In light of increased ethnic consciousness in 1990s Taiwan, the importance of regional
differences has gradually gained recognition in the ethnic relations literature. In examining
the causes, patterns, and consequences of these regional differences, the author based on his
re-evaluation of the theoretical implications of ethnic consciousness-suggests that it should be
measured in terms of "perceptions of ethnic differences." By analyzing demographic profiles
and potential for political power, it is argued that variations in ethnic consciousness among
Taiwan's four major ethnic groups reflect different degrees of ethnic political mobilization. It
is also suggested that--given disparities in group size--regional differences in ethnic political
consciousness are only found in the largest of the four groups, the Holos. Using data from a
national survey conducted in 1999, the author found that a) members of the Waisheng group
have the highest degree of ethnic political consciousness, just ahead of the Holos; b) only one
of the four ethnic groups on Taiwan (the Holos) show significant regional differences in ethnic
political consciousness; and c) these differences are the result of ethnic competition rather
than ethnic contact.

Keywords: ethnic consciousness, ethnic classification, regional differences, ethnic competi-
tion, ethnic contact
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%) % C %
529 (15.2) 548 (157) 1,017 (30.9)
502 (14.4) 399 (11.4) 901  (25.8)
351 (10.1) 325 (9.3) 676 (19.4)
387 (1L 245 (7.0) 632 (18.1)
371 (10.6) 195 (5.6) 566 (16.2)
132 (3.8) 194 (5.6) 326 (9.3)
143 (4.1) 146 (4.2) 289 (8.3)
75 (2.2) 122 (3.5) 197 (5.7)
75 (2.2) 105 (3.0) 180 (5.2)
74 2.1) 93 2.7) 167 (4.8)
816  (23.4) 37 (1.1) 853 (24.5)
31 09 1,077  (30.6) 1,098  (31.5)
3,486
*
200%
32.0 225 339 19.7
26.1 26.2 27.6 12.3
20.8 17.6 16.2 6.6
17.2 17.8 25.4 11.5
16.1 12.9 11.4 47.6
9.8 6.4 10.8 4.1
6.8 15.3 5.4 29.5
5.8 4.6 5.8 4.1
4.9 5.4 73 0.8
42 6.9 5.8 7.4
24.1 29.4 224 26.2
32.0 349 28.0 30.3
2,553 347 464 122

200%
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1998 2000
A 1998
el
277 351 7 73 708
(39.1) (49.6) (1.0) (10.3) [67.0]
46 38 5 4 93
(49.5) (40.9) (5.4) (4.3) 8.8]
183 27 19 17 246
(74.4) (11.0) (7.7) (6.9) [23.3]
7 2 1 10
(70.0) (20.0) (10.0) [0.9]
513 418 31 95 1,057
(48.5) (39.5) (2.9) (9.0)
(1999)
51.13% 45.91% 18 2.97%
B 2000
210 153 438 141 942
(22.3) (16.2) (46.5) (15.0) [72.0]
72 35 50 25 182
(39.6) (19.2) (27.5) (13.7) [13.9]
122 18 18 16 174
(70.1) (10.3) (10.3) (9.2) [13.3]
9 1 10
(90.0) (10.0) [0.8]
413 206 506 183 1,308
(31.6) (15.7) (38.7) (14.0)
(2000)
36.74% 23.12% 0.13%
0.63% 39.38%
[]
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Hechter 1975: 43; Leifer 1981

(competition model)

(Barth
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Olzak 1992)
(Belanger and Pinard 1991)
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(Blumer 1958 ; Blalock 1967; Blau 1977; Oberschall 1994, 1996)

(Massey, Hodson, and Sekulic 1999)
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23
1980

29 0 1 79 8,408
12 0 2 21 1,215
13 6 1 75 11,473
13 11 2 49 5,022
18 13 1 11 532
21 3 1 24 2,069
26 0 0 9 511
13 1 2 5 215
20 0 0 7 342
18 0 1 30 3,499
31 0 0 8 2,911
27 3 3 59 9,013
6 0 0 12 778
33 8 7 28 4,525
16 3 5 7 424
13 7 3 16 753
7 0 0 23 1,287
12 0 0 135 16,609

