATERT. LU
BRI B PR 7ERCEREB R RRIBRAR BRI T, BIR
MO H EHE LI BRA TRV BN DA SRR O L B2 (R R 1990) 0 58
LER— R RRH PEREA R BRI R R E R AT, M
FEBERATIRIE R RS, GRRBRENIR, #RTR
HIRSEE SRR R AR B RN B, ([EEHRBRERGH
BRI EEREE B, SRR (BRI ReE
BUXHHEBN R | AUFRES.

FERRE R MR RRERREE, ARERE R ENE
BRI —EEEER, ERSEE BRI — R PR 5
B, FIREMATTES. FRRENGERAREL [RAEHEHIRE | ERRBaA
HRRE, B hEEAERREZIMFHREE, THEEANE
SIHIETRE R, E L, [EUEEHIRRE) LA BEER R &
TBIE, RS EE — SRR TEIAVERE, ¢ BRI
REEHERMERE, FLRBEEREBGAEEN—HEZRE, R
i, EIRTHIHEIERRIE L, AR TIER iEaE. B4,
PRAEEHIRBIRIRISR, MEARTDIERIN — R EHEE R S,
A —FER B E S R AR, (R EMAREVIRER &3NSR
BIRCRF R R, SREA B @R TH, AR SRR
1, RELEBHRSIFRFEREGI, EERFLERRRE S MK EHEEY
F0E) B IR EEAS ROREER S, TR Wi L, %2 T RAEMEABLs

4 EHRERAEGHERY, RARM [EMAR] (collective identity) &4t
SEGHRMZCBEY [HEEMii] #FE (B 7 Cohen 1985 Melucc
1989; Klandermans 1992),
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ERAORER . ERMLLERAEE, BHER RS ERMITERE
K, HRRESEBNRE, ERE N -EEEREEE BTRR
R ESESIHB B MANES 28, BAT—FERSEm?

DU TEAEERIRORRE) | SRIER R EHER R R A £ BRI R A
Feortk, TEEMENTAENHARERNRET, EEAHEE, D TR
HEEHIERE) | (FREENMBERRINE, ERBHNELTEMIER
R EBSERER . BRI RET RR (8% £—
NEOH—NNOFERZFHIEFEFEN, BB Rk SEER
RERTHNRLEEE, MREX-NEOFRRBSHEEINE
Ho Rz, ERREESEEERIILE—AOFR HHFREHIBI SR
, KRS EARUEBIGEBREREAREN, FR—(ERREA
RESIESNEE R, CEEERERANNE REXTFTR
BHRE— MBS HE (BTSN & Bk KRB 26T
o BEAEREES CERENRE) ERGEBLEBRSHARS
BLEES), AR ECRINE RS R, EERM [EhR
AR, AT, EERREEIRGIAAT, ASBRBEH (KEHE
[Eh]) 28, RESESIFEHABIBERIEEIN, RIESEE
BRI EIR, SRR ATRESH? BTFRS NG2HE
iR, BERANZESHE? [RTERLUL, BEETERRGREMTE
BEE?

W, i EAEEEE R AR B
BRI
SBEHFR R RBA S EEES N, EERARE 8

InCAERE, Bilan, —MABRBOE B, SUR B R MR #
b, e fEdE s ROEhER R R R RE, A e
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TRIRESEE, FRAURMMBHPERA, PEUE, HEER T, EiHE
B RNHAENAM, B2 REESHNPEMA. S8,

B ERRE (EHE 1993,1994) , 1EBEAMES, —HE
MRS EHERNTREMRE . HEFE — it @R EIRE,
BREFHESIMPAN, RRETATESM, RNEFLAKHR, HEA
MR E R ZH:E LR E R, T TREG B R R F B Y
178, RMPTAHEREBUAERERISE RSN, KELS TR
BEASHEELESNER, NERE, ELERFAMNBUAER, £
A RAE 2 SR SHEFEFRARET [FW] BRLR, FLEEE
FERFEBCEEBIOETEGE —, BUERARIFENSHELIE
BTt SRR RBORTER, B, BREABIBEAER, FEETTRE (A
] RBEGERHNEE?

