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Abstract:

The present research used the latent class analysis to uncover the latent structure
of the class identification in Taiwan. The data collected by 1997 Socia Change
Survey was used to conduct the analysis. The major findings are:

(1) Theclassidentification of the people of Taiwan is based on a latent tripartite
structure. The three underlying classes can be identified as the upper middie
class, the middle class, and the working class.

(2) The latent subjective class identification is related to objective socia
stratification variables including educational levels, occupationa levels,
family income, as well as objective socia classes identified by Marxist
scholars. Thereis aso a gender difference.
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- CABIRFEERDREAGIFELS SR IR ST
SRS
kA G T8 AR L A Y ¥apps N
B RS 4 8 2 14
28.6% 57.1% 14.3% 100.0%
v kR 15 205 69 289
5.2% 70.9% 23.9% 100.0%
L B 9 543 669 1221
0.7% 44.5% 54.8% 100.0%
PR R 2 66 443 511
0.4% 12.9% 86.7% 100.0%
L B 0 7 243 250
0.0% 2.8% 17.0% 100.0%
N 30 829 1426 2285
1.3% 36.3% 62.4% 100.0%
Chi-Square: 578.134 df =8 p=0.001 Cramer’sV =0.356
Fo— SABMFERFAGIFEELS I AHEFZIR A
IE A A
e A L v} @1 ¢ T ﬁ]
bl FREEER BB P RREE PR FapE TR N
B B 10 3 2 0 0 0 15
66.7%  20.0% 13.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
vk 2 196 68 3 26 2 297
e s 0.7% 66.0% 22.9% 1.0% 8.8% 0.7% 100.0%
L BN 0 40 833 106 289 7 1275
0.0% 31% 65.3% 83% 22.7% 0.5% 100.0%
PR 1 3 44 211 267 9 535
e s 0.2% 0.6% 82% 394%  49.9% 1.7% 100.0%
I B 0 2 4 15 150 96 267
0.0% 0.7% 1.5% 56%  56.2% 36.0%  100.0%
N 13 244 951 335 732 114 2389
05% 102% 39.8% 149%  30.6% 4.8%  100.0%

Chi-Square: 3861.272 df =20 p=0.001 Cramer’sV =0.636
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2D CBAGU AT R SR

AR # of Classification
w Model Clusters L2 df p-value Errors N
A Al 4 60.285 78 0.93 0.076 2490
A2 5 31291 63 1.00 0.111 2490
B Bl 3 31458 34 0.59 0.041 2490
B2 4 12377 22 0.95 0.109 2490
C Cl 3 22473 18 0.21 0.033 2480
c2 4 10.421 8 0.24 0.140 2480
Zow o~ LAE0E Y A EPFAGLE 0% b Model Al P LB AR S 2 8
bt
WA PR EIE ¢ s P RIFAR Faims AREI®
L IR 0.004 0.004 0.000 0.000
v RFs 0.654 0.301 0.145 0.194
L BN 0.211 0.510 0.481 0.282
PR R s 0.131 0.078 0.210 0.108
TR 0.000 0.089 0.158 0.064
F - T_~ A FT
_ 0.001 0.019 0.005 0.353
B HERL
E T A FE e 0.078 0.007 0.001 0.000
v AR 0.805 0.825 0.002 0.002
¥ J‘? 0.115 0.152 0.982 0.085
F - F_~ A
0.002 0.017 0.005 0.913
oA E"ﬁ’iﬁz"é
EE Y IR 0.002 0.000 0.001 0.000
v RFs 0.609 0.001 0.005 0.073
L BN 0.025 0.917 0.155 0.439
PR R s 0.136 0.046 0.644 0.177
¥ 0.185 0.034 0.742 0.053
TR 0.043 0.003 0.029 0.184
F - T_~ A FT
0.000 0.000 0.005 0.074

F B

Cluster size 0.120 0.287 0.536 0.056
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3 ~ LAWY LRI GLe B8 % & Model B1 P& BT B2 8
e
TR S I b S R ¢ S ¢ P R
-4 F AP 0.000 0.009 0.000
¢ kpEs 0478 0.399 0.153
¢k PEs 0302 0.305 0.307
TR FFB 0220 0.262 0.450
T K FEs 0.000 0.024 0.090
E FTAME 0730 0.000 0.000
v A g 0.166 0.901 0.002
¥aprs 0103 0.098 0.997
4 kB 0.060 0.000 0.008
¢ EpEs 0520 0.284 0.029
¢ kFEs 0451 0.639 0.249
T RRFs 0019 0.043 0.073
Waprs 0147 0.030 0.605
T kPEs 0103 0.004 0.036
Cluster size 0.018 0.399 0.584
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32~ RAEOE Y A PSR E9E 5% A Model CL ¥ & b v 2

i
W BRRFET Y Ipm Y ARs ¥ipgs
TR r'iij:;j 0.837 0.520 0.023
¢ R riE 0155 0.603 0.464
TR REs 0,008 0.252 0.326
T RrFE 0,000 0.093 0.188
FAR® 0084 0.007 0.003
¥ -3 i AN 0.787 0.903 0.004
$1prm 0129 0.091 0.993
. s
PR ; —l zf;ﬁj 0973 0.001 0.005
S R rEE 0001 0.746 0.120
S TR RS 0,001 0.171 0.121
$1fim 0006 0.077 0.723
T RrE 0018 0.005 0.031
Cluster size 0.110 0.305 0.586
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- s B AR scik (Cl) & TR A #7802 i) » 41 (N=2199)

ER N R ]

£ 7 P FREs ¢ RRra ¥ 1M Waddatistic  p-value
7 - 0.427 0.100 0.327 32.075 1.1e-7
# 42 0.028 - 0.015 - 0.006 5.870 0.053
G -0.132 - 0.010 0.142 4.008 0.130
S A - 0.020 0.102 - 0.082 2.169 0.340
- NEREY - 2.187 1.188 1.000 0.957 0.620

© 4 -0.283 0.338 - 0.055 4.761 0.092
F 45 -0.423 0.406 0.018 4.774 0.092
KT AR 0.756 -0.162 - 0.594 89.115 4.5e-20
BE B 0.361 0.067 -0.429 60.214 8.4e-14
Ln( 7dejc > )  2.818 - 1.409 - 1.410 47591 4.6e-11
TR -0.375 0.151 0.224 6.115 0.047
TF AR - 0.266 0.774 0.189 4712 0.095
ik -0.623 0.196 0.427 11.772 0.003
14 -0.581 0.107 0.474 38.659 4.0e-9
Intercept - 21.892 9.950 11.942 21.714 1.9e-5
Cluster size 0.200 0.364 0.436

L?=10204.427 df = 118993 p-value=1.00 Classification errors = 0.144
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