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ABSRTACT

THE FORMATION OF PARTY IDENTIFICATION AMONG THE ELECTORATE IN

TAIWAN, 1987 TO 1996

By

Lu-huei Chen

In this study, the formation of party identification among the electorate in Taiwan

between 1987 and 1996 was examined. The social bases of support for the three major

parties were shown, and the functions of party identification were investigated. As the

opposition parties were established and the elections became competitive, the electorates

had chances to formulate their party identification to deal with the complexity of politics

in Taiwan. However, as discussed in this study, second-generation voters were more

likely than voters in the other two generations to have stable partisan preference, and they

employed their partisan preferences to determine their national identity. Therefore,

second-generation voters might formulate their party identification and employ that

identification to determine their political attitudes. Because of the limitation of available

data, it was not clear that whether voters in the first and the third generations formulated

a long—term commitment toward a particular party and employed it as a cue to understand

politics.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCATION

Research Questions

Party identification is a long-term psychological attachment, and most voters in

the United State have their own partisan loyalty. However, I wanted to discover whether

party identification is also a useful concept to explain the political participation of people

in Taiwan. Because the party system is not well established in this newly democratic

country, it is of interest to understand the social bases of party support and the functions

served by party identification in Taiwan.

In this dissertation, I examined the social bases of party support in Taiwan to

show how these social forces affect the electorate’s partisan preferences. As Lipset (1981)

pointed out, people’s social characteristics, such as ethnicity, generation, gender, religion,

educational level, vocation, and socioeconomic status, might affect their partisan support.

Thus, I examined how these factors determine the partisan support of people in Taiwan.

Also, people’s issue preferences might play an important role in their partisan

preferences, so I investigated how people’s issue preferences might affect their partisan

preferences.



Party identification determines people’s political attitudes. According to the

theory of party identification (Abramson 1983, Campbell et a1. 1960), party identification

plays an important role in shaping people’s opinion, influencing individual voting

behavior and political participation, and increasing psychological involvement in politics.

Thus, one can expect that party identification helps people construct their political views.

A citizen with strong psychological attachment to a particular party is more likely to have

a positive evaluation of that party, evidence greater interest in political affairs, and be

more likely to participate in politics. In this research, I examined whether voters in

Taiwan formulated their party identification and whether they employed their party

identification to form their political attitudes. Measurements of partisan preferences

employed in Taiwan might indicate people’s short-term evaluation of parties. However,

those measurements might also capture people’s long-term psychological commitment

toward political parties. One way to examine whether these measurements indicate

respondents’ psychological attachment to political parties is to examine whether people

employ their partisan preferences to determine their issue preferences. When people

employ their partisan preferences to determine their stances on specific issues, we might

consider that these measurements capture people’s long-term psychological attachment to

political parties.

Social Forces, Issue Preferences, and Party Identification in Taiwan

To understand how the electorate in Taiwan forms its partisan preference, it is

necessary to mention some specific historical events and different ethnic groups relating



to this development. The Republic of China (ROC) was established in 1912, but Japan

controlled Taiwan then. Taiwan was returned to the National government’s control in

1945, after Japan was defeated in World War 11. However, the National government

retreated to Taiwan after the civil war in 1949, and most mainlanders came with Chiang

Kai-shek to Taiwan at that time. Minority mainlanders (about 12 percent to 14.3 percent

of the total population in Taiwan) ruled two other major ethnic groups, Min-nan-jun

(Southern Fukienese) (72.5 percent) and Hakkanese (12.5 percent),1 and most officers in

the central government were mainlanders. The ruling party, the National Party or the

Kuomintang (KMT), still propagandized that it would stage a roll-back to mainland

China, and kept educating its people as Chinese but not Taiwanese. To legitimate its

power, however, the KMT provided local elections beginning in 1950, and it began to

recruit Taiwanese into the central government when Chiang Ching-kuo, the son and

successor of Chiang Kai-shek, became the Premier in 1972 (Chu 1998). In 1987, all 21

mayors and county magistrates were Taiwanese, but 80 percent of the Cabinet ministers

were mainlanders (Tien 1989).

There was only one major party--the KMT-- in Taiwan before 19862, and it

dominated most national and local elections. In the National Assembly elections, the

KMT won about 65 percent of the votes and 81.4 percent of the seats between 1972 and

1986 (see Table l-l). As shown in Table 1-2, the KMT also got about 73 percent of the

 

1 Both Min-nan-jun and Hakkanese used to be called Taiwanese in Taiwan. The

Min-nan jun speak a Fukien dialect and the Hakkanese speak a different dialect.

2 Two small but legal satellite parties, the Young China Party (YCP) and the

Democratic Socialist Party (DSP), were formed in China before 1949. However, neither

party challenged KMT rule, and their leaders were aging mainlanders. They did not win

any local or national elections in Taiwan, and their combined popular vote in elections

totaled about 1 percent. See Tien (1989, chapter 4).



votes and 83 percent of the seats in the legislative elections between 1972 and 1983.

However, a new party, the Democratic Progressive Party (DPP), emerged before the

National Assembly election and the legislative election in 1986 and began to challenge

the KMT in the elections3. Two major platforms of the DPP were to advocate Taiwan’s

independence and to promote democratic reforms in the 1986 elections (Hu and Chu

1992). Combining national identity and ethnic identity issues, the DPP successfully

attracted supporters in the elections. In 1986, the DPP won 20 percent of the votes in the

National Assembly election and 25 percent of the votes in the legislative election, and its

share of votes increased to one third of the total votes in the 1995 legislative election.

The DPP’s success in the national and local elections forced the KMT to

undertake more democratic reforms and adopt a more ambiguous stance on the issue of

unification with mainland China versus Taiwan independence (UM-TI issue). Therefore,

President Lee Teng—hui, succeeding Chiang Ching-kuo as the first Taiwanese president in

1986 and the chairman of the KMT, recruited more Taiwanese into the power circle and

undertook more rapid democratic reforms (Chu 1998). For example, the proportion of

Taiwanese on the KMT Central Committee was 6.1 percent under Chiang Ching—kuo’s

chairmanship during the Tenth Party Congress (1969-1976), but it increased to 53.3

percent under Lee Teng-hui’s chairmanship in 1995 (Hung 1996). In addition, during the

constitutional reform, Lee favored popular election of the president instead of indirect

election, and he transformed the political system from a parliamentary system into a

presidential one. These measures gave the mainlander elite, the nonmainstream faction in

 

3The DPP were established in September 1986 by the opposition movement

known as Tangwai (outside the [KMT] party). Most of its leaders are native Taiwanese.

See Chu (1992) and Huang (1992).



Table 1-1. Representatives of the National Assembly Elections in Taiwan, 1972 to

1996

 

Year Seats KMT TANGWAl/DPP NP OTHER

 

Vote Seat % Vote Seat % Vote Seat % Vote Seat %

 

% (N) % (N) % (N) % (N)

19720 53 64-0 81.l( 43) -- -- -- -- 36.0 18.9(10)

1980“ 76 66.3 81.6( 62) 8.6 3.9( 3) -- -- 25,1 14,5 (11)

1986“ 84 64.2 81.0( 68) 19.9 13.1 (11) -- -- 16,9 6.0( 5)

1991 325 68.8 78.2 (254) 23.6 20.3 (66) -- -- 7.6 1.5( 5)

1996 334 49.7 54.8 (183) 29.9 29.6 (99) 13.7 13.8 (46) 6.8 1.8( 6)

 

Source: Huang 1997: 146, Table3.

a Vote statistics do not include those of aboriginal and occupational groups. Statistics on seats do not

include those of overseas Chinese groups.

Note: Parties: KMT, Kuomintang; DPP, Democratic Progressive Party; NP, New Party.

the KMT, excuses to charge him with willingness to seek Taiwan’s independence (Lin,

Chu, and Hinich 1996). To challenge President Lee's leadership in the KMT, in 1993,

some KMT legislators defected from the KMT to form the New Party (NP) before the

magistrate elections. Although the NP did not win any district in the 1993 election, it won

13 percent of the seats in the legislative election of 1995 and some other local councilors'

elections.

On the UM-TI issue, the NP favors the unification of Taiwan with mainland

China, but the DPP prefers a separate identity for Taiwan. Because mainlanders are more

likely to support unification with mainland China, one significant difference in the social

bases of support of the DPP and the NP is that few mainlanders support the DPP, whereas

half of the NP's votes come from mainlanders (Huang 1994).



Table 1-2. Legislative Elections in Taiwan, 1972 to 1998

 

 

 

Year Seats KMT TANGWAI/DPP NP OTHER

Vote Seat % Vote Seat % Vote Seat % Vote Seat %

% (N) % (N) % (N) % (N)

19720 36 73.1 83.3( 30) -- -- -- -- 26.9 16.7( 6)

19750 37 77.6 81.1( 30) -- -- -- -- 22,4 13.9( 7)

1980“ 70 71.9 80.0( 56) 13.0 11.4( 8) -- -- 15,1 8,6( 6)

1983“ 71 69.4 87.3( 62) 18.9 8.5( 6) -- -- 11.7 4.2( 3)

1986“ 73 66.7 80.8( 59) 24.6 16.4(12) -- -- 8,7 2,7( 2)

1989 101 59.2 71.3( 72) 29.9 20.8 (21) -- -- 10.9 7.9( 8)

1992 161 52.7 58.4( 94) 31.4 31.7 (51) -- -- 15.9 9.9 (16)

1995 164 46.1 51.8( 85) 33.2 32.9 (54) 13.0 12.8 (21) 7.8 2.4( 4)

1998 225 46.4 54.7 (123) 29.6 31.1 (70) 7.1 4.9 (11) 16.9 9.3 (21)

 

Sources: 1. Huang 1997: 146, Table 4.

