EMit RRERGDE, PEE, £RHEE
PRAKKEZR IRV TRMAL, B 25— 55
86 A, 58, &1t

AR BERTHS ot e BRI PRI

BB * PG IE***

il

ANl

ERELTFRE, GRTERREREARFTENGIERE, F
HRABRREEEREHTED 6000 X&, EEMNRBEE X,
W, REE2E, MESELEREEHNETE, £2HR (#X
RAE) HEE . ERZHRERTREERN—BE, SEERE
BREEBREHRE, WS THORKEEH, BEEETR
MEE, EUSERRAXEXEXRRAHEERERH, B1 1966
i, MENEE, MERR, GRCRRIOBIFRERESE
FOI0LE, MMBEAREHIBR,

i, ESE X ERIERE R AR, BRI LEER
B R EHEERZEANY. EREEHNEEOES, R

* FRYFPHTHKERHEE A& NEFEH I NSC?5 — 0301 — HO01 — 10 ZHRE
&, HPRUSGERKED, RN EARASHHAEOREBRE, FEELYE
BEEHE. AMCEEREHBEREEAER MRS MEALRBRNSTNHIEER, &
ERENNE MR ETEE MR ERERTI, BNL-HERY. FUHERELK,
HEfFEAK. '

s hRARRR=EIBVTRERTA,

wor ARRRSREIRARAARA.
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RRE. BB, B, RESCHEEMNETRBERZ %, &M
RROEBESHEFERA TEMOgburnBE [ 3B E | By
HHUEE ( Duncan, 1964: 86—95 )} , LR, E—@Er{kehiy—I]
o ( GIINEREE ) BEMEAS ( FIMFE ) BEEtgaEs, ma
BRECERER S EEED, BLEEREEL,

HE, FEMNESZROHaHESSANORE, Ties
FERRAGER, —E5550, AESIELEMETTE:E LAY
PE RSB R RSB RES T B ResE AL
#F. TELEEER, REERHAMOKIEEE, MELRBARTE
FESBOHS RBERLERR %, LePlay ( Silver,1982 ) H4H
KESR=M: [ L4 | ( Patriarchal }, BB MEBFHEEE, I
BMEEHFEERR; [ IERE | (unstable ), R AME ANES,
MRHEREREFRRER; REE] EBFE | ( famille —
souche ), RIfFEE E—RBRE (£8 ) MO FoEE—3*,
EMERBE TN, ROFERGEFRAEHHLERTE, |
% LePlay 5, FHRFEEEFATHLH TR, ABZT,
Engels Al 1884 £ £5%%, ETRELELHEHTE, HEETRGF
ENREREM, Bit, HFEHEemRBMEERE, LEFRMLIt
809 MEFE | ( pairing family ), SEELTSYHt e
—XR~EHRE | (Engels, 1972) . A BFAESERR, B—L0
PR EETHE R R IR & R BIPIATSE TN, OgbumEREHEE
AR R4 1, BN E LI 28 EHA R ELAS, T ( 1038)
EHFEEDDAE (IR, URT, B, Eg 5% ARTH
B KSESFBEMEER S SIERRA, okt RABRKE, =
BME&R2FERRERAEEDERER( Parsons, 1949; Levy, 1965;
Smelser, 1959; Nimkoff & Middleton, 1960; Winch & Blumberg,
1968 ) : thetBa, —EEFILLEEMHE, HEMKGRESHE
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# @ EHH [conjugal/nuclear] ( &L ) FEFTRN, EXH,
Goode (1970 ) ®E3k [ TRMAER | KL E,

GoodefTim N ERM A G RIHBEZHER L OE, FHFERE
MGoodeFTERETEHANGE, HEHELWRLETEE. EE—
REOZAEESBFEHEENTHER, CHEGMGESR, RS
AHEREFRFRENNE L, FHOH@RR, HMEIMOREERR
ERPTBREZ—BRALEBORERNRE, EFCBFIERGHH
¢ ( Laslett, 1972; Netting et al, 1984; Furstenberg, Jr., 1966 ) BI{F
BBt @28 FK ( 5120,Cherlin, 1983; Thornton et al, 1987 ) 2fiiH
B, EREAXROBOREERERE T XEQNACYBRHTAER
BERAMA LG, BERKR, FFEGoodeAFE T T
THEAER |, DFABTENELER (1982:194 ),

KR, TECERTEEZANRESRGES, LEFESH=
HROFLERLR, AWRHEH, REEAREEERETHEANS
FHERPOTE Bl —RR, FUHEMED(Sh &
Lin, 1984 ) BEEA—BEARROGERRBEEEMG, ¥, RAK
AR ARPRRE R & 2B, FRAFEHMETL
MA—EERERS T ), AEKBRRMGS LB S 2 ERBEHER,
AEHRTLUE In A3 AR,