3 0 0
8 0 0 86 8,036

2 0 0
7 0 0 45 6,910
11 0 0 50 11,550
356 55 29 779% 96,082

(1980: 5)
* 829 (779)
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1966

1966 1992 2001
77.28 2.89 19.66 0.16 17.27 0.89
85.70 2.57 9.62 2.11 6.50 271
4425  36.64 17.98 1.13 19.35 2.20
1263 77.46 6.59 3.32 6.12 3.61
29.61 64.25 4.94 1.21 4.80 1.52
73.36 17.63 8.57 0.44 8.47 0.93
92.37 4.40 3.22 0.00 2.90 0.22
78.52 1237 5.49 3.61 5.24 4.65
95.24 1.89 2.87 0.00 3.10 0.11
90.35 5.53 3.61 0.51 4.07 0.82
93.59 0.73 5.61 0.07 631 0.19
73.94 11.10 14.12 0.84 11.88 1.13
81.68 0.72 17.55 0.05 8.30 0.16
66.48 18.42 10.03 5.07 8.33 5.70
46.71 13.62 12.07 27.96 14.12 31.47
36.26 22.95 17.81 22.98 16.13 23.93
67.29 2.96 29.54 021 20.77 1.72
59.70 3.96 36.31 0.03 27.24 0.34
61.12 13.42 25.42 0.05 17.63 0.42
72.59 436 23.04 0.02 15.75 0.45
81.66 243 15.90 0.01 10.91 0.22
80.60 0.70 18.67 0.02 12.04 0.14
72.70 2.85 2437 0.09 15.85 0.51
71.04 12.05 15.02 1.89 13.65 1.86

(1966)

(1993)
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50% 3 4

ordinal scale
Kruskal-Wallis Test, Gamma, Kendall's tau-b
Agresti and Finlay 1986

40% 40%
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Gamma,
Kendall's
tau-b
(1) 3.34 3.42 3.79 3.40 3.40
(1.10) (1.02) (1.06) (1.06) (0.99)
2) 3.43 3.33 3.84 3.44 3.50 o1
(1.10) (1.10) (1.07) (1.08) (1.08)
3) 3.36 3.45 3.96 3.42 3.48
(1.19) (1.04) (1.06) (1.13) (1.07)
4) 3.19 3.02 3.66 3.20 3.20
(1.15) (0.89) (1.16) (1.00) (0.94)
3.35 3.40 3.82 3.40 3.41
(1.11) (1.03) (1.07) (1.07) (1.01)
A @), (1)-0), @-@)
05 -4, )@
N (3)-(4)
Kruskal- Wallis 172 .000 .002 .053 .001
Test*
(1) 3.58 3.10 3.43 3.48 3.31
(1.06) (0.95) (0.97) (1.02) (0.93)
2) 3.62 3.06 3.43 3.49 3.38 ol
(1.07) (0.98) (1.00) (1.07) (1.04)
3) 3.63 3.17 3.49 3.51 3.36
(1.07) (0.99) (1.07) (1.09) (1.01)
() 3.25 3.02 3.40 3.07 3.07
(1.00) (0.79) (1.01) (0.88) (0.81)
3.58 3.10 3.43 3.47 3.32
(1.06) (0.95) (0.99) (1.03) (0.95)
O ), D), -@),
o 2-@), -4, ()@,
N (3)-(4) (3)-(4)
Kruskal- Wallis .001 197 555 .000 .002
Test*
* Kruskal-Wallis Test ordinal scale ANO-
VA interval scale Gamma Kendall's tau-b ordinal scale

(Agresti and Finlay 1986)
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.05
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(ANOVA)

.05
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M (3,5 3.33 1.10 3.58 1.06
2 (4) 3.44 1.08 3.66 1.03
() (©) 3.36 1.06 3.67 1.01
@) (1,2,7) 3.16 1.16 3.20 1.13
ANOVA Scheffe test F=2.879,p<0.05 F=10.283, p<0.001

05 (2)-4) (1)-(4), (2)-(4), 3)-(4)
@ (2) 3.57 0.84 3.04 0.88
@ (3,3) 3.39 1.03 3.10 0.95
()] 4,6) 3.50 1.00 3.16 0.93
) (1,7) 3.21 1.06 2.76 0.97
ANOVA Scheffe test F=4.734,p<0.01 F=8.387,p <0.001

05 (3)-4) (2)-(4), 3)-4)
(o)) 2) 3.41 0.99 3.40 1.11
) (3,5 3.37 1.15 3.71 1.07
3) 4,6) 3.62 1.08 3.76 0.97
) (1,7) 3.24 1.09 3.38 1.11
ANOVA Scheffe test F=1.456,p=0.226 F=2.638,p=0.050

.05
@ () 3.37 0.92 3.10 0.90
2 (3,5 3.29 1.19 3.09 1.01
®3) 4, 6) 3.45 1.07 3.21 0.97
) (1,7 3.16 1.11 2.64 0.93
ANOVA Scheffe test F=0.841,p=0.472 F=3.538,p<0.05

.05 (3)-(4)
@ (3,3) 3.50 1.18 3.66 1.11
2) 4, 6) 3.29 1.19 3.63 1.09
3) (1,2,7) 3.35 1.22 3.57 0.92
ANOVA Scheffe test F=1.312,p=0.270 F=0.163,p=0.849

.05
@ (1) 4.08 1.09 3.59 0.93
) (2,3,4,5,6,7) 3.47 1.15 3.32 1.064
ANOVA Scheffe test F=7.490,p <0.01 F=1.955,p=0.165

.05 (D-(2)

1. 3. 4.
S. 7.
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1995
1) 20% 30%
2)30% 33%
(3)33% 40%
(4) 40%
ANOVA Scheffe test
.05

1995
1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
ANOVA Scheffe test
.05