2. The author used newspaper reports in calculating the data on the 1998 election.

a Vote statistics do not include those of aboriginal and occupational groups. Statistics on seats do not

include those of overseas Chinese groups.

Note: Parties: KMT, Kuomintang; DPP, Democratic Progressive Party; NP, New Party.



Therefore, the relationship among party loyalty, national identity, and ethnicity is

very important in understanding the political participation in Taiwan. From a comparative

perspective, I examined party identification among the electorate in this newly

democratic nation. In addition, I examined the functions played by party identification

and tested whether party identification is a useful concept in Taiwan. The change and

continuity of party loyalty of voters in Taiwan also provides a great laboratory to

examine how issues shape, or are shaped by, the individual’s party affiliation. In this

research, by employing survey data, I investigated the social bases of party support. Also,

I examined the relationship between individual partisan preference and their national

identity.

Outline of the Dissertation

There are eight chapters in this dissertation. Literature on party identification in

the United States and the application of party identification outside America is reviewed

in Chapter 2. The discussion focuses on the origins of partisanship, the stability of party

identification among individuals and electorates, the best way to measure partisan

loyalties, the dimension of party identification and the meaning of Independents, the

relationship between party identification and issue preferences, and party identification as

a cross-nation concept. I also consider how to apply the research results to Taiwan.

In Chapter 3, the methodology used in this study is explained. I employed survey

data collected by the Electoral Behavior Research Group at National Taiwan University

(NTU) between 1987 and 1996, and I conducted secondary data analyses to answer the



research questions. Because the DPP was eStablished before the 1986 elections and the

legislative elections are national elections in Taiwan, I examined surveys conducted after

the legislative elections were held. I include the sampling process used in the surveys and

sample sizes of these surveys. Further, I demonstrate different measurements of partisan

preferences in these data sets, and present my research strategy by using these data sets.

Because no panel studies employing islandwide samples are available in Taiwan, I did

not plan to review the stability of partisan preferences of individual voters. The research

strategy was to examine the aggregate level of partisan stability between 1987 and 1996,

and to examine generational differences in the stability of partisan preferences. In

Chapter 3, I also define political generations in Taiwan and discuss other variables used

in this research.

After elaborating on theory and methodology, I examine generational differences

in partisan support in Taiwan. According to the theory of party identification, such

identification is a long-term psychological attachment to political parties. However,

different political generations in Taiwan might have different political experiences. In

addition, different ethnic groups also have different political socialization experiences

from their parents. In Chapter 4 I examine the differences between ethnic groups and

among generations in regard to their party preferences.

In Chapter 5, I show the social bases of party support and discuss how different

sociological backgrounds affect the partisan support of the electorate. I focus on several

demographic variables, such as people’s gender, educational level, vocation, and

subjective socioeconomic status, in an attempt to discover how these social forces might

affect people’s partisan preferences. I also employ people’s political generation as a



mediator variable to detect generational differences along with differences based on other

social characteristics. Further, I examine how the emergence of the NP might affect the

social bases of the two major parties.

There are a number of controversies regarding the relationship between party

identification and issue preference. In Chapter 6, I examine the relationship between issue

preference and partisan preference of voters in Taiwan. I demonstrate how people’s

preferences regarding two major issues, i.e., "concerns about money politics" and

democratic values, affect their partisan preferences. I include people’s national identity in

this model to explain their partisan preferences. Because of the complicated relationship

between Taiwan and mainland China, people’s national identity plays a crucial role in

determining their partisan support.

Because measurements of partisan preferences employed by the NTU might

capture not only people’s short-term partisan preferences but also their long-term

commitment to political parties, I examined whether people employ their partisan

preferences to determine their national identity. This is discussed in Chapter 7.

Chapter 8 is the conclusion of this dissertation. In this chapter, I discuss the

research findings and present suggestions for future research.



CHAPTER 2

THEORETICAL ELABORATION

"Party identification is an attitudinal variable that measures an individual’s sense

of attachment to a political reference group" (Abramson 1983: 71). It is one of the most

important variables in the political attitude and voting behavior research. Party

identification "is a psychological identification, which can persist without legal

recognition or evidence of formal membership and even without a consistent record of

party support" (Campbell et a1. 1960: 121). Two elements have been central to the whole

notion of party identification: "an extended time horizon and some engagement of

partisan feelings with self-identity" (Converse and Pierce 1985: 144).

There are several characteristics of this long-term psychological attachment. First

of all, party identification is highly stable. Second, party identification develops early in

life. Third, it increases in strength during one's lifetime4 (Campbell 1960). The

importance of party identification rests not only in its direct effect on the individual's vote,

but also in its effect on other major determinants of the vote (Niemi and Weisberg 1993a:

210). In addition, most Americans identify with a party, and the individual's party

 

‘ Some controversy exists about the presence of life-cycle effects in the

development of partisan strength. For a summary of this debate, see Abramson (1989).

10



identification is relatively stable, so party identification plays a crucial role in explaining

the individual’s vote choice and in maintaining the political order.

This chapter is divided into two parts. In the first part, I review literature relating

to several important issues regarding the concept of party identification. In the second

part, I discuss the application of party identification in Taiwan.

Literature Review

In this section, I review literature relating to several important issues regarding

the concept of party identification. First, I discuss the origins of party identification.

Second, I examine the stability of party identification among individuals and electorates.

Third, I discuss whether there is a proper way to measure partisan loyalty. In addition, I

explore the extent to which party identification shapes, or is shaped by, policy

preferences. Then, I examine the dimensionality of the party identification measure and

the meaning of partisan independence. Finally, I discuss the application of party

identification to cross-nation research.

The Origins of Partisanship

Socialization research suggests that "most persons develop party loyalties before

they develop positions on the issues" (Hyman 1959: 74-81; cited in Abramson 1983: 75).

As Abramson (1983: 86) pointed out, one "of the earliest findings of political-

socialization research is that most Americans learn their parents’ party loyalties and that

these loyalties are learned early in life." Campbell and his colleagues (1960) also

11



demonstrated the consistency of respondents’ party identifications with those of their

parents. However, early research depended on respondents’ recall of their parents’ party

identification, so one must be cautious about accepting the validity of early research. We

need direct information from both the respondents and their parents to examine how

parents transmit their party loyalties to their offspring.

To explore the process of socialization, the Survey Research Center (SRC) of the

University of Michigan conducted a student-parent study in spring 1965. Respondents

were interviewed first in 1965, and the same respondents were re-interviewed during

1973 and 1982. These data sets provided more direct evidence for understanding the

process of socialization between parents and their offspring.

Niemi and Jennings (1991) showed that parents’ party identification exercised a

great influence on their offspring’s party identification during their high school years. As

these offspring reached their mid-208, the effect of parental party identification was still

significant, but its importance decreased. At the same time, the offspring’s own stances

on issues began to influence their party identification. When the offspring were in their

mid-308, their parents’ party identification still had a similar magnitude of influence on

their party identification, but the offspring’s own issue stances increased in importance in

shaping their party identification. Therefore, parents’ party identification may be one of

the resources through which offspring gain their party loyalties, but still other factors

affect the genesis and duration of individuals’ party identification. Because there were

different historical experiences and socialization processes for different generations of

various ethnic groups in Taiwan (Liu 1995a), it is beneficial to examine the difference in

12



partisan preference between different generations of various ethnic groups in that

country.

The Stability of Party Identification Among

Individuals and Electorates

The importance of party identification rests on two facts. First, a majority of

people have an attachment to a specific party. Therefore, Campbell and his colleagues

(1960: 121) asserted that there are few "factors of greater importance for our national

elections than the lasting attachment of tens of millions of Americans to one of the parties.

These loyalties establish a basic division of electoral strength within which the

competition of particular campaigns takes place. And they are an important factor in

assuring the stability of the party system itself. " Second, individuals’ party identification

is relatively stable. "A general observation about the political behavior of Americans is

that their partisan preferences show great stability between elections" (Campbell et al.

1960: 120). Therefore, Campbell and his associates (1960: 166) claimed that "party

identification is typically a life-long commitment," and it can be "changed on the national

scale only by major social cataclysms" (see also Miller and Shanks 1996: 132).

As shown in Figure 2-1, the aggregate distribution of party identification was

relative stable from 1952 to 1964, and more than three out of four respondents identified

with one major party. However, the proportion of partisan identifiers was declined

nationally since 1964, and fewer citizens have steady and strong psychological

attachment with a party than in the past. The effect of party identification on people’s

electoral choice and political evaluations also has declined (Nie, Verba, and Petrocik

1979).
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Although party identification in the aggregate has declined since 1964, there is

some evidence that party identification is still the most stable attitude at the individual

level. Two three-wave panel studies conducted by the SRC in 1956-1958-1960 and 1972-

1974-1976 showed that citizens rarely cross the boundary between identification and

nonidentification (Converse 1964; Converse and Markus 1979). The SRC student-parent

three-way panel studies also confirmed this finding (Jennings and Markus 1984).

Therefore, party identification is relatively stable at the individual level.

Another issue relating to the concept of party identification is whether it increases

in strength during one’s lifetime. As Campbell and his colleagues (1960: 161) claimed,

Whenever we encounter relationships of this sort involving age, we are forced to

choose between two competing interpretations. First, age may mark an historical

epoch in which the person has matured or undergone some special variety of

experiences that has left an imprint on his attitudes and behaviors... .The second

interpretation presumes instead that older people will always feel stronger bonds with

a political party than will newer members of the electorate.

Therefore, the generational or/and life-cycle effect might play an important role in

developing party identification. Before examining these effects, we need to define several

terms. The generational or cohort effect "is produced by influences associates with birth

cohort membership" (Glenn 1977: l 1). The life-cycle or aging effect is produced by

influences associated with the process of growing older. And the period effect is

"produced by influences associated with each period of time" (Glenn 1977: 11). "If a life-

cycle explanation for the weak party loyalties of the young were valid, we would expect

their feelings of party identification to grow stronger with age. . .A generational

explanation. . .assumes that there is a formative period during which fairly enduring

attitudes are learned; after that, attitudes tend to become relatively stable" (Abramson

1983: 110).

