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Economic Development vs. Environmental Protection: Regional 
Differences of the Post-Materialism Value in Taiwan 

Abstract 

According to the “theory of value change,” following long-term 
economic development, the public’s perception gradually switches from 
“materialism value” to “post-materialism value.”  This study examines 
whether the theory of value change could be applicable to a developing 
country, Taiwan.  Different from the existing literature adopting 
multinational analyses, this study employs Taiwan as the single case, 
emphasizing on the research of value change in different regions.  This 
research hypothesizes that in contrast with other counties and cities in 
Taiwan, there should be a great number of people holding on to 
post-materialism values in the economic wellness metropolis regions.  This 
research also hypothesizes that individuals’ socioeconomic backgrounds 
would influence their value attitudes.  To test these propositions, I take 
advantage of “the Taiwan’s Election and Democratization Study: The 2008 
Presidential Election” data, using the “cross-tabulation analyses” and 
“multinomial logit models” to analyze the public’s value attitudes and its 
influence factors in Taipei municipality (Taipei City and Taipei County), 
central and southern major cities (Taichung, Tainan, and Kaohsiung cities), 
and other counties and cities.  The findings empirically support part of the 
research hypotheses proposed in this study: citizens of Taipei municipality 
holding on to post-materialism values stand a higher percentage, whereas 
inhabitants of other counties and cities in Taiwan stand a higher percentage 
in holding on to materialism values.  In regard to impacts of the 
socio-demographic factors, the data show that the higher the education level, 
the more the household income, the higher the level of post-materialism 
value will be and vice versa; this type of trend is most noticeable especially 
in Taipei municipality and central and southern major cities. 

Keywords: theory of value change, post-materialism value, 
economic development, environmental protection 
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