IR —RE9:Z, TEEBMEFB [ KELE | RIGRBFER
BMFRROGMGBMIHEFRORERRE, & BOKE | ZHFEER
HECE, thrTsedEn EffisRBFoEama [ BEEKE | Bt
S—UFERMMOHRETL; [ SREE | ZEAT —UEE (F
—EFRR ) RABIEFNERT. B L, EWHR B &SRR (
BHREARBRSEOIR ), BMRBEREMSHEER, MEL. &%
7% (extended ) . &, 3%[ (joint ) . ¥ (clan ) -+ F%, BE
FEME2F ( ABERBZLOREEEBL &+ ERT), 8%
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RZSEBELRBEMRE ( Yorburg,1979) . BFGEHE —@
FEME FTREFEOHGE (B FRRERRHERMN s
), KRBEUT: BLFE. EIBRFE (FETREFEHLE) .
EHMFRE (FR%Xx—) . HEWEEEASKBRMBENHEER
MAEEER, FTLfEERERSA,

Bl B

KERFIBEE, TEH Levy HERPRFEZRENELE,
HAEMEARBREIECERGTEAZ — MBPHESARERT
SE [ BrbEE | ( particularism ) B34, T LEMBEHEENRT
28 F%E | (universalism ), BHANRMEM[ B4t | KEREHE
®EZ2AT ( Levy, 1949: 354 ) ; BR T HEMSEHBERPEFEER
BREMEE, B B4 | FRFESTELE, 2 —EERAENHT
ERFEOR AR, MR LevylRE TEHR LAIRE EEEERH
ErEtgORRERAERD N Lang, REEL A S IR MBS E fF
(1946 ) PIREREHE S AN AR-PRFES TR L.

e, #2252 ( Freedman, 1970: 9 Cohen,1976: 61 ) B 4
BHRFERES S #0 ] ( conjugal /nuclear ), [ E# | (
LePlay’s families—souche ), AR [ #[@ | (joint ) FKE, TEHE
PEKERN, ECERSTEFAG=ERE, SOREREH] -6
FA, —BH B EHMET, HMETEERY | KE FRFE
VHELE, UFAKBETL, UE—RBESHRFRNMHEER |, &£
FREMEE 48, mfeRETe, mFARSHsRTHN (R
B) MEFMHER, FHEFEERRFEENR | ( Lang, 1946: 14
) a

REZMBEENBRIIHEEBTENBERT L, EEERA
RREEMFTRRETHE TEA ( NETHEMOLE, Bk &
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Table 1. Dstribution of Family Types in Taiwan, May 1983,

FAMILY TYPES FREQUENCIES {PERCENTAGES)  ADJUSTED PERCENTAGES
A. Nuclear Family: 8960 (4.1 (61.8)
{Leouple—only family 4651(28.1) (321)
{HH head + spouse only)
(2)typical nuclear family 430%26.0) (29.7)
{HH head + spouse

+unmarried childern)
B. Stem Family: 3005 (23.6) (26.9)

(1)3-generation, parent-absent 411{25) {28)
{ HH head+ children
+grandchildren,
possibly also spouse)
(2)3-generation, parent—present 530(3.2) {37
{HH head + parents+ children,
possibly also spouse)
(3)quasi-stem family: 2964(17.9) (20.4)
{8Jother parent-present families 660(4.0) {46)
{bl2-generation nuclear family 1631(2.8) (11.2)
(HH head+spouse
+ married children)
{c}2-generation single parent family 673(4.1) {4186)
(HH head + marnied children)

C. Other Families: 1639 (9.9) (11.3)
{Usingle parent family 937(5.7} {6.5)
(HH head+unmarried children)
{ZJother parent-absent family types T02(4.2) {48)

D. Single-person Households 2054 (12.4)

TOTAL 16558 (100.0) 14504 (100.0)
Source . Based on DGBAS’s May 1983 Labor Force Survey data.
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TULABREBARENEATBRRURE. SERSRBEGT T
2 Cohen¥ B &M Yen-liao +1EIWIE, MEEH ( 1976: 83~85 )
HEFREMERFEEGH PR LB, B/ —EHE ( Pasternak
, 1972: 81 ) hEEH, MAELEBH_EEHNECEHRELTEER
BI#8%, (BEREMTEEFEN LEL, MESS A RBHML AR
AR, &L, Gallin B Gallin ( 1982 ) #H7E 1975 — 78 %],
EFEMGHAIRMB M, MELRENEHRELT ; B, B
REENOEARFEFRHEARCHSENT, STEHEY, FEE
( Chuang, 1985: 141 ) BIEMPA KGR, BEZA SR, [#K
KR | HFREESRBELRT. AETHE, HEMERERAR
HRDESERATRER Wolf B9 ; S HE R BRIt EFOE
SRFEEERONEE, R (1985 35 ) HEARTE 1906 — 46 4
B, THOHFREGBEBEFSEN, B X5 | (8BL) FEGLADR
FrR#, SR0F, EREEHE LIMRFKEREMNERTERE
ANEBEECEETHETE L HTAEHFERMORE, RERR
BEHROE O, EEFTEERMUETRFREEREETRGT
R, BRMMETSEERERTFHERE, 88, T¥EESEE
ERTET ERBEEN,