14
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Campbell and his colleagues (1960:163) asserted that "group identification is a

function of the proportion of a person’s life he has been associated with the group. The

longer a person thinks of himself as belonging to a party, the stronger his sense of loyalty

to it will become." They argued that partisan strength increases with age. Converse (1969)

analyzed the survey data from the five-nation studies conducted by Almond and Verba,

and he concluded that the individual ’s partisan affiliation increases with aging. However,

it is not easy to distinguish the generational effect from the life-cycle effect if one

analyzes only the cross-sectional data (Abramson 1983). As longitudinal data become

available, one might be able to separate these two effects.

From the student-parent panel studies, it was found that parents had stronger party

identification than their offspring did (Niemi and Markus 1984). Niemi and Markus

(1984: 1015) concluded that "the high school class of 1965. . .began their adult political

lives strikingly less committed to political parties than were their parents, and they have

remained less committed for nearly two decades" (See also Abramson 1983; Jennings

and Niemi 1981). Norpoth and Rusk (1982) used the SRC-CPS surveys from 1964 to

1976 to test whether a life-cycle effect or generational replacement contributed to the

decline of partisanship. They showed that generational replacement explained the lion's

share in the decline of party identification between 1964 and 1976. Abramson (1983:115)

examined SRC-CPS election surveys (1952-1980), Gallup data (1945-1971), and the

Michigan student-parent data (1965 and 1973), and he concluded that "all [these data sets]

provide compelling evidence that partisan strength has not increased with age" (1983:

115).
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As discussed above, in the case of the United States, it has been found that young

citizens enter the electorate with a weak link to political parties, and the strength of party

identification does not increase as they age because they have a different political

experience from their parents. On the other hand, if the young enter the electorate when

the elections are more competitive or the regime is more democratic, they might have a

higher level of partisan preference than the older generation does. Therefore, examining a

newly democratic country, such as Taiwan, provides a good opportunity to determine the

generational effect on the intensity of party identification.

The Best Way to Measure Partisan Loyalties

Converse and Pierce (1985: 134) admitted that "there is no ’right’ way to measure

partisanship which somehow is optimal for all times, places, and research questions."

However, the concept has two major components: it is a long-term and psychological

attachment to political groups (Campbell et a1. 1960, Converse and Pierce 1985). In the

following discussion, I demonstrate how different measures affect our understanding of

the stability of partisan loyalty and American politics.

There are at least two measures of party affiliation. The first is employed in the

Gallup polls. The question used in the Gallup polls reads: "In politics, as of today, do you

consider yourself a Republican, a Democrat, or an Independent?" The other measure was

developed by the Survey Research Center in Michigan. The basic Michigan SRC

question reads: "Generally speaking, do you usually think of yourself as a Republican, a

Democrat, an Independent, or what?" These two different measures might capture

different components of the individual ’s party affiliation. Converse (1976: 35) argued:
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The ’general’ and ’usually’ qualifiers in the SRC question were originally intended to

broaden the time reference and properly classify the long-term identifier who is

momentarily piqued at his own party, or tempted to defect temporarily to vote for a

charismatic candidate of another party. A verb like ’consider’ in the Gallup question

has somewhat parallel, if perhaps weaker, overtones; but the ’as of today’ invites in the

baldest way a very transient frame of reference.

Abramson and Ostrom (1994: 23) also argued that "the Gallup party affiliation question

taps a different aspect of partisanship than the SRC question. On their faces, the SRC

('generally speaking'. ..'usually') and the Gallup ('as of today') items appear to have a

different time referent, with the Gallup item having a short-term focus." Therefore, when

"short-term forces are weak, the Gallup and SRC questions are likely to yield similar

results--they will be low levels of variability. When the political context is volatile, both

measures will change, but the degree of change will be different" (Abramson and Ostrom

1994: 25). If Converse‘s and Abramson and Ostrom's arguments are correct, one can

expect that the fluctuation of the Gallup measure will be greater than the SRC measure,

and the Gallup measure will be more sensitive to short-term forces, such as economic

condition and political evaluation, than the SRC measure.

MacKuen, Erickson, and Stimson (1989) employed the Gallup measure to

demonstrate the dynamic of macropartisanship. They (1989: 1127) argued that "party

identification may be treated as a continuous macro phenomenon measured through

time." They used the Democratic percentage of the major party identifiers as the measure

of macropartisanship to explore the relationship between macropartisanship and other

economic and political evaluations. First, MacKuen and his colleagues demonstrated the

variability of macropartisanship and presented the great fluctuation in macropartisanship

since World War H. The authors also showed the electoral consequences of

macropartisanship. They (1989:1129) find that "a one-point shift in partisanship yields a
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three-seat gain in House election (R2 = .38)." In addition, MacKuen and his colleagues

argued that macropartisanship is shaped by, but does not shape, economic evaluation and

the presidential approval. Therefore, they (1989: 1139) asserted,

Knowing that the public’s partisanship is subject to considerable variation forces us to

consider the standard view of party systems and realignment theory....Indeed, we

discover that the partisan balance varies according to the political and economic

performance of various govemments.. . .The mid-range dynamics we highlight are of

tangible importance. They yield partisan movements of realignment magnitude

(though not realignment duration) that require neither miracles nor catastrophes but

instead arise from the routine success and failure of ordinary politics.

MacKuen et al. demonstrated presented statistical evidence of the dynamic of

macropartisanship. However, they did not mention whether the difference between the

Gallup measure and the SRC measure matters. Abramson and Ostrom (1991) argued that

difference between the questions really matters. They compared the Gallup measure with

the SRC measure and found that the Gallup measure of party identification evidenced

larger variability than the SRC measure. They also replicated MacKuen and his

colleagues' model (1989), and found that when the Gallup measure of party affiliation

was employed, even with fewer cases, macropartisanship was influenced by both the

index of consumer sentiment and presidential approval. However, when they used the

SRC measure, they found that macropartisanship was not shaped by the index of

consumer sentiment or presidential approval. Abramson and Ostrom (1991 : 190-1)

concluded,

The SRC measure ...has substantially less volatility than the Gallup measure.

Moreover, results using the NES and GSS surveys show less total variation than the

results using the Gallup survey. The NES results are not strongly related to

congressional election results. Finally, a time series analysis employing the NES

surveys suggests that the SRC measure is not strongly driven by short-term economic

and political evaluation.
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They (1991:82-3) argued, "Compared with the Gallup measures, the NES measure of

partisanship is not strongly related to short-term electoral outcomes and does not appear

to be driven by short-term economic and political evaluations."

MacKuen et al. (1992) also presented evidence employing the CBS News and the

New York Times (CBS-Times) measure of party affiliation to respond to Abramson and

Ostrom’s challenge. However, they did not reply to Abramson and Ostrom’s (1991)

argument about the effect of different question wordings. Therefore, Abramson and

Ostrom (1994) used an experimental research design to examine whether these two

different measures really made a difference. To clarify the effects of different question

wordings, Abramson and Ostrom conducted six statewide telephone interviews to

examine the effect, if any of difference in wording. Because the Gallup measure is more

sensitive to short-term forces than is the SRC measure, it was expected that the

relationship between short-term evaluations found using the Gallup measure would be

stronger than that using the SCR measure. Abramson and Ostrom found that the zero-

order correlation between the Gallup measure and short-term indicators was higher than

that between the SRC measure and such indicators. "If the Michigan SRC measure taps

long-term partisan loyalties compared with the Gallup question, responses to the SRC

question should be more stable over time than responses to the Gallup question"

(Abramson and Ostrom 1994: 40).

Abramson and Ostrom made two-wave, three-wave, and four-wave comparisons

between these two measures to examine over-time stability of partisanship across the

four-wave panel studies. Because the fourth wave in the panel studies was "conducted

only two weeks before the election, [we can expect that it was] at the point of maximum

20



political volatility" (Abramson and Ostrom 1994: 42). As they expected, in "six of the

seven comparisons including the fourth wave, respondents who are always asked the

SRC question over time are at least 10 percentage points more likely to give consistent

responses than are respondents who are always asked the Gallup question" (Abramson

and Ostrom 1994: 42).

Green, Palmquist, and Schickler (1998) replicated the work of MacKuen et a1.

(1989) by extending the observations of time periods and applying different statistical

models. They found that consumer sentiment and presidential approval had smaller

influence on macropartisanship, but partisanship was strongly affected by its own past.

From the above arguments, one can see that different measures might capture

different components of party affiliation. The Gallup measure is more volatile and

sensitive to short-term evaluations, whereas the SRC measure is more stable and less

likely to be affected by short-term political and economic evaluations. Because party

identification contains long-term commitment and affective factors, the SRC measure

seems to capture these components better than the Gallup measure. However, it is hard to

guarantee that the SRC measure was properly translated into Chinese to tap the long-term

psychological component of this concept in Taiwan. Also, panel studies are available in

Taiwan. Therefore, a better research strategy for this study was to employ longitudinal

data sets to examine whether the aggregate-level distribution of partisan preferences is

stable over time.
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Dimension of Party Identification and The Meaning of Independent

As to the measure of party identification, scholars also focused on two other

issues. One is the meaning of Independents, and the other is the dimension of party

identification. Both issues relate to the meaning and the measure of partisan Independents.

The ideal independent citizen is well informed, pays attention to public affairs,

knows what the government is doing, and votes based on judging the different platforms

of various parties. However, the myth of independent voters seems to be unrealistic.

