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Abstract

This research aims at examining the
value structure of general publics and testing
the relationships between the Post-Materialist

value propensity and the public’'s
characteristics such as sex, age, income,
social  status, education,  occupation,

employment, political attitudes, and residing
place in Taiwan. The concept of value and
the operational definitions of materialism and
postmaterialism employed here are advanced
by Inglehart (1971, 1977). The data
employed is complied from the 1993 Taiwan
Social Change Survey. The mgor findings
established from the basic statistics and the
estimates of logit and ordered probit
regressions in this research include: (1) The
percentage of postmaterialists of the general
publicsin Taiwan is 16.24% in 1993 which is
lower than Denmark, Netherlands and France,
higher than Italy, Germany, Ireland, and close
to Britain and Belgium; (2) Females have a
higher tendency to be Post-Materiaist than
males; (3) The Post-Materialist value is much
more prevalent among the younger cohorts
than elsewhere; (4) The more educated group
are much more Post-Materialist than the less
educated; (5)Tertiary sector's employees
have a higher tendency to be Post-Materialist
than the employees in primary and secondary
sectors; (6) Regarding to nationa identity,
those who advocate Taiwan Independence
have a higher tendency to be Post-Materialist
than the lower political cognition groups; (8)
In 1992 National Legislator Election, those
who vote for Democratic Progressive Party



(DPP) candidates tend to have a higher
propensity to be Post-Materialist than those
who vote for Kuomintang (KMT) candidates;
(8) The metro-residents are much more
Post-Materialist than nonmetro-residents.
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