BFEANRBHTIFOMEE, SREMBENAESSEERD,
AEEPHE HETRAR R ERE(E, RILE R E O HRsH
RATHE, RS E—EMPIREEBE . SRR EERNIEFITIHES,
McCarthy and Zald (1973) fBEHERIABERRSH [ H hXER
fil (discretionary time) |, BLHZEERIFREHRMA LB RS [
EEIE M (structural availability) | (Snow and Rochford 1983;
Snow, Zurcher, and Ekland-Olson 1980; McAdam, McCarthy and
Zald 1988) , K&z, AR—EAERL AT, SURELE A BN R
BORECE, HIfGmEa A2 mEh, it (i) SHsAraERRH
ZHLEMEEE A ELSNES), TR, KBE (RRIEH
FEATERLE) . WEEBER, HEAL KBHE. WEFENT LR
FEFmEEmOA, MEEERITLaREOERNE Rk,

[fsts LR E R ] ARES, AEERTRESER RS R —REf
T [T RES S R EENES) | FURER, MG MRes R R A EE)
HE—NAOERPHILIRPES R, 17— AR, t—
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NEOFERUE, &t GEBBNEREROE —, EREGHBNEL,
SR E R EREREMA, BRLALIEBHXERRE, Bi—E
EEEHEE, B RERBHERENSRR N, EEM RS
FEBIRIN, BRAESTEE A ENRERR, KEREREL LR,
FEARRRZERTIVERE, BRE SRR B A B A DR B I,
RISECELR (1994) Rk, AIERHELLLE (SR K2, A
B \HIEEMAORE], B—hAOFER 0.3% (ZBEETA).
—HEOFEMN 14% (Z+EN) . —h/NOFEMH 1.9% (=FEEN) .
BB — A NOFER 2.8% (E+HEN) ., HA, HHIEATEARAR,
WEH—HAOHER 437 A, FEEIE—h-tOF 2,295 A, —H/AO
196,306 A, R—HAOFEM 22,372 A, FEERERFH, —N\
OFELIBRHEI F2EABMNRREBEA, MH, BPBEER
FHRAIER, —HNOERPHURIAHELE, FBERIBERHEE
FEEEAMAT THTIE, DARICERENEY, HENEGRERD
SR ER S W] B HX RS EEA, RIS RERELIMIE
B, SEEEE, SFFATBSKERERE—NOERUER, &8
RUREB LT ERREEH RE—3E, JEE P AMHEERLBIR RS,
E SRS T R M R RN ), S H R Rt
B, G, fERERERERRTIY [RERCET] | RO (1987
-1988 fEZ M), (KRR FEE | (4 BREMEERER
B Rt eEEh e —,

[EIERE, &M EE, S E LW R RATIE R T
B TAERFHIRIEER, TEHBRIERE B, BEIRERE
FITE, RSEZETE. R R TIF B EDR, BRAMIERS
REEHERIIRE] LT RREERS ERSTRERT, SN
W1 R 5 T (AR SR AR AR (LB R TR, R AR H B9 (E (s
ETERRPNLED) MR, RS THaHERGEE, S8TA
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HEE AR TR, H—BOEM 220-230 INFAGRIAKYE, RHE
B — L/ \REEAR 200-210 /N2, BHb, REEHEETIEER
Bt E SRS, RIRMET, SEBEADT, #E [HI%EK
Bt | TOEEAOLLE, 1961 4EAY 3.9%, 1971 £E# 4.8%, 1981 4
#95.6%, HEANEI 1991 4£69 7.9% (2 RE—HERD . —/AOFELL
RATHINAL H R E A BB E LRI T DURIR E TIELUMI TR,
HRLGHESAREE TAERITIZ, B IR T A AR R SR T A
IR TR, KRBRMAMERERER . SERt oS
HITEY, TRET RGEENABAE RS, EHIED 7B
TEEEEA TR, ELAOEIS R, (B A fR TR
FGREMERUE R, TiE P RE R S SR A it G RRFLL
SMIESD, RS e R A T AR RS MR,