A—EWEANEH, (HEEAHMARERE) &0 /&84
AFEFREEHFRERNE?, AINE— BT ETREMRTH, B
AR ( 1965 81 ) BEE 1712 (1R E D, 70 % ZBREL
KEE, IB%REBRFE, 16 bREBEEFEFED, RETH 1 %2HE
THFEE ( extended ). FEHHEHS, I 1969 EEEBHBRHWERHS
(Tang, 1978: 66), FERILA—BEEEE 67 %BHFRSEELFE, 21 %
BEBRKRE, »RERFE, #H4%ELERE, EE Gallin B4
# Hsin — Hsing #1 ( 1966: 137 ), thBEREBHRET 66 %2H.L
REE, 29 %REHFE, AHS %YREAFREY, FX, HEBE (
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Hsieh,1984: 43 — 57 ) RBREMZHF, &L, 8. *FFEHHO
ZRE 52 %. 43 % 5 %. HEBEYZ AMEEA ( 1980: 14 ) BT,
1976 FEEMMETRZOFE (69% ), BETEEEHFKE ( 23
%), WRFE/XEAFKE (3% )NBRAFE (4% ). BE, £—
HATE ( WARE, 1981: 133 ) HFIRE LM [ THRAEHR |, kB
25 1040 BREHHE, BREL. T8, EEKRE ( extended ) B
WIS RRST %, 27%. 16 %.

BIMEWEIME ( Shu & Lin, 1984 ), REBTEREEHE 1983
FEBNAEGES, LRI CEFESE - EMGME, g
BRI 14377 BR S, BEOERABAMEE, RATLSFELE
GR=KEE: [BOFE] (617%), THAFE | (303%),
T BRKE | (809 % ). BRALKE. 8. FHLEEESHR
%%%,&ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ&(wm&m)ﬁ%,ﬁﬁﬁ%%
HERET LRABRORE, ROER, FEFSOEELE (R
FE), ALTTEARELRE, R2, MEEXFE. ERAHL
HEBRONBEPSBREER, LWREMBESHHBETHEL, KR
HATREMER — BB ORE, Bit, BARMISI L/ EREELE,
BAREE—FHRE. ERRFIENENBEETOHERK, e
SRR E—-LPR, HPALBEERE MO FENELERSED
( #HEEPE, 1985, T HABK 1987, Chen, 1986 ) , BMEEST ( Shu &
Lin, 1988 ) F#MMEIE, EHTHFEREHE.

2./ &

RBEZ—EHERRE, FUER ERMBRERFREHWEHE
( Shu & Lin, 1984 ) . HELER, EMINARSERTREEHEFTR
BB BIAETERN [ SREEEME | LUEKH SN oostny
A EBERHEERROERE, RRERERSFREOTR,
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ABRRHE:

(WEWRFMHT ZEEE |HER, EREBEFRENA+STRES
MBFTEREEIE MAEEEEIRR, ER—HEES TEERE LD
B, AIRCEBRREESZEFTEBHAEA, RUSHEHGA
HHRBINELFRRAAEER, filn, B eE—BROFXESS
FEFRRMBOLE, EEEFHERMEF THETGEE .

QIEMEARNEREBSHEE, B BEFRE | 24658 (N
FErE ) BELETEE AMBTURERREGOMERAER
FERA L, ABFR, ENEMBRERARSB=8 (4BEl BOR
El, F#AFE ], [ #8FE|) ERTHBEEHNEHRE
EEBORR, REMBTEAEOREIRRMERENENES, FLL
WMEBREHAT HE |, &%, BOREXRFEDBTHTUERE
EIE T 3R

REEMBELOFREOERRETE, UAEERS[ EBRRE |
BT LBV B, B—, BiE Olga Lang B58E:, EBFIB=RAEXR
EHaftry, hERrEELUTRERE : R, OB TRERT; =
EFRE, HXBNET. EREH —#, FRABEGRLLTEE,
F—, ENEARSEANBESTRERACFFANNEEZRAR,
FIUEMEARREXBRAEHREARBEEBRRE, ERRAKER,
EXRRE (RUHERE ) MUCSHEFLRER, FRLCEERELRE
PEAEHEL, FALOISEESRE, ERERNE, BTHR
MARHERRERBLHIRTRENES, RAKEOHEREERET
KEZHTE.