Far from being more attentive, interested, and informed, Independents tend as a group

to be somewhat less involved in politics. They have somewhat poorer knowledge of

the issues, their image of the candidates is fainter, their interest in the campaign is less,

their concern over the outcome is relatively slight, and their choice between competing

candidates. . ..seems much less to spring from discoverable evaluation of the elements

of national politics. (Campbell et a1. 1960: 143)

By employing the SRC measure, one can separate respondents into four

categories: independents, leaners, weak identifiers, and strong identifiers. Some scholars

have argued that the learner has higher political involvement than the weak partisan does.

Petrocik (1974) tested whether the above mentioned four-point strength-of—party-

identification scale is monotonically related to attitudinal variables. He found that only

two out of ten variables met the theoretical expectations. Leaners are more interested in

politics and the present campaign than were weak identifiers. Leaners also were more

concerned about the election outcomes and more likely to vote than weak identifiers.

Weak identifiers received lower scores than learners on three indexes: political efficacy,

political participation, and use of the mass media to follow the campaign.

Abramson (1983: 80, Table 5.1) analyzed eight presidential elections between

1952 and 1980. He discovered that "Independents who leaned Democratic were as likely
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as, or more likely than, weak Democrats to vote Democratic. Likewise, in most of these

elections, Independents who leaned Republican were as likely as, or more likely than,

weak Republicans to vote Republican."5 However, as Abramson (1983: 80) pointed out,

"Leaning Independents may be true Independents, but when pressed to say which party

they feel ’close’ to, they define that closeness according to the way they plan to vote for

president" (see also Miller and Shanks 1996; Shively 1980). Because party identification

is an attitudinal variable, not a behavior record, and it contains an affective component,

"it seems reasonable to consider leaning Independents to be more partisan than

Independents with no partisan leaning, but to be less partisan than weak identifiers"

(Abramson 1983: 81).

The SRC measure of party identification assumes a unidimensional scale with

strong Democrats at the left end, strong Republicans at the other end, and Independents in

the middle. As Campbell and his colleagues asserted, the SRC measure of party

identification invites "the individual to state the direction and strength of his partisan

orientation. ...[It] permits us to place each person in these samples on a continuum of

partisanship extending from strongly Republican to strongly Democratic" (1964: 122-

123).

In the 1980 election study, CPS introduced some new measures to examine the

meaning of partisanship. Weisberg (1980) employed these new measures to examine the

validity of the SRC measure of party identification. First, he constructed a "party

 

5 For turnout, Abramson and his colleagues (1994: 118, Table 4-4, 1998: 83,

Table 4-4) demonstrated that "there are no consistent differences in reported turnout

between weak partisans and independents who leaned toward a party" among Whites in

the 1992 and 1996 elections. Abramson (1983: 295, Table 16.1) also demonstrated

similar results among Whites from 1952 to 1980. In five out of eight elections, weak

partisans had lower turnout rates than did those independents who leaned toward a party.
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difference" index by subtracting the feeling thermometer for Democrats from that for

Republicans. Second, he (1980: 48) used the following question to construct a "party

support" scale: "In your own mind, do you think of yourself as a support of one of the

political parties, or not? (If yes,) which political party do you support? On this scale from

1 to 7 where 1 means ’not very strongly’ and 7 means ’very strongly,’ please choose the

number that describe how strongly you support the (Republican/Democratic) Party." The

distribution of "party support" was from -7 for strong Republican supporters to +7 for

strong Democratic supporters, with 0 for those not supporting either party. Another

variable is "party independent, " which Weisberg (1980: 50) measured using the

following question: "Do you ever think of yourself as a political independent, or not? (If

yes,) on this scale from 1 to 7 (where 1 means ’not very strongly,’ and 7 means ’very

strongly’), please choose the number that describes how strongly independent in politics

you feel."

Weisberg (1980) argued that these new measures can be used to capture the facet

of Independents in party identification. From his analysis (Weisberg 1980: 40, Table 2),

he demonstrated that about one in six respondents considered himself or herself to be

both partisan and Independent simultaneously. Weisberg (1980: 46) found that the "party

difference" measure had a higher correlation than the seven-point party identification

scale with the individual ’s vote. Weisberg also showed that those who neither supported

any party nor considered themselves Independents were more likely to fall-into the weak

partisan category of the traditional measure of party identification (see Weisberg 1980:

52).
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A better way to examine differences between different measures is to conduct

panel studies by employing both measurements with the same respondents at different

times. However, no data are available from panel studies employing different

measurements. Therefore, I focused on the stability of partisan preferences among the

electorate in Taiwan.

Party Identification Shapes, or is Shaped by, Policy Preferences

The standard view is that party identification, as a long-term psychological

attachment, affects the individual’s evaluations of issues and candidates, but it in turn is

largely unaffected by such evaluations, except in dramatic circumstances (Abramson

1983; Abramson et a1. 1998; Campbell et a1. 1960). In recent years, there have been

challenged to the claim that party identification is unaffected by policy preferences.

Fiorina (1981) argued that partisan identification is a "running tally" of past experiences.

MacKuen, Erikson, and Stimson (1989) demonstrated that quarterly measurements of

macropartisanship will vary in response to changes in presidential approval and in public

evaluation of the state of the national economy. Two different views are discussed in the

following section.

Because national politics are remote and complex, party identification can serve

as a political cue to help citizens organize their political world (Campbell et a1. 1960;

Miller 1976). Campbell and his colleagues demonstrated that "party has a profound

influence across the full range of political objects to which the individual voter responds.

The strength of relationship between party identification and the dimension of partisan

attitude suggests that responses to each element of national politics are deeply affected by
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the individual’s enduring party attachment" (Campbell et a1. 1960: 128). In addition, "the

influence of party identification on attitudes toward the perceived elements of politics has

been far more important than the influence of these attitudes on party identification itself"

(Campbell et a1. 1960: 135).

Therefore, Campbell and his colleagues (1960) believe that the individual ’8 party

identification shapes his/her policy preference. Abramson (1983: 72) said that

Campbell and his colleagues advanced four major claims about the functions

performed by party identification:

Party identification contributes to opinion formation.

Party identification influences voting behavior.

Party identification enhances psychological involvement in politics.

High levels of party identification among the electorate provide a check against

new party movements and contribute to the established party system.

P
P
P
!
‘

Abramson and his colleagues (1998: 174-185) presented four examples to

illustrate the association between the individual ’8 party identification and his/her other

political attitudes. First, an identifier tends to give more positive evaluations to his or her

own party’s candidate. Second, there is a strong relationship between the individual ’s

party identification and his or her evaluation of presidential performance. Third, a

partisan identifier tends to have close stances with his or her party’s nominee. Finally, an

identifier is more likely to give positive evaluations to his or her own party on a summary

measurement of retrospective evaluations during the last six general elections (1976 to

1996).

The distribution of party identification has declined since 1964, so some scholars

have begun to question the stability and the function of party identification. Some

scholars have begun to examine whether the individual ’s policy preference affects his or

her party identification. Fiorina (1981: 84) argued that party identification is a "running
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tally of retrospective evaluations of party promises and performance." Analyzing the

SRC and CPS panel studies in 1956-60 and 1972-76, Fiorina found that about 15 to 20

percent of respondents changed their partisan categories (Democrat, Independent,

Republican) during the two-year periods (1956-58, 1958-60, 1972-74, 1974-76). Fiorina

(1981: 96) argued that "retrospective evaluations can play a major role in moving

individuals up and down the party identification scale." However, he (1981: 96) also

admitted that "the more partisan an individual, the less responsive his or her reported

partisanship will be to retrospective evaluations," but, "as the latter cumulate over time,

even strong identifiers may eventually cross the threshold of their category." Hence,

Fiorina (1981: 102) asserted that "there is an inertial element in voting behavior that

cannot be ignored, but that inertial element has an experiential basis; it is not something

learned at mommy’s knee and never questioned thereafter. "

Page and Jones (1979: 1078) also argued, "It seems quite plausible to us that

policy preferences ...may be both causes and consequences of party loyalties. ...[And]

we must consider the possibility that voters' party loyalties may both affect and be

affected by comparative candidate evaluations or intended votes during a particular

Campaign period." From their model, they demonstrated that an individual's policy

preferences have strong effects on his or her party attachment. Jackson and Franklin

( 1 983: 968) showed that "party identifications are subject to change as individual

preferences change, and the change comes from shifts in people's perceived party

'Proximities relative to their own preference." Luskin and his colleagues (1989) used a

CFoss-sectional survey in 1976 to examine the intergenerational transformation of

partisanship from parents to their offspring. They found that offspring deviated from their
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parents’ partisanship as a function of issue proximities. Niemi and Jennings (1991) used

the student-parent, three-way panel studies to demonstrate that issues play a role in

determining partisan preferences in the offspring.

When applying the concept of party identification outside the United States, one

needs to know the historical and political context of that country. Older generations in

Taiwan did not experience competitive elections until 1986, but their stances on the issue

of unification with mainland China versus Taiwan independence might be a part of their

"belief system." However, the future relationship between Taiwan and mainland China is

remote to the younger generation, but they have experienced and/or supported the growth

of the opposition parties during the past two decades. Therefore, in examining the

relationship between party identification and issue preferences in Taiwan, one also must

take generational differences into account.

Party Identification as a Cross-nation Concept

The concept of party identification is developed in the United States, and it plays

a critical role in voting behavior among the American electorate. Whenever this concept

i 8 applied to other countries, the differences in the historical contexts and party systems

of those countries must be considered.

Many scholars have applied the concept of party identification to Western

democracies, and have demonstrated that party identification helps to understand political

participation outside the United States. However, Butler and Stokes (1974) showed that

Voters tended to change their partisan preference to accompany vote switching. Campbell

and Valen (1966) demonstrated that party identification was an excellent predictor of
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individuals’ voting behavior in Norway. Converse and Dupeux (1962) studied party

identification in France. They brought scholars to focus on whether one’s party

identification is a long-term psychological commitment or whether it will change in

response to short-term factors, such as one’s voting behavior, evaluations of party leaders,

or perceptions of parties’ positions on issues (For suspicions about the application of

party identification, see Budge and Farlie 1976; Clarke and Stewart 1987; Crewe 1976;

Kaase 1976; LeDuc et a1. 1984; Shively 1972; Stewart and Clarke 1998; Thomassen 1976.