58, BEft EREERE, EEESHARREETEEER
FIRGITRE GREFLIMIEE), AR Z2 IR EHESFNEETE,
BRI &, MREHER— N\ OFER P IES L&
EES RS, fla, EHTEN B8 B, RIRRSE
BB = T AT B RS, B—IU\EERE N
2, FAER RS IEN B RS, S5B15 175, 203, 274, 335,
733, B 1172 {4 GRISHEEZ A 1992:123) . HEFRIELE B SRR GBI
TERREES), FHANTES R & E 2R EEE AR,
A O L HERBOR (R R 1990) ; (B2, EmEEEI
KEEH, HEHRFEBIETE SRR, i fR BB
Y3 RSB A BGA R B AR SE, S BR BN e s e
FBE RS, a5 R EHEE I ERIGRAYMRE, T
RBRERTRE R SRBG 5 B, TIFEHARRITL G AR, MR, &
SRS [HE R v— U \OFEREEIL grARL
GHREM, FEN/N\CEREZN, REZTEHER, EMfEAT
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FEMEERAOG . SRR ER A DRI AT AT LA SE SRR, (EHRR
5, BRTELR S OIRRER LI, iR e th R A
RTINS

| simsrum |

SERIATAR
()

18 L
FIRRR ]

HREHE
LuliopEs

R

B = ARSI TS

MUEAURER, iRt s T LR RS B — RO A e, FEE =,
HEEMBUAERE IR R ARSI E, DRERENID,
PEHERERRBRIE RIS, A SCERFCERR . (DEA
IS M BUA R BRI GS, B 7 25 2 8 BB HE B R
DR, (2R EABAGRERILAIGS, HRBEBCAIEEIRZHE, RT
EASERTRTE RS, R 32 BIE AR ARSSALE & B8 (SRS o
EpSuiEE S EESEE RE] R, (FERRAREBIEE
AR S M R EHEB GBI 2 [, B R A R
Re SRR T BMIEASCHST, THAKERZE T, HT5E
FRMEBOAERR I 2 E R EHERRE B A EI R,
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h. BREHBDN

£ T EHIRSER AR, AR B AR R e B R AR RS
At —HAZH-E AT, TERERRPAER SN Gt
i G B AL A T R A IR, SRR EIEEAER G
#aRyE: NSC 82-0301-H-001-050-B1) . BAR BRI AR ST 2Rk
BRAEHS, 2 RATEBITRES (IR 1993) . ZRHEEMEE
RERBUAL), HPERET % Hn] DIE SR AR R b AT
TRV RIS P,

BRAX RS THIRM BUES R |, RUZFHERTE—NI
TAEB IR SRR, RERG TERM . [RiER] KH
¥R (BT, RE. RIEE) OREAMSIHE, A0
DSz Rr BRI A, (FRFREESAR, HERHRE
PR —AH+HME CBEBRETEES Z HHsERR
FREHE, EARFED, 242 IXBRNEANNZHES, EEHT
0L [2.9%] R RFRER), BUFIRASHT, HEEAXHEH

5 —frEE Y, AXANEMELMTBMAER G AT, HARMA RN
Wk ERL R, UFEEREEAREE ARAXARRALA M S
WA RO, SRR SR U R YR AR A o PR AT AT, TSR R BRGE B ARA
WHEEEEREEN, EREFARAEELRA SRR [RE&E]
(face validity) 2K 5, AR —EWRM, T#, HEHLIR, FLHFALR
FRELMARERNBELHE, EREMNAB OO ERBAELMANE
HMGBR, BLESMAMBENIEER BT REBERE LEEG TN, F
HhMT - LFEREG M T, P, TEX— G20 EREBT, AXH
REBRUERV S EHNE ERABKXHEXHMGBRME, MBLHFE
WBRR, KBMEMF, ELUFTUERAAXHR [RRMERATRYE] 8
B, RAMENEA (HMEELE] (criteria-related validity) ##H#.,
Eb, MEELERHERE ERRA LG, 82 RHAEGM, H
AARXHGEHAEHR, NH—EHE%RE,



270 AO¥Reyés#ie

MR BESERREE. RREAXS S, REETEEA (K
B [REREA K& [FREERA] E) AR, 41T 1,703 {2
AT, RERBEIREAA 664 AL (i 38.99%), REMAIA 394 {1
(23.14%), HM¥IR (BIERLE. REEREESE) HAIE 645 67
(15 37.87%) o WEERIR, & [HAEIK] b, FRBIGHEERE,
RHMBIREES 50 A (2.9%), (14 A, 0.8%). NHIE (207
A, 122%). HE (161 A, 95%). RAREE BRZERARKE,
213 N, 12.5%) HEAEL B, BMGEIIRR TR, ERIHAER
BERHIBUCRZRE M, FURZGERER, S8 & B B S SR AR S
R (BIRM53.02%, RHEM 31.03%, HAMB# 17.94%) tHk, BIR
M. REN, REMEISRERIRRE, BRI LHEE L
RHEMRARAECHISIE, L, S8R SRR
57 R R ISR AR