By TEMBTENFEIE, RTHRARITLFEER HEF
B, Hebwassl BREE | HEMAHEHSE ( parent-absent ) &
Bo. E—FITHAREGERES, BREER, [ BARKS |EX
BEMBARTREE, FTLLLBLTRFIALLF &5 o
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fx—, BPFILEN@EFTEFRSE. AR EEERENS 6
BRI —EE, FRMENOREMESE ( 1983 ) BHE, FH=
EREGHOR: LLKE (618% ), THRFE(269%), REM
(113%), ERPRAEERNERRELEERLEHEHHY,
BAEAMERRE, BHERMTUES, #ECERREOVATE,
£ 411 BEABRSRAS AL BFESHFE, 50 BRANEZRE
% H R BREHFE, LS—BRERE, EEEERETS, 1631 BF
MEHEBFLHBLRE, 73 BRECHTRHBERE, 54
660 BEAEANRELBRAES, BIERR, A8 57 4HEARBR
FRHTRFE, ROREBETREE ( 179 % ) SAEEEERH
Feh, TERRSHARTER S BHAEREBESERHES,
BT ALY, EEERTEGSNERRESLEE, MENGR
PEMRBEORESTEN ; BRERIEE, BOREERTLRMA
ETER, U EREETIRMAIEE,

ETRGMER, REDERTEL (RBRA ) BREFRS?
B4, THELAARLEEFLBNEBESES, TRNRIARA,
RS AKR, HFKTFREREH GBS, AREENEASEAL
TR R BORE,

ERBREABOTENTELAHERE, BELERLS 6
BAMBE, RESHEZERLMOBE, Goode (1970 1982: 168 —
195) RS EEEMERBR @S5, STBEHER. EREIMRL,
RMEEEREROWE, LU TR R RESE R EGHE. £7),
BMESHHBEFHEILTHAREE: OVRESRTEE, K
EOER, QORESERSHBHLEE, £ARE, RIVESMDE
e — BRI,

Inkeles 8 SHEABHREBTHRREBABALRRLRE, EEE
BEEHWRS, NREHER—EEEEEORBEE ( Inkees &
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Smith, 1974: 265 — 275 ), EEERMETF KGR R HEADE (
Rindfuss & Hirschman, 1984; Wong, 1981 ), #5302 Miller { 1984 )
BIR R, HEHNEMRRERIIHFGES, NHELBHTFE
SFAKER; EHY Goode ERE—EERHERIRE, TRFHRN
REEOCFEEARBIRABY, BRRMREREFHFEVRE B
MA% | IREROHERELR, PREERERREREORE ;
kA, REROUFEELDE, DEFEERIEREBRFE.

A—ERREWREE, TENFRELEHEHOMNABARFRS
&8 ( Wong, 1981 ), EEMAATLNEE FHBREXMER, BR
BHEAEHN+ERRERT SERGEE, RMTLUEGEE ¥
ERBHRNEBRORNGEESH R, ROHER, TEHFRRITHSHE
@ REMHEE HEeRAEHOFRERLE, BREMLGHEERY
T4, FRAEBRGRERRAHBEENTS, bR REER
RSB ORE, ERF—REREBHORFEGDEGELY, BHEL
FEtE; bR, ERSHRTERBASRLE T KRB EIHE.
BIN—EFEEARBMEGLEPHREE, BHTRKTEE 20 2RBREL
BEEORR, M—BEFARLBETREBEIRREN R, BHit,
ERMRFERFE—ERERER, RNEFELENEEFNERLOEE,

=, RMEEHAFEEIEAHAERE, SESRERBTR
BEEEtEE ( 1981: 11 ) 9ERHEBIFERMES, RKERE(E) 5
THREBESHER. AMIIREHRGAE-BERTHE, KREAD
LERWHIE (R, A, W, B) B4R 30%, EFEE235 %87
ALFRBE=HT%, menh, EH. FRE. ER, LeR¥BF; H
“HREMHRERITEER 35 %FI55 ¥HHEAQTERE_LKTIE (T
BUSE. BEE, AB%EE), FSEHERSEMRTE. BFARRK,
ERMREBHTS, HHLBRHEELITARMG®RE; HMF
FERIRE R E N EHE BN,
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HPIHes 5 —~HEGERFE AR S —EREUE . ASEWE
1980 — 84 EHEBHEHTTEER, MRERMTE, BMAGLTLAR
3B A LATRE R,

