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ABSTRACT
With the process in the age of high technology
and upgrade of living quality, food customers
demand not only the feeling of stuffed but also the
food fact and quality. Therefore, customers have
increasingly put premium on the safety and the

healthiness of food. The storm of organic food,
prevalent in the U.S. and the UK., has started to
whip the certain areas of the Taiwan region because
customers are getting concerned about the planting
environment and method of farm produce and thus
the demand for organic food keeps growing.
However, organic food costs at processing and
packaging. This makes the difference between
organic produce and conventional food. Therefore,
it is an important issue to understand whether
customers are willing to buy organic produce at a
higher price and the reasons why customers buy
produce made organically.

The aim of the study is to probe into the
relationship between the willingness to pay for
organic produce and the socioeconomic status,
consumption level of organic produce, lifestyle

variables and  factors, attitudes  towards
environmental issues and factor and attitudes
towards organic produce and factors. According to
lifestyle factors, customers can be categorized into
four groups: price influencer, sometimes customers,
major consumer and potential consumer.The results
demonstrates that major customers have value
quality lifestyle and this group of customers are
willing to pay more for organic produce than for
conventional farm produce to 11% or more.
Potential consumers have high income per month
and are less price-conscious also. However, while
some of them do not agree that organic produce are
definitely better than non-organic ones, the rest are
willing to pay more for organic produce to 8% or
more if organic produce are considered worthwhile.
It can be seen from this that organizations should
educate customers with the knowledge and benefit
of organic produce to increase the willing of this
kind of customers to buy produce which are made
organically.
Keywords: Organic produce, willingness to pay,
lifestyle, environmental issues
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