For defenses of the application of party identification, see Cain and Ferejohn 1981;

Johnston 1992; Norpoth 1978; Richardson 1991; Schickler and Green 1997.)

One problem with applying party identification outside the United States is

finding an equivalent measurement of this concept (Converse and Pierce 1985, Dalton

1998, Kaase 1976). As Norpoth (1978: 42) argued, "The literal translation of the

American question would confound party membership and subjective identity" in

Germany. Johnston (1992) also showed that different question wordings and question

orders affected the distribution of nonpartisans and the stability of party identification in

the Anglo-American Democracies. Schickler and Green (1997) argued that a

measurement error is included in the estimation, party identification is very stable across

time and countries. In addition, different institutional settings and party systems across

countries need to be considered. Lipset and Rokkan (1967) showed that party systems

and voter alignment in Europe have evolved out of a deep social cleavage. "In a party

system having a close relationship between the parties and the social classes, it is difficult

to isolate the independent influence which party identification itself has on the electorate"

(Campbell and Valen 1966: 268). Therefore, Miller (1976:30) contended, "It is not
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necessary nor important to demonstrate some type of primacy for party identification in

the phenomenology of the voter. It is important to understand the social psychology of

individual political behaviour, and that involves understanding many of the functions

attributed to party identification." Therefore, I focused on the functions of party

identification in Taiwan.

The Application of Party Identification in Taiwan

When party identification is applied to Taiwan, the specific historical events and

particular social and political settings need to be considered. Because most mainlanders

followed the leader of the KMT, Chia Kai-shek, to Taiwan in 1949, we must realize that

these historical events and personal experiences affected partisan preferences among

mainlanders. In addition, composing major proportion of the population, Taiwanese were

ruled by minor mainlanders through authoritarian control from 1949 to 1987, so these

political experiences also influenced the formation of their partisan preferences. I

examined electors from different generations to see whether these historical events

played an important role in the formulation of their partisan preferences. I also examined

partisan support of different ethnic groups to see how the socialization process in

different ethnic families might have affected people’s partisan preferences.

The opening of electoral competition in the national elections of 1972 and the

formation of the DPP in the 1986 elections provided a different political experience for

the electorate. Open elections provide excellent chances for political parties to organize

their supporters and promote their platforms. Therefore, I examined the social bases of
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partisan support to examine how people’s social characteristics might affect their partisan

preferences. Also, because the NP was established in 1993, I examined whether its

emergence affected the social bases of partisan support of two other major parties. Other

political attitudes might affect people’s partisan preferences as well. I investigated how

people’s democratic values, "concerns about money politics," and national identity might

affect their partisan preferences. Finally, the importance of party identification is its

influence on other political attitudes. I examined how people’s partisan preferences might

affect theirs national identity. If voters have stable partisan preferences across time and

they employ those preferences to determine their national identity, we might consider that

measuring partisan preference can tap people’s long—term commitment toward political

parties.
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CHAPTER 3

METHODOLOGY

The best way to understand how a voter acquires or defects from his or her

partisan affiliation is to examine that voter’s own attitudes. Therefore, survey research

was the best way to answer the research questions posed in this study. In this chapter, the

research design, data and measurement, and the research process are described. The

research hypotheses are presented at the end of the chapter.

Research Design

This research was focused on three major issues. First was whether the

distribution of partisan preferences among the electorate is stable in Taiwan. Second was

the social bases of partisan support in Taiwan. Third was the relationship between

partisan preference and issue preference in Taiwan.

Party identification is a long-term psychological attachment. To determine

whether an instrument captures the theoretical components of party identification, panel

data are needed to test it. However, islandwide survey in Taiwan has used this research

design. Thus, my strategy was to examine the stability of partisan preferences among the
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electorate by analyzing several cross-sectional islandwide surveys in Taiwan. Voters

from different generations might have had varying political or/and social experiences

during their early adulthood, and these experiences might have had a lasting effect on

their partisan preferences. Therefore, I examined the stability of partisan preferences

among voters of different generations. If the distribution of partisan preferences among

voters is stable, one can consider that the measurements of partisan preference might tap

people’s long-term commitment to political parties.

Election studies have been concerned with the relationship between partisan

support and social cleavage (Berelson et a1. 1954, Lazarsfeld et a1. 1944, Lipset 1981).

However, individuals' attitudes also play important roles in their voting choice (Campbell

et a1. 1960). Thus, I examined the social bases of party support to show how these

sociological factors affect voters’ partisan preferences. I employed survey data to show

the relationship between party identification and other social characteristics, such as

ethnicity, generation, gender, educational level, occupation, and socioeconomic status, to

discover the social bases of partisan support in Taiwan.

Also of interest is the relationship between voters’ partisan preference and their

national identity. However, it is not easy to distinguish the relationship between these two

variables in the non—experimental setting of empirical research. One might suggest that it

would be better to employ a simultaneous equation model to examine the relationship

between these two variables. However, because the correlation between the instrumental

variables and the endogenous variable is very low in this case, it might be better to use an

ordinary least squares (OLS) estimator to examine the relationship between these two

variables. Therefore, I employed OLS to demonstrate the determinants of partisan
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preference. In addition, I examined whether partisan preference affected national identity.

I also discuss advantages and disadvantages of using an OLS estimator in this research,

and whether OLS might bias the research findings.

Data and Measurement

To shed light on the formation of party identification among the electorate in

Taiwan, I employed data four cross-sectional surveys. Because the DPP was established

and began to challenge the KMT in the 1986 elections, I employed data from four

surveys conducted after that year’s legislative elections. Another reason for using these

four surveys is that the legislative elections are national elections, so I could examine the

trend of partisan support as well as changes in and continuity of partisan preferences

among voters with different social characteristics during last decade.

The Electoral Behavior Research Group at National Taiwan University (NTU)

conducted the above-mentioned four surveys between 1987 to 1996. These surveys were

conducted in 1987, 1990, 1993, and 1996 after the legislative elections, and all of them

were islandwide face-to-face surveys. The numbers of respondents in each survey were

1,430 (1987), 1,310 (1990), 1,398 (1993), and 1,383 (1996). All respondents were at least

20 years old and were eligible to vote in the legislative elections. The samples for these

surveys were selected from official voter registers or official household registration data.

From those official records, research staff could find the name, gender, age, and address

of all eligible respondents. Multi-stage stratified sampling was used. The population was

divided into four strata: Taipei City, Kaohsiung City, Provincial Cities, and Counties.
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Based on the proportion of eligible voters in the legislative election from each stratum,

quotas for each stratum were decided and then selected from city/county, district/town (or

village), and precinct using probabilities proportional to size (PPS) sampling". Because

surveys were conducted at least six months after the legislative elections, it seemed

unlikely that voters employed their vote choices as their partisan preferences.

At least two problems are inherent in the application of party identification in

Taiwan. One is that respondents might not have wanted to indicate their partisan

preference because it is a sensitive matter to state a Tangwai/DPP preference during the

19808 in Taiwan. The other problem is that respondents might have confused party

membership with subjective identity (Liu 1987). Therefore, we can expect the proportion

of DPP identifiers to be fewer than its votes during the 1980s.

The NTU research team used different question wordings to measure partisan

preference. In 1987, the wording was:

"Between the KMT and the DPP, which one do you prefer?" (Party 1D_A

measurement)

Response choices ranged from "strongly prefer the DPP" to "strongly prefer the KMT."

On the same survey, respondents were asked the extent to which they liked the KMT and

the DPP (like/dislike measurement). In 1990, the survey only asked respondents whether

they liked/disliked the KMT and the DPP. The NTU research team changed these

questions in the 1993. Respondents were asked:

"In our country, there are three major parties: the KMT, the DPP, and the Chinese

Social Democratic Party (CSD), and they have different political ideologies and

positions. Among these three parties, which one’s ideology and positions is close

to yours?" (Party ID_B measurement)

 

‘5 For a detailed description of the sampling process, Hu et al. (1993, Chapter 2).
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If a respondent chose one of these three parties, the follow-up question was: "How close

are you to this party?" The respondent could answer either "very close, close," or

"somewhat close." However, if a respondent did not choose any party, there was no

follow-up question to elicit his or her partisan tendency. In the same survey, a respondent

was also been asked:

"In our country, there are two major parties: one is the KMT, the other is the DPP.

Which party do you tend to accept emotionally?" (Party ID_C measurement)

There was a follow-up question to explore the respondent’s intensity of partisan

preference, but no question for Independents. Three types of questions were posed to

measure partisan preference in the 1996 survey. The first was a "like/dislike" question for

the three major parties separately. The second was Party ID_B measurement: "Among

these three parties, which one’s ideology and positions are close to yours?" A follow-up

question was asked to measure the intensity of the partisan identifiers, but no follow-up

question was put to Independents. Another question was:

"These three parties have their own history, ideas, spirit, and supporters. Someone

firmly stands aside with one party, and believes himself or herself to be a loyal

supporter or partisan of this party. How about you?" (Party ID_D measurement)

If the respondent was an identifier, he or she was not asked the intensity of the partisan

preference. However, if he or she was an Independent, there was a follow-up question to

ask the partisan tendency.

Therefore, including the "like/dislike" question, the NTU research team employed

at least five different measurements to capture the theoretic components of party

identification in the 1987 to 1996 surveys. One possible advantage of employing these

data sets is that I could use the different question wordings to examine whether

differences in wordings affected people’s responses. However, the NTU research team
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did not employ all of the different measurements in each survey, so it was hard for me to

make comparisons. In this research, therefore, I had to make a compromise and use the

most similar measurements across different years to describe the trend in partisan

preference. I employed Party ID_A measurement in 1987, combined two like/dislike

questions in 1990, used Party ID_C measurement in 1993, and used like/dislike questions

in 1996 to present the overall trend in partisan preferences between 1987 and 1996.