)
2)
3)
4)
ANOVA Scheffe test
.05

15
1)
2)
(3)

(4)
ANOVA Scheffe test
.05

335 1.08
343 1.08
3.40 1.11
3.13 1.13

F=6.844,p <0.001

3.55 1.05
3.74 1.02
3.66 1.05
3.40 1.10

F=28.794,p <0.001

(1)-(4), (2)-4), 3)-(4)  (D-(2), (2)-(4), (3)-(4)

3.17 1.08
3.24 1.07
3.21 1.21
3.42 1.07
343 1.11
F=4.988,p=0.001
2-(5)
3.01 1.05
3.32 1.10
3.41 1.12
3.63 1.04

F=41.042, p <0.001

3.50 1.14
3.46 1.03
3.54 113
3.64 1.06
3.70 1.05

F=6.419, p <0.001

@-4), @-(5)
3.25 0.98
3.54 1.09
3.70 1.06
3.84 1.02

F=44.392,p<0.001

(D)-(2), (D-3), (D-(4), (1D-(2), (D-(3), (1)-(4),

2-(4), 3)-(4)
3.46 1.09
3.38 1.10
3.23 1.10
3.13 1.07

F=9.844,p <0.001

2-(4)
3.64 1.08
3.70 1.05
3.51 1.07
3.29 0.92

F=13.702, p <0.001

(1)-3), (2)-3), (2)-4)  (D-(4), (2)-(3), (2)-(4),

(3)-4)
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b s.e. b s.e.
-0.047 .043 -0.006 .041
20-29 0.288%* .093 -0.017 .089
30-39 0.281%** .088 0.166* .084
40-49 0.208** .080 0.119 .077
50-59 -0.004 .086 0.145% .082
60
-0.373 %% .078 -0.549%#% .075
-0.216%* .076 -0.318%*** .073
-0.177%%* .058 -0.129% .055
-0.063 147 0.425%%* 141
-0.116 156 0.417** 150
-0.164 170 0.309% 163
-0.200 .168 0.279% .161
0.010 .008 0.007 .008
15 0.036 .023 0.011 .022
0.189* .088 0.362%** .085
0.140 103 0.284%* .099
0.137 .094 0.384%** .090
1995
20%~30% 0.194%** 071 0.120+ .068
30%~33% 0.248%* .078 0.280%** .075
33%~40% 0.182* .090 0.133 .086
50%
1995 0.010 .021 0.025 .020
2.923 %% .207 2.724%** .207
N 2544 2544
Adjusted R* .057 .070

Fp<.10,% p<.05, ¥ p<.01, ¥++ < 001
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359
324
2
1. 2 0 3 37 42
[0.1] [0.0] [0.6] [303]  [1.2]
2. 23 70 26 2 121
[0.9] [20.2] [5.6] (1.6]  [3.5]
3. 1139 87 112 4 1342
[44.6] [25.1] [24.1] 331 [38.5]
4. 407 61 174 6 648
[15.9] [17.6] [37.5] [49]  [18.6]
5. 309 54 19 1 383
[12.1] [15.6] [4.1] [0.8]  [11.0]
6. 506 30 85 7 628
[19.8] (8.6] [18.3] [5.7]  [18.0]
7. 168 45 45 65 323
[6.6] [13.0] [9.7] [533]  [9.3]
2554 347 464 122 3487
(73.2) (10.0) (13.3) (3.5)
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1995 1998 1995 1998
30.63 3 2 3 355 2 2 4 5 4
33.83 4 2 4  39.11 3 3 4 5 5
3570 5 4 4 3778 5 5 4 4 3
36.20 4 4 4 3477 4 3 4 4 2
3039 4 3 3 3
28.54 10 4 2 3133 4 3 3 5 3
2535 3 3 2 4

5484 1 1 5 4876 3 2 5 3 3
3529 4 3 4 3226 6 4 3 1 2
3550 1 1 4 2829 1 1 2 5 3
22,69 1 1 2 7.61 1 0 1 2 2
2755 3 1 2 2097 4 2 2 2 2
3134 3 2 3 2507 4 1 2 2 2
50.69 2 2 5 2688 2 2 2 4 4
2944 2 1 2 2107 2 1 2 4 4
3158 1 1 3 2698 2 1 2 2 2
4149 4 3 5 4034 5 4 5 2 2
36.15 4 2 4 3134 5 3 3 2 2
4332 3 2 5 3275 4 2 3 2 2
29.41 1 0 2 2177 1 0 2 2 2
2542 1 1 2 1968 1 0 1 3 2
27.66 1 0 2 31.13 1 0 3 1 2
36.07 2 1 4 2597 1 1 2 4 3
3230 1 1 3 2975 1 1 2 2 2
3221 3 1 3 2666 3 2 2 2 1
4540 1 0 5 3390 1 1 4 2 2
28.86 2 1 2 3016 4 2 3 2 2

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8. 1:20% ; 2:20~30%; 3:30~33%; 4:33~40%; 5:40%

9. 1: ;28 ;3 50 ;4 ;5
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