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item Q sort. They also described a second legiti­
mate, but different, orientation. Second-order Q­
analytic techniques revealed two salient underlying
dimensions: action versus insight. Theoretical and
practical implications were discussed.

Arturo G. Pacho (P.O. Box 474, Manila, The Philip­
pines), "Policy Concerns and Priorities: the Ethnic
Chinese in the Philippines," Philippine Journal of
Public Administration, 1981, 25. Abstract: Forty­
seven ethnic Chinese respondents were asked to iden­
tify, specify, and rank their policy concerns with
respect to improving their condition and status in
the Philippines. The results indicate their posi­
tions given a continuum ranging from preserving eth­
nicity to advancing integration. Policy makers may
scan the various policy alternatives offered by
three significant factors--(A) assimilationist/plu­
ralist, (B) instrumentalist, and (C) ameliorative-­
according to which the respondents in a Q study clas­
sify themselves. Each factor serves as a distinct
approach to the needs and preferences of the ethnic
Chinese respondents. The policy implications of the
study include: participation, the need for ameliora­
tion, manifest concern for ethnic solidarity, preser­
vation of Chineseness, expression of anxiety and in­
security, and division of responsibility for policies.
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