B.HE R

L —&KBEIAR ( Shu & Lin, 1984 ), BRAEEIEFRERRE
(R#BR ) ERFRREAFEE. £, REFHHTHLEES K
WAE ( chi — square ) &R, HETESEHME (83800001 ),
RMRMEZEREBHRGEREARKELRMEEMEIFA, L THEE
EORBHEMEHREER, BT TFSEHREES (Ang—E
ABEHREVEOHBAIER ), RISREEH [ S@EREER |
8975,
EEHE, HERBBERERNE, EMAIRLRE 5 F£HAEM
REEHE; MR —EEEE, DEARENEEE, DHEARHE
SRR ; BRERERES, 1980 F=0,1982 %= 2, LAHEH#., T
ERBERFLIB=8: &L, =8, RHEM, EZHFEMS
FERERTER 1,
SWERE SRR, KIBHHEERE. £8. BhEEs
HEEBROEHEE, OBRBUT AR GHHSEBRBEESR:
Ln(Ps /" Pn) = Bss + Bs (& + Bs %E#ii + BsD + BsD + Bs(
K12 H ) + Bs( B¥15E 85 ) + Bs( BRI D) +
Bs( Bfs] D) + Bs( B¢ )

Ln(Po ./ Pn) = Bo + Bo # % + Bo F£# + BoD + BoD +
Bo( B £ ) + Bo( BRI F #h ) + Bo( B fil
D) + Bo( kfs] D) + Bo( B )
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Ln(Ps / Po) =(Bss —Boo)+ (Bs— Bo)# & + (Bs — Bo)E#i5 +
(Bs—Bo)D + (Bs—Bo)D +(Bs— Bo)(B 1% &)
+(Bs — Bo)(FFfE X F#5)+ (Bs — Bo)(B&HID) +
(Bs—Bo}BHEID) +(Bs— Bo)(B&fdl)

n=&LRE s=FEBFREE o= fh 3R EE

HERBAMPMEERFRE -, CHNAREERERCS
F, WFFHOREREARETHESER,

fEE—h, BMERHRTHFELAROYE, ARRVEDE,
HEORETEESENRESHERR [ Kt | KE, K2Rt
FRE. EERAMERBIECEBRFIEOEES, LESRALTH
MERER. ROER, DRROEFERENEK TR &
D, B, £8, HESSOHETEESEARENESRENE,

BREHET, FRHRENEOEEAERS E0ASEE
BURESSRE, B2, IBELZSNEMFE,

A-REREEME, EEOREFULBREARELFE, BE
MLFTRERI R BEEE—1e; B, — I EAOT—CEERFESS
&, RRMAMAERBITERNTFLSHE, Bit, FRERGIIFIE
TREEEESRY, NERMERENEEE LEOKRFHT, THy
BAESEGETHEREMIEAREEAESEE, RENE
BEE, R, EEEN, AENERSIRAEMRESEY
THENE, RZ, RINBRORE. EEEEEESS T TELERS
BH®,

BHAHFRENEOLE, NFES AR, CRERMAEES
Ao HAEFMAESEHTHLEE FHALBEABERORE, 8
AR PERDERFEEE, SHLOYEERARENED
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Table 2. Multiple Logit Coefficients and Estimated Standard
Errors {(n = 55,840 cases)

Explanatory

Variables Ln (Ps/Pn) Ln (Po/Pn) Ln (Ps/Po)

Education —0.0769 b —0.0687 *** —0.0082
(0.0190) (0.0115) {0.1229)

Age —0.0020 0.0385 *** —0.0405
(0.0056) {0.0033) (0.6160)

D, 0.4782 ** 0.0966 0.3816
(0.2260) (0.1610) (0.2774)

D, —0.2181 0.3574 —0.5755 **
(0.1633) (0.2342) (0.2855)

Time X Education —0.0082 —0.0001 —0.0081
(0.0069) (0.0038) (0.3755)

Time X Age 0.0007 —(.0001 0.0008
(0.0020) (0.0008) (0.6646)

Time XDy —0.0764 0.0129 .—0.0893
(0.0867) (0.0972) (0.1300)

Time XD, —0.2391 —0.0948 —(.1443
(0.1581) (0.0884) (0.181%)

Time 0.1494 0.0826 0.0568
{0.1332) (0.0520) (0.1463)

Constant —1.5006 ***  —26420 *** 1.1234 ***
(0.3881) {0.2569) {0.4655)

R square 0.3609

F value 75.800

Where

n=nuclear family; s

= stem family; o =other family;

Values in parentheses denote estimated standard errors ;