Demographic variables include the individual ’s ethnicity, political generation,

gender, educational level, and occupation. Some attitudinal variables are also important

to this research. I included the respondent’s subjective perception of socioeconomic

status, democratic values, concerns about “money politics,” and national identity. One

variable that needs to be emphasized is political generation. Because distinctive political

generations are more likely to be formed in periods of rapid social change (Abramson

1983), I applied some significant events in Taiwan to classify the political generations.7 I

divided the electorate into three generations, each of which had its specific experiences

and had faced different social conditions. As shown in Figure 3-1, most first-generation

and second-generation citizens experienced great social disorder and an economically

poor environment. Second-generation voters witnessed the emergence of the opposition

movements, and Tangwai began to challenge the KMT in the elections. They also

received their elementary education under the KMT's authoritarian control since 1949. As

to the third-generation voters, they rode on the economic take-off of Taiwan, and they

experienced political openness during their early adulthood.

 

7 Great events that occurred in Taiwan between 1945 and 1993 are listed in

Taiwan in Table A-1, Appendix A.
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The Research Hypotheses

After reviewing research outside the United States, I believe that party

identification is a useful cross-nation concept. However, whether voters in Taiwan

formulate a party identification is an interesting question. One way to examine whether

people formulate a long-term commitment to political parties is to employ panel data to

examine the stability of partisan preferences among individual voters. However, as no

panel data are available in Taiwan, I examined the stability of partisan preferences among

the electorate between 1987 and 1996. When the distribution of partisan preferences

among the electorate is stable, these measurements of partisan preference might be

considered to capture people’s long-term psychological attachment to political parties. In

addition, according to the theory of party identification, people can employ their party

identification to determine their political attitude. Therefore, when voters have stable

partisan preferences over time, and they might employ those partisan preferences to

determine their political attitude, the voters can be considered to have formulated their

party identification.

I also wanted to explore the social bases of party support in Taiwan, so I

examined how different sociological backgrounds might affect voters' partisan

preferences. According to the theory of political socialization, parents transfer their party

loyalty to their children, and this maintains the stability of the party system. However,

different political generations also experience different political events during their early

adulthood, so generational effect also plays an important role in the formation of one's

party identification. Because Taiwanese had fewer chance to enter the power circle
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First-generation Second-generation Third-generation

 

mainlanders mainlanders mainlanders

l l

r r

1942 1961

First-generation Second-generation Third-generation

Taiwanese Taiwanese Taiwanese

First-generation mainlanders (1942 and before): They were born on mainland China

and began their elementary education before 1942.

First-generation Taiwanese (1942 and before): They experienced Japanese education,

and only a few of them continued to receive education under KMT rule after 1942.

Second-generation mainlanders (1943 to 1960): They began their elementary education

in Taiwan after 1949, and most of them grew up when Taiwan was economically poor;

they also experienced the electoral competition between the DPP/Tangwai and the KMT.

Second-generation Taiwanese (1943 to 1960): They began their elementary education

under the KMT’s authoritarian control after 1949, and most of them grew up when

Taiwan was economically poor; they also experienced the electoral competition between

the DPP/Tangwai and the KMT.

Third-generation mainlanders (1961 and after): They grew up in an economically

prosperous Taiwan and had the right to vote in the competitive elections; their parents

might be first-generation mainlanders because some first-generation mainlanders got

married late.

Third-generation Taiwanese (1964 and after): They grew up in an economically

prosperous Taiwan and had the right to vote in the competitive elections.

Source: Liu 1995: 91, Figure 1; but the author changed the classification of generations.

Figure 3-1. Division of Taiwan’s six Political Generations
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before the 1990s, it is reasonable to expect that first-generation Taiwanese were less

likely to be involved in politics. On the other hand, first-generation mainlanders had a

strong attachment to the KMT because they were followers of the KMT leaders and

mainlanders held most important positions in the central government before the 1990s.

Therefore, first-generation voters were socialized in a one-party dominant regime, so they

were either loyal to the ruling party or did not challenge the KMT in order to keep

themselves safe.

Also, first-generation mainlanders were more likely to support the KMT than

were first-generation Taiwanese. As Table 1-2 indicates, the ruling party won more than

70 percent of the votes in legislative elections before 1983. Therefore, without open and

competitive elections, the ruling party is more likely to dominate the elections, and it is

hard for voters to build a psychological attachment to other parties. Following political

openness and electoral competition, second-generation and third-generation Taiwanese

found that more and more Taiwanese entered the central government and the KMT power

circle, and the DPP offered a different political choice. So they were more likely to get

involved in politics. As to mainlanders, their parents, i.e., first-generation mainlanders,

followed Chiang Kai-shek to Taiwan, and the parents tended to have higher political

involvement. We can thus expect that intergenerational transmission of party

identification is more likely to happen in mainlander families (Beck 1974). Therefore, I

hypothesized that first- and second-generation mainlanders were more likely to be

partisan identifiers than were first- and second-generation Taiwanese. In addition, I

hypothesized that third-generation mainlanders would maintain a higher level of partisan

preference, but the strength would be weaker than that of their parents because they faced
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political openness and electoral competition among major parties. Moreover, third-

generation Taiwanese were more likely to have partisan preferences because they faced

democratic reforms and competitive elections during their early adulthood. I also

hypothesized that Taiwanese were more likely to support the DPP, whereas mainlanders

were more likely to support the KMT or the NP.

Lipset (1980) argued that the dominant class tends to vote for the ruling party.

Since the KMT maintains the economic prosperity, I hypothesized that people with

higher socioeconomic status were more likely to support the KMT. In addition, the KMT

is still the ruling party, so state employees are more likely to support it. Abramson and his

colleagues (1998) found that males were more likely than females to support Republican

presidential candidates in the 1980, 1984, and 1988 presidential elections. In 1996,

Clinton gained 54 percent of white females’ votes, whereas he received only 42 percent of

white males’ votes (Abramson et a1. 1998). In Taiwan, females face more cultural and

traditional hurdles than females in advanced industrial countries, in term of their political

participation. Their access to political activities and political information is limited, and it

makes their political views more conservative than those of males. Therefore, I

hypothesized that females were more likely to support the KMT because they wanted to

maintain the status quo.

I also examined the relationship between party identification and other attitudinal

variables. Because one of the major platforms of the DPP was adopting more rapid

democratic reforms, I hypothesized that people preferring democratic reforms were more

likely to support the DPP. Another key issue, unification with mainland China versus

Taiwan independence, was also critical in understanding the formation of party loyalty in
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Taiwan. As mentioned above, the DPP promoted Taiwan’s independence, the NP

preferred unification with mainland China, and the KMT took a more ambiguous stance

on this issue during the 19908. Because the KMT used to take a pro-unification stance on

this issue, it was of interest to observe how this issue might have changed the social base

of support of the KMT. I hypothesized that supporters of the NP were more likely to have

Chinese identity, but that the DPP’s partisans had Taiwanese identity. In addition, the

KMT attracted fewer people with Chinese identity because it adjusted its stance to the

middle on this issue. Because the KMT adopted a position similar to the DPP on the

national identity issue, I hypothesized that national identity became less important in

distinguishing between these two parties.

Another important issue is people’s concern about "money politics." During the

late 1980s and early 19908, skyrocketing real estate and stock prices heightened people’s

concerns about the fair distribution of wealth. President Lee had to seek support of the

business community and local factions to win the power struggle with the so-called

nonmainstream mainlander elite within the KMT. Therefore, a new cleavage in the

socioeconomic justice issue, i.e., concerns about money politics, was salient to the

electorate in Taiwan (Lin et a1. 1998). Thus, I predicted that people who were concerned

about "money politics" were less likely to prefer the KMT.

The framework of this research is illustrated in Figure 3-2. Political generation

was a mediator variable in this study. In Chapter 4, the stability of partisan preferences

among three political generations and two major ethnic groups is examined. In Chapter 5,

I discuss the social bases of party support and explore how social forces such as gender,

education, vocation, and subjective SES affect people’s partisan preferences. I also
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examine the relationship between partisan preference and national identity in Chapters 6

and 7.
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CHAPTER 4

GENERATIONS, ETHNIC GROUPS, AND PARTY IDENTIFICATION

Party identification has several characteristics. First of all, party identification is

highly stable. Second, party identification develops early in life. Third, it increases in

strength during one’s lifetime8 (Campbell 1960). However, an individual’s party

identification is relatively stable compared to many other political attitudes, although it is

also mutable (Fiorina 1981; Markus and Converse 1979; Jennings and Niemi 1978; Page

and Jones 1979).

In this chapter, I examine the stability of party identification among the electorate

in Taiwan. As mentioned in previous chapters, voters in Taiwan have experienced great

social and political change during the last twenty years. Because traumatic events might

influence the formative socialization of electors who entered the electorate during

different historical periods (Abramson 1989), I examined generational differences in their

party identification. In addition, different ethnic groups have had varying political-

socialization experiences, and those experiences might also affect their party

identification. Thus, I examined differences between Taiwanese and mainlanders in term

of their party identification.

 

3 Some controversy exists about the presence of life-cycle effects in the

development of partisan strength. For a summary of this debate, see Abramson (1989).
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Generational Effect, Life-cycle Effect, and Party Identification

Jennings and Niemi (1978) presented four basic models of political socialization.