Tk, BT B RE M NECA B BRI (B REE ),
ASCHERHRIRREE, BETT R ERREBOAERAHIE, B4
EE AR AR TYI =5

() TREHEZ | FERENFGRS [RERS) thERRERK
N—HERREROES, LR [EHRE] MBRaER. T,
WEFERMEAHATIR A, ARE [RE] fF%ak2EREN
RESEEA LR, GEREES RO ERRENES,
HABRE—F [BEEER ] SERE (AR RERTH
Ry, ERLR-EERENBIAER, BROHFANLER, REHR
SRPERBCR R SRR,

EEESEERAAEREMPRE, BUAtIEIE, BRE
HEEERE R RN, (MSEREMENFNE, F2 5
[ 5% ) o ARIRERIFR AT O SR, B8 AL ER RS R — (E B Em R R (H
EEER 2.028, MERET 225%HIBRR), £ THERIAHE, HE
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AEMPEREE - ERECER S E, (ERATRAR, WRER
Hi, BFSERMERARIES, DA FE T RS,
RFESITHIRER R —E [RERS | WAHE (EHECERSE) #
B, BTEPEISTER, FERERTEAT AN,
@IamERl: SMEECHE, FERhiLgREGHS, &
R THE—] Rk [GEB] AREEENE, SEMEEE
HPMEER — BRI MER T BRE, R R R AR AR
HERR BERERM—SEIL. URERBEPETERGEELE
FERIMNER)) o EAEBEIFERTRERVES, EREMER
R, AIREEWEIENGHE [BERER] MER. ERIHE
RETREMHEK—EERARR (EHERS 1.629, #ET 32.6% I8
HES ), R TXHATF, KLGERMERME, KBHEEIH

6 EAPRIGE—AFFERANEY, AXAURK6BHER| LR ER
HEA®, BEMMEREET, CMH communality R 1E; Hib2ERE
REESe [GBHEE] AE AXEMPARAEESH AL F/NA
KMAMBIHGHE —TEREEEHBREERD, RA 0I%hEHHX
TXBHEMEL, 202%G AR —, THBT0%HLHHHETH LUEH
A, EHHREER, BhBRBEAROHR; F—FEURERERN M
HRAT TAXEEA) X TEREE) MERS (BEFERANES, #5
RETIHE, 1993), FHLYBRBAAHERERNES, FHMAKRT
HHEE, AMT A B [6BER] HE R ARBEQZVHERK 6
MW R TR EE— ] ORE, IMARGHERRBFLARELEY
AR, LEREL 2 BRFR (5 I0HBEARRHFEE 2 tk):

3: EEMAFEERAEEH (72, 3.7%)
2: EEHRREHE (106, 5.4%)
1D wmREHABIAEARHP ARG, URAEE (193, 9.9%)
0: #37 SAA BHERR (922, 47.1%)
—1: WRAESARELERESHYE, BRAAFEE— (270, 13.8%)
-2 BHEGRAAPELE— (264, 13.5%)
—3: BREAFFRAAOPELE— (131, 6.7%) .
ERHERAXHERN 6BEH] BE, #2FE0AR, (LHAMREEK
B 409, p<.01), MEAMELRAG6BERINE, ATHX K=
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BFRFTE A R LR B, (FRERERRIIIE,

BramEHl: RRHESFESNERPENS, (&R
EEREWE 85 (B)) WRBEENY, [HEER] MMM
[HPETR () BR8] Bk, A8 THREEER] WTREaEE=1H
TRBRES: HORHZRZRA. BRETTENRE. &
B IR SRR T B RTREM: R rTARPERIRRAN (SRT518 1993) o HRFSFITEHY
FERARIRAIRS, AR SR ST, 2 A e (E RS
FENBANBNE [HEF#] R THREARENER] 2861
RKBEERMRTEN, EMRRL LR=RREERT, BRRE
H)—TE CHS IR RAUFRAD . RIERRY, RFS AR EREM
AR (EEHES 2.592, T 64.8%BRE), Kt
FE T ICHISTER,  AFLAE PO T AR SRR 4 AR R 2 A AR e
LEFESE, FRAEZHE [AEEH N,