XN

significant at 0.01 level,

*#*  gignificant at 0.05 level;
* significant at 0.10 level;
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FE, HELER, FHMOEETE, ERGPREBFRFIETEE
HEERESFE, Rk, HHRIEAER, FmltEsEo
REGVREYIRGYE, RPOGBEEE dREEHLEEEE (
HEHERE), FHMHEMATEALRERECABFE, 5—F A,
MITHEFTFADBXERS, WERBEGHHEAETEL R OFTE,
FTERMHRENENEE, SSRENKGREREHTIPE,
FEMAT R LRBAERN, R (HEHAELRE ) MEEEFRER
[ Bt | FKEE,

A—EFHELERHTERHHE BAREBRAELRNES
—BRENEOIARE, SLERARHHEERE L EHBEHEHEL
Fi(d,

PRE=FTErOEREE4NTELE. 54, ELIRRLT
SREBEAES L, MMBRRESSEBEEEN HE—ERBIE (
WEE . FREMHL ) $HREE (AIRESE ) %, Ak, b
88 & BRI R A A RBUBR AL, RE2UBREHHAFK:E, FI
N RIFB M T LERE TR S RELULEFEEHBA (B
BEHTHEHARERBEEER ), MMAEFELEEORRER
0.7746; B2 T, TBFES0.1717, MHMFER AR S0.0536,
FBkE7, TEURDTHOA GEREHTHENTERLGTE), ©F
R ZLREANRER07534, MEBRMHMRERLEER0.1144
FM0.1321, HEERESEERN G, F—ERFIIMERHGERL KR
M, BORENEIBRFEMRRF2RERSME, hEER, HELO
KEMLOIMEEE, FHFEMLAIRRIE,

B, ELNARENRTHLBERESETS bR, S
RIS B H R E L R ETH M NIRRT TR R, Flm,
( R=FR ) HNEEHEMENEHLER, TRAKTREMAL
TRGFENETHETHRAE, FIUELERR LR, RMACE
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Table 3.Probabilities of the Head in Each Family Type, 1983
(n = 14,504cases)

FAMILY TYPES
1983, T=3 Nuclear Family Sten Family Other Families
Pn Ps Po
8960 3905 1639

(618%)  (269%)  (11.3%)

(AEDUCATION (given average age=48.708, D1=.607, D2=0.160)

(I)no formal education 0.4958 0.3300 0.1742
(2)elementary school 06128 0.2701 0.1171
(3)Junior high school 0.6669 0.2391 0.0940
{4)senior high school 0.7165 0.2091 0.0745
(5)technical institute 0.7467 0.1899 0.0633
(6)4-year college & above 0.7746 0.1717 0.0536

(BJURBANIZATION (given average age=48.706, average education=
6.820)

(1)metropolitan areas 0.6026 0.2617 0.1357
(2itowns 0.6771 0.2762 0.0466
(3)villages 0.6432 0.2439 0.1129
(C)AGE (given average education=#6.820,D1=0.607,D02=0.160)
{1)24 yrs or younger 0.7534 0.1144 0.1321
(2)25—29 yrs old 0.7355 0.1354 0.1290
(3)30—34 yrs old 0.1749 0.1596 0.1255
{4)35—39 yrs old 0.6915 0.1871 0.1214
{5)40—44 yrs old 0.6656 0.2181 0.1169
{6)45—49 yrs old 0.6355 0.2527 0.1117
(6)50—54 yrs old 0.6032 0.2908 0.1061
(7)55—59 yrs old 0.5681 .0.3320 0.1000
(8)60—64 yrs old 0.5306 0.375% 0.0934
(9)65—69 yrs old 0.4714 0.4220 0.0866
(1070—74 yrs old 0.4510 0.4695 0.0795
175—79 yrs old 0.4101 05176 0.0723

{1280 yrs & older (.3695 0.5653 0.0652
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STRATA
COUNT
ROW PCT URBAN TOWN RURAL ROW
COL PCT TOTAL
1 2 3
NEWTYPE
1 5278 1156 1968 8402
NUCLEAR FAMILY 62.8 13.8 234 60.1
' 63.8 55.2 54.5
2 1909 717 1295 3921
STEM FAMILY 487 18.3 330 280
23.1 343 35.8
3 1091 220 361 1662
OTHER FAMILIES 65.6 13.2 21.1 11.9
13.2 10.5 9.7
COLUMN 8278 2093 3614 13985
TOTAL 59.2 15.0 25.8 100.0

RAW CHI SQUARE = 25555237 WITH 4 DEGREES OF FREE-
DOM, SIGNIFICANCE=0.00000
NUMBER OF MISSING OBSERVATIONS=2209
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# T ERAEHLERGEE,