The first one is the life-long persistence model, which indicates that "What is learned

early is asserted to endure; resistance to change is asserted to increase as the individual

becomes accustomed to and comfortable with a given set of orientations" (Jennings and

Niemi 1978: 334). The second model is "the life-long openness model. This model

assumes the existence of few or no residues from pre-adult learning" (Jennings and Niemi

1978: 334). The third model, the life-cycle model, "holds that, while persistence is the

rule, certain orientations are very amenable to alteration at given life stages" (Jennings

and Niemi 1978: 334). The last model, the generational model, "also posits strong

persistence in general, but it allows for considerable new socialization and/or

resocialization with lasting effects during the formative, impressionable years" (Jennings

and Niemi 1978: 335). These models focus on whether people’s attitudes will change or

be persistent after their pre-adult or/and early-adult leanings. Compared to other political

attitudes, party identification is relatively stable (Converse 1964; Converse and Markus

1979; Jennings and Niemi 1978), so it was of interest to know how people develop their

partisan preferences, whether they change their partisan preferences, and why they

change their partisan preferences.

As Campbell and his colleagues (1960: 161) wrote,

Whenever we encounter relationships of this sort involving age, we are forced to

choose between two competing interpretations. First, age may mark an historical

epoch in which the person has matured or undergone some special variety of

experiences that has left an imprint on his attitudes and behaviors. ...The second

interpretation presumes instead that older people will always feel stronger bonds with

a political party than will newer members of the electorate.
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Therefore, generational and/or life-cycle effect can play an important role in developing

of party identification. 9

Several problems arise when cohort analysis is applied to explain the change in or

continuity of partisan preferences among the electorate (Abramson 1989: 551-553; Glenn

1977:12-17). First, the cells of a cohort table contain sampling errors. Therefore, if one

wants to make inferences from cohort tables, sampling errors must be considered.

Second, cohort analysts assume that compositions within cohorts remain unchanged.

Therefore, one must ensure that the compositions of the electorate are relatively constant.

Most mainlanders followed Chiang Kai-shek to Taiwan in 1949, and there have been no

mass immigrations or emigrations since then. Therefore, the population in Taiwan is

relatively closed. Third, it is not easy to distinguish basic effects (generational, life-cycle,

and period) from one another.

Campbell and his colleagues argued that partisan strength increases with age.

They asserted that "group identification is a function of the proportion of a person’s life

he has been associated with the group. The longer a person thinks of himself as belonging

to a party, the stronger his sense of loyalty to it will become" (Campbell et a1. 1960:161).

Converse (1969, 1970) also believed that the individual’s partisan affiliation increases

with age (See also Shively 1979a, 1979b, 1979c). On the other hand, from the student-

parent panel studies, Jennings and Markus (1984: 1015) concluded that

The high school class of 1965 ...began their adult political lives strikingly less

committed to political parties than were their parents, and they have remained less

committed for nearly two decades. This result is most sensibly interpreted as a

 

9 The generational or cohort effect "is produced by influences associated with

birth cohort membership." The life-cycle or aging effect is produced by influences

associated with the process of growing older. And the period effect is "produced by

influences associated with each period of time" (Glenn 1977: 11).
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generational distinction, one that arose from the unique sociopolitical milieu

surrounding the Vietnam-era cohort’s entry into adulthood and one that is likely to

persist, although with diminishing sharpness, with passage of time.

After examining SRC—CPS National Election Studies (1952-1980), Gallup data (1945-

1971), and the Michigan student-parent data (1965 and 1973), Abramson (1983:115)

concluded that "all [these data sets] provide compelling evidence that partisan strength

has not increased with age." He argued that generational effect rather than life-cycle

effect is a better explanation for the development of party identification. (See also

Abramson 1979a, 1979b; Claggett 1981; Glenn 1972, 1977; Glen and Hefner 1972;

Jennings and Niemi 1975, 1978, 1981; Inglehart and Hochstein 1987; Markus 1983;

Norpoth and Rusk 1982.) Further, Abramson (1989) thought that generational

replacement has contributed to the decline of partisan strength in the American electorate.

10

Besides the generational effect, I also examined differences between ethnic

groups in term of their party identification. As mentioned earlier, minority mainlanders

have controlled most central officers in Taiwan since 1949, so mainlanders were

expected to have had a higher level of political efficacy and political involvement than

Taiwanese. Because the family is an important agent for political socialization, it was

expected that parents from different ethnic groups would exercise different levels of

influence on their offspring. Niemi and Jennings (1991) showed that parental party

identification exercised a great impact on the offspring’s party identification during their

high school years. As these offspring reached their mid-208, the effect of parental party

identification was still significant, but its importance decreased. At the same time, the

 

‘° For the case of Sweden, see Holmberg (1994).

47



offspring’s own issue stances began to influence the offspring’s party identification. When

the offspring reached their mid-308, their parents’ party identification still had the same

degree of influence on their party identification, but the offspring’s own issue stances

increased in importance in shaping the offspring’s party identification. Therefore, parents’

party identification may be one of the resources through which offspring gain their party

loyalties, but still other factors affect the genesis and duration of individuals’ party

identification. Because the older generation in Taiwan experienced authoritarian control

whereas the younger generation experienced political openness and party competition, I

examined how these experiences affected individuals’ partisan preferences.

An effective way to examine the stability of partisan preferences of individual

voters is to employ three-way panel data to see whether individual voters’ partisan

preferences are stable. However, no panel data were available in Taiwan, so I examined

the distribution of partisan preferences at the aggregate level to see whether the electorate

had stable partisan preferences.

The Stability of Party Identification Among the Electorate in Taiwan

Compared to other political attitudes, party identification is relatively stable. I

examined the distribution of party identification among the electorate in Taiwan between

1987 and 1996 to see whether it was stable. I employed data from surveys conducted by

the Electoral Behavior Research Group at the National Taiwan University. 11 The

 

” For the sampling process and case numbers of these surveys, please see Chapter
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question in 1987 was: "Between the KMT and the DPP, which one do you prefer?" (Party

ID_A measurement). Respondent were asked to specify "strongly prefer the DPP" to

"strongly prefer the KMT."

In 1990 and 1996, 12 the survey asked respondents only whether they

liked/disliked the KMT and the DPP. In the 1993 survey, respondents were asked, "In our

countries, there are two major parties: one is the KMT and the other is the DPP. Which

party do you tend to accept emotionally?" (Party ID_C measurement). There was a

follow-up question to explore respondents’ intensity of partisan preference, but there was

no follow-up question for the Independents. These questions were very similar, although

they might have captured both long-term psychological attachment and short-term

electoral effect.

Because no other longitudinal and islandwide survey data sets were available for

this period,13 these data sets were the most appropriate ones with which to test the

hypotheses for this study. These variables were coded into three categories--prefening

the KMT, preferring the DPP, and indifference--to examine voters’ partisan preferences

toward two major parties. If the aggregate level of party identification is found to stable,

it might indicate that these measures captured the electorate’s long-term commitment to

those parties.

 

'2 In the 1996 survey, respondents also were asked to express whether they

liked/disliked the NP.

‘3 The Election Study Center (ESC) at National Chengchi University (NCCU)

conducted face-to-face surveys after the legislative elections in 1986, 1989, 1992, and

1995. However, on two of these surveys, only voters in Taipei Municipality and Taipei

County were interviewed.
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The distribution of partisan preference among the electorate between 1987 and

1996 is shown in Figure 4-1 (see also Table B-1 in Appendix B). There was a decline in

the proportion of KMT partisans between 1987 and 1996. The percentage of KMT

partisans varied from 31.8 percent to 47.3 percent, and the range was 15.5 percent. More

than four out of ten voters were KMT partisans between 1987 and 1990. The percentage

declined to 38.3 percent in 1993 and continued to decline until 1996, at which time just

under one voter in three preferred the KMT. Martial law was lifted in 1987, and the KMT

faced challenges from opposition parties thereafter. Hence, the proportion of KMT

partisans has declined dramatically in the last decade. This issue is discussed further in

the next section.

From Figure 4-1, one can see that the distribution of DPP partisans was more

stable. In addition, there was an increase in DPP partisans between 1987 and 1996. The

proportion of DPP partisans varied from 8.2 percent to 15.5 percent, and the range was

7.3 percent. The proportion of DPP partisans increased by about 0.7 percent every year

between 1987 and 1996.

As mentioned in Chapter 1, the proportion of the DPP’s vote in the legislative

elections increased monotonically between 1987 and 1995. Therefore, by constructing

affective ties with voters, parties are able to increase their votes in the elections. As

Figure 4-1 indicates, the relative strength of partisan forces of the two major parties

changed in the last decade. The ratio of KMT partisans to DPP partisans was 5.4 to 1 in

1987, 4.6 to 1 in 1990, and 3 to 1 in 1993; it declined still further, to 2 to 1, in 1996. The

proportion of KMT partisans declined dramatically between 1987 and 1996, but the

increase in DPP partisans was relatively slow. Therefore, the proportion of KMT
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Source: Surveys conducted by the Electoral Behavior Research Group at the

National Taiwan University (NTU).

Note: For the numbers of cases on which these percentages are based, please

see Table B-1, Appendix B.

Figure 4-1. Distribution of Partisan Preferences: 1987 to 1996.

partisans was still 16 percent greater than the proportion of DPP partisans in 1996.

The social bases of partisan support were the focus of this research. One might

argue that, as shown in Figure 4-1, about half of the total sample was dropped out in this

study because only partisans were examined. However, this research focused on the

formation of partisan preferences among the electorate, so it was inevitable that partisans

were my research interest. One can cite many examples to show that eliminating cases

from the research is not a problem when one intends to make valid inferences from his or

her research. It is well known that overall voter turnout declined after 1960 in the United

States. When one focuses on explaining voters’ choices in the United States after 1960,

one has to dropped half or more of the cases from the total samples in his or her data
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analysis. However, it will not damage the validity of the research because one is

interested in making inferences regarding voters’ behavior. Therefore, it seems reasonable

to focus on differences among partisans in various social groups when one wants to

examine the social bases of party support.