1. FRBEX R ENBUA RHFR

A= EBEHIEORA AR, RS BEFIH R
I, M RANBM A E? ERA T ERERE
i, WEREERE—FSRIEHE, R [REMR) (45
i), (GRS S=ERBUEBEERPEORRS B, K

e, BR (BE7aREHBEN) L RAABGER, @EAXNER
HIEmEM] NEEMTE, TREFARBHEIERK HHEBRRHERA
MEE RTEGHRAGHEYL, BARGETROBRNEANETRE
REABAHGEER), FARKHBIITEZT, CHETRSHEME
KA MHTS, AXFRAGLMEPFREEEE MRy BE, ik
HOeBERME, UTNERABRARRNEEER. KXo EH, £
REARMEEAY RO RERY RBE, TFRBRE-AAZFHEBT S
SREZABANEGBER, AEHRNHAENT, AEHEBEMY EBERY
REEE, FHERRERERMRAGHE.
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FHA L R B SR, R 1A —(EBBEE (logistic
regression) X, ELUFEREHABDR RERFREBY (RE
B, BIRMERO0), T {E@EumsNnomay, MEURER
FOHMEIRIER ST (RAERES 1, HMBIRES 0), # 1 WAL,
B EatAIRRIE G T BRSO BERMIBUAER, HORER
EHRAAERTBREZRNERLERY:. HPREESRAEE
i, EERERERHEEBUOERSR L EEER MR
RO R RIS, £ L =R ER I Bia R A R
=Rl EHAER, ABEABRIBOEFARREY &, mibE=HE
TR ERA R L I, BRI N, T BB SRR A
BERBBES R, SEEHBEINRE, LWERHIE, 25
REIRER: ARSI ISRERR, REERBRENA
BXFE, HARRNEREER. ME, REERBERENTEE,
£ [ARER] LA EEER. BIREEES RIS R,
FIRER B — L/ /B A R R MM LR LR, EBY
REGEAHE N, RHEBRETHRRN, EH T EEERATH
SERIHENE, RIAFER oo

2. REMBUA BEAIRR

FERESL T AR BES R B BRA RIS e B, BMILEE
—HEER T AR RRIEBCAER, REM2HERK EhES)EE Y
ReEAR? Mt [TtEeE | WEEEH D, BAMEZFEREE

T ABERAEREE LM Pearson MM ARKE 2945, £ HERAEBWERNA
BR %R 0919, &8 & W E R £ 15 &84 B2 0959, 3 M4 140 2| 001 #
fut B K, B R0t A AR ZE IR BEAR B (.30) KL T, AR —1E
EETEAPHAEBEE, TEAAAMGME; FRREEE, BRXT
Fl# B AR E.
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F— [HEEMEBGAER BRABERE [BOER Mg
Logistic Regression 7 (FEINARZAREHER)

RN BRE RENREE

BRI .050 3ToErs
(.080) (.076)

RFREE 873*** .625%**
(.084) (.082)

BEEH L444%*> .198**+
(.070) (.074)
% B —. 749 .688
(.074) (.075)
Chi-square 210.009 167.656
E 3 3
N 1058 1039
pseudo R Square .166 1139

FE: ++p<.0l, *+*p<.001,

2 B BHEENEERIE, RIS IR, T, GHRE
HRERETITR, RAULRSE SRR, TERERlR,
EffEE:

(g2 |, SRR BEEEES), RYDUR—ER K EHES)
REOVEZRRH LTHEREREMRBRN, SRRERREE [RE
B8, PRIFSER R — T IARIEHBOA R G, 58, BR
MR R ARSI RIS EINE? RIAR AR, RN
KL SEAHRRE (WAARCE), MR M (RRIRERRE),
Hitt 2 EEEE), WURESEREEIEBEE AR —, K
SR FHAFE— NN FRIZREEBE T, ATRES MR TS E) (B
MERERR G, FRPAR, SHERY. IEERASUHE FHM
EHR (W), BRTSIN—EEHERS S MEINEER, &
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F—{5 [EE 2 | FEREIERIE (0 21 7; 0 RT—HEARS2H, TX
ROEEBE 2 ER)

@Irzgpia . B E—ERREZROIR, BZHERESEB
Tt GRS, FRAEIERE . PR S EBEMTTERES (7
AR T HAM G, Y, SERELGRIEY), HUEEN S8
# ) BmTHlE BEE (1), SR [0,