Eit, #E=TLURELHBE D EEMEDHRN, Ol0: HEFR
EREHA, BFRELOFESTEGES; 5 BEHAE: RREF
B, TS —EROFE, BERAEREREMEENR
SEMETYES, CTLESASGER, BREREENTES
76 ( BTR R AR S b HARA REEFI T X R —8 ) Bk
THEEAEEOFARGEHEZ 4, FRpha] DUEH i BEA R
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HHEHAERE, BRMBECAZORESEEMME (B
FRFEAZHERGMG ), CEEOX—FRERMETTLER
d, BLRBABMSELY, EFRSIKSMEFERER, BLKEN
THEM S ERE (MERFESTEEERBEL ) . BROEHR, K
EM#HERERS, tH#EROFEMEGLERE, THERVTRES
HR—EERFE., CREMEFEES (HNERKHKEE ), Md
BEOFERTBFEMTEEEEERKHER: fiIEE04958,
H®ER03300, HERBREMEY, BHEEOTE: BOREE
07746, EHFEEH01717. FTHER, EMEREFHIHETEM
HEELFEMRRRRNLTA%, TMERFESHEHHREL0.99%.

EROETR, ERBOAERE, QFEEMHARTEMER B
OFE (Bt BB RS MRE ) . REFHRNROE
EHARE2YEMNG, ARBERIRMBREANFERME, RE
EE RSB ARE, MEE ., SUER (ELRHR) AR
i, (AR, ERUFEAEOYEINEREFSVERER. AML2S
—29 B 75— 79 BB EEBBERRVEL: THORR, FHM—
B, HEBSOFESRARRAR0.65%, MIEBRKEMRARA
YR T076%, Bit, BEHEROREHHRIEHERKER
BEE MERSTIBFEATEIHBEOFRETE,
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Bt L EESE N - FA#TEFZO0RKEMVAE I
1.74%, ME—@EOFHAIER065%. HEHEORERR,
BEORERTEFTROHZE, B—HH, B—FSHEMENGEE
BRREATRED099%, ME—@HEHEHEEIN0T6% . AR,
BEINF R I RRESEREERARGTE,

Hies X BRERBRSARY. EORMEHE, BES TR,
FRMTREMES — B UK, (BRIFELS 1980—84 B9 HAIE
B — R EHHE S 1980F11982%F, FHEEMEMALRELTE
B ARIRIE; 1983 F11984F AR ., HNEEHBERERMAMKRES
HUER, TREEZREESEIN ST HENEROEE, FEX
MEGHERBTHERSGBTR, HRE], THAOERETNTIE
B RORE, RPEEERERESEMBHILEEE, EBMRET
7, LAEEHEH R,

fh. & &

EARRES, BNAREERRETRMNEDHRETLER. HE
BREBERERMEIT, RMEREDESHSE LEH T EEEG%E
B (OMAREETRE ), BARET RGN, kEBRMEER
ABMLBREREA R, BRER, REELERRERMNEDHE
BEXLBERABEE, HEHELFENEERREREREAR
(HERFEAZ—EAMR ), MESHFERESHREAREIEH
o REE, HEMARSETRFHG=RE, SREFRRALEE
TREEM—EEFE, BEELERBMTURLE Tk eE
BEEFBHSRE, 5—50, FROPEEERHETHERE, 7
REREL I 4 AMOME. BMR, TEARETERBESHTE
B R, B MRLERE, aREFRARNESETENEE, i
PEERERLBEER, RIMPTMLSEE—E, HEBAKL



Edod ol Pibad . o GEEE 43

FENESS, HRMt, —EAMBAER, HEGMETETLFE
BIRTREM BLE BRI I, 2, HEMBRLH TUR2BRNT %
LEHEE, FROVEINRESANHREZRMESKERE.,

B CHRESB RS AR EELSBESBTMA,
FARARBRBTAUET — EEFROREMT R, Freedman, Chang
HSun (1982 ) 8 FIBKAPHEAEHEN, BHESHLEERE.C
FESIILOIRIEARE, LIPEAREOHBERIERN—, ERFTHER
HERIERE: £—, KAPREREIEE0EFEBELRSE, M
HHERREN K4S EEES ( Freedman et al,, 1982: 397 ) ; &
MEAMRBET RSB HIAEHBEMI T RELEHER, BTE
AR EEMBE TROMR, ERGHEREYEENE, ~—F
BRRE =, FRLEAWR R HURAOERLEREKAPEE
HRER. ME-BERBEOFEESHHESLRER, MERFK
EAESREHREREER. F, BUESME, AWEEKAP
BEPBREE—H, M (Shu & Lin 1984: 203 ) 8L R, &
ESHERE. Fih. RETEFCHEEOEREF G —EResE
SRR EERE R AR 67 R K BEETS20.001 B B, (BR4FE Amultiple logit
HEEHERREERER, ARREHLIRFESERT 28
B, BEBRSEBAREIE, RMDB, EXIPESILERE &
—, AEERLEESEHHLOTE, BANTRENEESS
TRGTEREMN, BEXE EMAEEEME FEERT, £, &
BEETFER, FHESHAORENEARY. EHbE=BE
BEE: B, ERLARVERINT, twMfeEmnRRSERRGE;
BETHRE, MAFHBERS, Rk, BFI5E&ER A 3E i
M, R THREFDER, FEAAERE, FAMHOLEREL
EdELFE (RO BELE ), SHMFRERNE. $-EEREH
EHTEMNERSR, FERANFERRAZLERE, WEaREST




