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Abstract

This study examined whether in-group favoritism and out-group discrimination are existent in
Taiwanese, and discussed the moderation effect of belief in idealism on group identity and
in-group favoritism (out-group discrimination). The subjects are native Taiwanese Chinese (the
Mirnnan folks) and other province Chinese (the WaiSheng folks) in Taiwan. From the 267 subjects
in Taiwan, the result showed that not only native Taiwanese Chinese but also other province
Chinese have the phenomenon of in-group favoritism and out-group discrimination. On the other
hand, the belief in idealism is a moderating variable of the relationship between group identity and

in-group favoritism (out-group discrimination).
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