(3) [FEmEGA o AIHEIREAE B KA ER A M EB 2 6,
BRI LMERME 2w, RIEBIHERENZHE: B
AR EREGE B A T IR R [FERE R A A
K, WAEKmBEAHEER?], BIE [RE] & (G FE
FrEekes (2] mEE [RY] & 1] BESE (T2l &R
HERRERTHRIAE, SEEBROHE, SGErEs#—LeE (it
GEHE | BT, FOGEEMEREERA DLEW AR #/EH) .
HIAHEHIRS, (FEYHEEEFR (28 TRIHE,

EES A2 ERELEINEBROIERR, 1 AT AR R R R
EEAR, LR EMAEHEERNRE MR ASITRRRE,
=S AEE [EREEHR) k [RERS #AIERTHEEN
HE, EfRIRET 13% K 14%ERE, [GHER] HARNZ
FZ2EFTHAMAREGGNIERBEELE, ERTZ RE2H | (%
B =(EES)2 R B [CREH | AEES (1.6%), =(ER
B [HEER Rk [REES] OEERE,

T, REBMEBGARRMIRIR, BRTHESMELR EEEY
EHE, EEERIESINSEAREBRZN, BABRER [T
| EthREEORERR, BT ERREERA BB
B, HRRRhE M RRIEBRA TR S, DET GES)2 |
HIEIER S, ASCESHTPEEMT —Eal LIRZRIENE [SErTEbl] A9
B, ELBYERE:
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KT EHIZE B [REEBCAERR] AURER OLS Wl

(CATINAPRT Eki=TY]
B % % BEE& = B BEEE
2 Ui EH)
S AP .248** i 136+
(.077) (.082) (.079)
ZhEEE A d0Gx>* .025 . 159***
(.016) (.017) (.017)
T EmBUE L5R A9 RTL b
(.052) (.056) (.054)
¥ OB — 3R ERx —.034 —.hdl
(.038) (.041) (.039)
R Square A131 .016 .142

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

(I#FE |2 —RiS, BERERESEFERIBIAER, T
REFEBAIGIN, SUREMEMER, MR, T8, BRAWEE
Hi, HPREENEENREANBIAEILIIE, A8 ANEERENX
R EHEBRTREME R L (EFA 1993), A2 EE R
B, BARIEER: KHEU L, &, b, RAE (BT,

@)ENE ] EECEMRRIEN, BiAE N BB IEBE TR,
LTHEAEERRGBER, TREE-EAamIEE, TamEEw
ﬂ%iﬁ‘:ﬁ)‘(ﬁ’]ﬁ*ﬁ#ﬂ FAME N BIBE B 1, PIIEHEE 0,

(BRI ZKMEdE MR RHBAEA H R, THERX
FrRGER, A, RUBMS 1, KR 0MLHE, 554,

WIRBHIEE |: SHERERCE, HRTREREBENEE
@%&%2& TMRHELL R I BUARERERR T— (. AERZY
EWRBRABERELERS, HNEEE, AsCEsS [l
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£l @ R MH2ET] (0) Mk
HREMATHER AT AALE, fEHT (250688 W=(EE
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Trust and Distrust
in the Taiwanese Society