44 EliL @ R i

RERMRGIPTEASE, WAERBRELBRME, £=, LEHTBEAKS,
BTREFE TafXLEBMMNERBNLBEE—I, £,
kAR ECROBFTRREEE SRS, ERE-SBHEH.

HRORESRUBRGFRARHREEBORELEEEY
&, —7E, ERKRENE, AEHERMERAARMGERRR G,
BRLFEHMEDORER, EESHRUE R T eSBHUFES
BERFEEAR, MBHRLE HEHERERUREEEEEYVEY
s ERFHFEVEERBEMABHAENER, TEUAER
HEBRTH

FRALE, $RRBTEBRERENREGHTE, RBXHBET
RUERHER. RUES, AERMNHIRXERRERESHEE
R BMPFEAMNER BT REHME, SRIMAETERMEY
BIRR. MIERR, MERSHTHRAMADEBRERETENERTE
R, MEMREGTIRCERADZRBERIRL,. BIHEE, &
RPGEERME (ARBRFBRERGRYL ), FESERET, BOEX
ERSBHNRERHEY, HEFMBROKERRGARIR, BHF
LA B ERORE.

ERERREBERLBMOIBHRBETRLER, BRIHEER
MEER b ENHERRERER., BORMEFESRREERT 1L
LB RaRE, HEEBNREEE SR TELBECRE—iBHRA40
FHRBASEIE— RO AR S TECHFESBFREE
BAEEE. RERH, EECKERDREIEMFERER, HEEf
K EWREMBE DGRBS N, ERERMt. FL, BATERE
ROERMERERBEARL, MESHRENHE TECBERER
BIBIF A, BB BB R T RS, EEEERE
RATHEEAER, EEZLRETEHRRRCHELE SR,
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Family Structure and Social Change:
A Follow-up Study

Ramsay Leung-hay Shu, Chung-cheng Lin

Abstract

In our previous study, we concluded that the results of using
multiple logit analysis in general supported the industrialization
thesis, ie., as society tends towards industrialization, its family
structure also conforms to the nuclear family model. The effects of
both education and age were supportive of the hypothesis, but that of
urbanization was contrary to our expecations. Critiques to our study
have been raised primarily by our colleague Kuanjeng Chen, and
with his collaborators.

In thé present study, we have sought to build upon our previous
results and, with Chen et al's critiques in mind, to refine our
methodological procedures. We hope some of the misunderstandings
involved, e.g., that pertaining to the prevalence rates of various
family types in Taiwan, between Chen et al and us have been
clarified as a result. In response to theire mphasis on the availability

of parents in conceptualizing family structure(or, in their terms,
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household composition ), we have also reclassified the data,
resulting in a rather liberal definition of the stem family . Also, since
we now have 1980 —84 data at our disposal, we could incorporate the
time factor into our multiple logit model. Despite these changes, the
present results resemble those of our previous study; in other words,
again we find the industrialization thesis has been generally
supported. Education is stil the most significant factor, age also
contributes to nuclear family formation’ - anization is still perplex-
ing, and time ( probably in view of the short duration involved )
does not seem to be important at all.

Even though we do not think the critical issue involved has been
resolved——simply because our data cannot test the population
transition model vis—a—vis the industrialization thesis , we hope
this study has contributed some clarifications to that matter. Also, if
our conclusions could be accepted, there are some practical implca-
tions. If industrialization processes ( at least, more so than popula-
tion transition ) do lead to changes in family structure ( from
extended family to nuclear family ), then the roles of the govern-
ment in this picture should not be left ignored. For forty years, the
government has aggressively promoted the course of industrializa-
tion, and various policies have been shaped toward realizing that
goal. Meanwhile, the nuclear family has become the dominant
pattern in reality; divorce has become more common, care of the
elderly more problematic, juvenile delinquencies are on the rise, etc.
These sundry family problems may be said to reflect underlying
changes in the family structure in society. Just as industrialization, if

not carefully planned beforehand, may result in environmental
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pollution, it could also create family problems as well. To the extent
that the government has contributed to these family woes indirectly
( but indisputably ) through its active promotion of industrializa-
tion, then it would appear to us the government cannot shake off its
responsibilities in helping remedy these undesirable consequences of

industrialization either.