Ly-Yun Chang

Abstract

Different from most studies of trust and distrust in the Taiwanese
society, this paper empirically investigates both personal trust and im-
personal trust. The former refers to the trust in a natural person while
the latter in an organization or institution. An analysis of the first and
second waves of the Taiwan Social Change Survey (TSCS) produces
four major findings: (1)There is a trend toward lower level of personal
trust among relatives, neighbors, and strangers, but also impersonal
trust toward governments, legal systems, mass media, and their respec-
tive incumbents. The decline of impersonal trust appears to be far more
pronounced than that of personal trust. (2)The public’s evaluation or
expectation of a person’s competence and privilege is no longer based
on, or differentiated by, age and gender. (3)Among all the organizations
and institutions studied, the greatest decline in public trust is with the
mass media. (4)Young, urban, educated, male, native Taiwanese tend to
be less trusting in organizations and institutions than do others (such as
the old or female). This paper applies Luhmann'’s concept of familiarity
and trust to interpret the relationship between trust and personal char-
acteristics. I conclude that the changing pattern of impersonal trust is
the key aspect of social change in contemporary Taiwan.
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A RiEEER
91-1 364 1368 568 25 2325
15.66 58.84 24.43 1.08 100.00
W DA :
84-2 56 359 2112 1362 3889
1.44 9.23 54.31 35.02  100.00
90-1 20 240 1713 450 2423 Chi2=247.3
0.83 9.91 70.70 18.57  100.00 Pr=0.000
Q=2 18 79 766 246 1104
1.18 7.16 69.38 22.28 100.00
—HA : AR
84-2 95 801 2251 594 3741
2.54 21.41 60.17 15.88  100.00
90-1 62 567 1497 163 2289 Chi2=146.7
2.71 24.77 65.40 712 100.00 Pr=0.000
91-2 38 274 656 76 1046
3.63 26.20 62.72 7.27  100.00
—HA  BEAREIAT LS ERIA
84-2 622 3217 141 32 4012
15.50 80.18 3.51 0.80  100.00
it BRI T
ERE % EERIE
84-1 200 1405 1401 191 3197
6.26 43.95 43.82 5.97 100.00
90-1 24 377 1407 268 2076 Chi2=678.8
1.16 18.16 67.77 12.91  100.00 Pr=0.000
91-2 18 171 684 113 986
1.83 17.34 69.37 11.46  100.00
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90-1 37 279
1.61 12.16
912 23 102
2.16 9.56
HHERAEE
BUFF © TR E AL
84-1 356 1529
11.64 4998
90-1 54 774
2.82 4046
91=2 27 321
295  35.08
RIRER © HHERITATZE
84-1 125 2427
3.84 7449
93+1 13 458
0.86  30.13
RIS © HEERAEE
84-1 336 3278
8.60  83.90
93-1 31 630
1.88 3811
RIS | WA
92-2 17 358
1.58 33.33
AR EHRE | (S BRI
84-1 142 2371

481  80.32

1559
67.93

71.70

1006
32.89

971
50.76

505
56.19

696
21.36

975
64.14

289
7.40

902
54.57

595
55.40

429
14.53

420
18.30

177
16.59

168
5.49

114
5.96

62
6.78

10
0.31

74
4.87

90
5.44

104
9.68

10
0.34

2295
100.00

1067
100.00

3059
100.00

1913
100.00

915
100.00

3258
100.00

1520
100.00

3907
100.00

1653
100.00

1074
100.00

2952
100.00

Chi2=8.2
Pr=0.041

Chi2=333.1
Pr=0.000

Chi2=1034.8
Pr=0.000

Chi2=1828.7
Pr=0.000
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90-1 186 702
1552 60.21
91-2 109 355
17.38  56.62
b | AERES
90-1 259 717
17.96  49.72
91-2 133 381
1694  48.54
92-2 33 477
3.08  44.54
= | REATHBINENESH
90-1 246 615
1922 48.05
91-2 101 330
1510 4933
A 91-2
ERFIES ~ BRBhFZ/N 33 481
363 52.86
(Rt T LE 43 728
447 7568
REEE RS 45 325
486  35.10
BHARKMTE 19 163
2,12 187
HROIIEE
BUNER | BIRABEELBUT & RIIE
84-1 335 1388
10.15  42.06

223
19.13

141
22.49

368
25.52

224
28.54

479
44.72

336
26.25

192
28.70

355
39.01

173
17.98

504
54.43

636
70.90

1275
38.64

60
5.15

22
3.51

98
6.80

47
5.99

82
7.66

83
6.48

46
6.88

41
4.51

18
1.87

52
5.62

79
8.81

302
9i1H

1166
100.00

627
100.00

1442
100.00

785
100.00

1071
100.00

1280
100.00

669
100.00

910
100.00

962
100.00

926
100.00

897
100.00

3300
100.00

Chi2=6.4
Pr=0.093

Chi2=198.9
Pr=0.000

Chi2=5.4
Pr=0.144
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90-1 73 760
354  36.86
91-2 23 329
228  32.64
BIER : fF%
92-2 26 455
245  42.84
B E & | AEMRALR
92-2 89 509
8.81  50.40
SIEEE L KREEN
92-2 21 361
184 3161
BRI ATRIEA
92-2 37 499
3.09 4169

1068
51.79

573
56.85

517
48.68

392
38.81

642
56.22

570
47.62

161
7.81

83
8.23

64
6.03

20
1.98

118
10.33

91
7.60

2062
100.00

1008
100.00

1062
100.00

1010
100.00

1142
100.00

1197
100.00

Chi2=221.3
Pr=0.000
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