From Figure 4-1, It can be seen that the proportion of KMT supporters declined

between 1987 and 1996, whereas the proportion preferring the DPP increased. However,

I am not sure whether the KMT lost its support from all generations or whether voters in

the younger generation became less likely to support the KMT. By the same token, I also

wanted to examine which generation became more likely to support the DPP. Because

different generations experienced different historical events, these experiences might

have had a long-term effect on people’s partisan preferences. In addition, I wanted to

explore whether or not partisan attitudes among different generations in Taiwan were

stable.

Political Generation and Partisan Preference

The concept of generation can be viewed as both biological and sociological

(Mannheim [1928] 1952). Generations are produced through the "biological rhythm in

human existence," but "individuals who belong to the same generation, who share the

same year of birth, are endowed, to that extent, with a common location in the historical

dimension of the social process" (Mannheim [1928] 1952: 290). Manheim argued that

historical experiences are most likely to influence persons during their late adolescence

and early adulthood.
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Taiwan presents a good setting in which to examine the generational effect on

people’s partisan preferences for several reasons. First, during the past twenty years,

Taiwan’s party system has been substantially transformed. It was a one-party-dominant

system before 1987, a two-party system between 1987 and 1993, and a three-party

system since 1993. Second, Taiwan has experienced dramatic political changes and

democratic reform that might have influenced the formative socialization of citizens who

entered the electorate during different historical periods. Third, different ethnic groups

might have had different socialization experiences that led to differences in their partisan

preferences.

I defined political generations according to great social or political events, and

divided the electorate into three different generations. The first generation was born

before 1943, the second generation was born between 1943 and 1960, and the third

generation was born after 1960.14 Voters in the first generation lived under the KMT’s

authoritarian control; thus they can be expected to have a positive affective attitude

toward the KMT or to be less likely to be involved in politics. Voters in the second

generation faced diplomatic setbacks and dramatic social and political changes, such as

Taiwan’s loss of its seat in the United Nations in 1971, the first legislative election in

1972, the Chungli Incident in 1977, and the United States’ building of a formal

diplomatic relationship with the People’s Republic of China (PRC) in 1978. Thus they

have begun to support the Tangwai/DPP candidates in the elections. Voters in the third

generation experienced the emergence of two new parties in 1986 and 1993, during their

 

“ For 1987, the actual cohort categories were 1958 and after, 1943 to 1957, and

1942 and before. For great events that happened between 1945 and 1993 in Taiwan, see

Appendix A, Table A-1.
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late adolescence and early adulthood, so their partisan preferences can be expected to be

changeable and volatile.

First, I examined the partisan preferences of these three generations toward the

KMT between 1987 and 1996. As shown in Figure 4-2, between 1987 and 1996, partisan

preferences toward the KMT held by first-generation (born in 1942 and before) and

second-generation (born between 1943 and 1960) voters were more stable than those of

third-generation (born after 1960) voters. A8 to first-generation voters, the percentage of

KMT partisans varied from 34.9 percent to 46.4 percent; the range was 11.5 percent.

First-generation voters became more likely to support the KMT over time; four out of

nine first-generation voters preferred the KMT in 1996. The distribution of KMT

partisans in the second generation was less stable than that in the first generation. It

varied from 28.4 percent to 45.8 percent; the range was 17.4 percent. It seems that, since

1990, second-generation voters have been less likely to prefer the KMT than voters in the

other two generations. The prOportion of KMT partisans in the third generation varied

from 29.1 percent to 58.2 percent; it was the most volatile among the three generations.

Almost six out of ten third—generation voters preferred the KMT in 1987, and this group

was the most loyal to the KMT at that time. However, its loyalty toward the KMT

declined monotonically between 1987 and 1996, and fewer than three out of ten third-

generation voters preferred the KMT in 1996.15

As mentioned above, there was an increase in DPP partisans between 1987 and

1996. One can examine generational differences in preferences toward the DPP.

 

'5 I also examined the cohort born after 1962. This cohort experienced the

establishment of the DPP and voted after the ending of martial law. However, its partisan

preference was similar to that of the third generation in my research.
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Source: Surveys conducted by the Electoral Behavior Research Group at the

National Taiwan University (NTU).

Note: For the numbers of cases upon which these percentage are based, see Table B-2,

Appendix B. For 1987 the actual cohort categories were 1958 and after, 1943 to

1957, and 1942 and before.

Figure 4-2. Percentages of KMT Partisans: 1987 to 1996.

However, I must point out that there were too few first-generation DPP partisans to make

confident inferences in 1987, 1990, and 1996 (see Table B-2, Appendix B). Therefore,

one must be cautious when making inferences about DPP partisans among first-

generation voters. As shown in Figure 4—3, partisan preference toward the DPP was more

volatile in the third generation between 1987 and 1996. The proportion of DPP partisans

varied from 9 percent to 18.6 percent; the range was 9.6. The proportion of DPP partisans

in the second generation started at 9.6 percent in 1987, about 12 percent second-

generation voters preferred the DPP in 1990, and about 15 percent of second-generation

voters preferred the DPP between 1993 and 1996. The range of DPP partisans in the

second generation was 5.4 percent between 1987 and 1996. The first generation had the
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most stable partisan preference toward the DPP, and first-generation voters were less

likely to support the DPP than voters in the two younger generations between 1987 and

1996. The proportion of DPP partisans in this generation varied from 5.5 percent to 10.8

percent; the range was 5.3 percent. Therefore, the increase in DPP partisans resulted from

the support of voters in the two younger generations.

Examining Figures 4-2 and 4-3, one can see that partisan preferences for the two

major parties among different generations changed between 1987 and 1996. Let us

examine the KMT’s supporters first. In 1987, a greater proportion of third-generation

voters as compared to first- and second—generation voters preferred the KMT. Almost six

out of ten third-generation voters preferred the KMT. At the same time, only 34.9 percent

 

 

 

 

 

  
   

20 —
18.6

15.0 /4’5

15 ‘ 12.3 A

10 — '

10.8

5 _.

5.5

O F I I l

1987 1990 1993 1996

+1961 andafter +1943 to 1960 +1942 andbefore
   
 

Source: Surveys conducted by the Electoral Behavior Research Group at the National

Taiwan University (NTU).

Note: For the numbers of cases upon which these percentage are based, see Table

B-2, Appendix B. For 1987 the actual cohort categories were 1958 and after,

1943 to 1957, and 1942 and before.

Figure 4-3. Percentages of DPP Partisans: 1987 to 1996.
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of first-generation voters preferred the KMT. However, this situation was reversed in

1996. First-generation voters became the group most loyal to the KMT, whereas since

1990 the two younger generations became less likely to prefer the KMT. Between 1987

and 1996, the proportion of third-generation voters preferring the KMT dropped by 29.1

percent, but the percentage of first-generation voters preferring the KMT increased by 8.9

percent. Therefore, third-generation voters contributed to the decline of KMT partisans

between 1987 and 1996. Electors in the second generation also have become less likely to

support the KMT since 1990; the proportion of second-generation voters preferring the

KMT declined by 17.4 percent between 1990 and 1996. On the other hand, first-

generation voters evidenced relatively stable support for the KMT between 1990 and

1996.

The distribution of DPP partisans was relatively more stable than the distribution

of KMT partisans. However, because there were too few cases in some cells, one can not

make confident inferences about the distribution of DPP partisans in the first generation

(see Table B-2, Appendix B). However, as shown in Figure 4-3, the older the generation

was, the less likely it was to be attracted by the DPP in 1996.

Therefore, the distributions of partisan preferences among the two older

generations were more stable than those of the youngest one. Voters in the youngest

generation were more mutable in their partisan preferences than were voters in the two

older generations, and they were more likely to be attracted by the DPP. Therefore, older

citizens’ party preferences were relatively stable. Although these citizens faced the

emergence of the DPP and competitive elections, their loyalty to the KMT was relatively

57



stable. On the other hand, as a new party, the DPP has attracted more young citizens in

the last decade.

However, as mentioned above, different ethnic groups might have had different

political and social experiences during the formative socialization of their early

adulthood. That issue is discussed in the following section.

Ethnicity and Partisan Preference

As mentioned in Chapter 3, mainlanders and Taiwanese experienced different

political-socialization processes during their early adulthood. Generally speaking, most

first-generation mainlanders followed Chiang Chia-shek to Taiwan in 1949, so they were

more likely to support the ruling party. In addition, most first-generation mainlanders

experienced the Chinese Civil War, so their positive attitude toward the KMT was

relatively strong and they were more likely than Taiwanese to transmit their strong

partisan preference to their offspring. Therefore, mainlanders were more likely to support

the KMT (Chen 1992; Chu 1992; Chu and Lin 1996; Lin 1988; Lin et a1. 1998; Shyu

1991, 1993; Tsai 1997).

On the other hand, first-generation Taiwanese experienced Japanese control

and/or authoritarian political control under the KMT during their early adulthood, so they

were either loyal to the KMT or became less likely to formulate partisan preferences

toward political parties. However, second- and third-generation Taiwanese experienced

party competition and free elections during their late adolescence and/or early adulthood,

so they were more likely than first-generation voters to formulate preferences for

opposition parties.
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The partisan preferences of Taiwanese were examined first. As shown in Figure

4-4, partisan loyalty toward the KMT among third-generation Taiwanese was the least

stable among the three generations of Taiwanese between 1987 and 1996, but there was

little fluctuation in the proportions of KMT partisans among the two older generations.

For example, 55 percent of third-generation Taiwanese preferred the KMT in 1987, but

only 26.1 percent of them preferred the KMT in 1996. A8 to second-generation

Taiwanese, the proportion of KMT partisans was 36.9 percent in 1987, rebounded to 42.3

percent in 1990, decreased to 29.4 percent in 1993, and continued to decline, to 25.7

percent, in 1996. First-generation Taiwanese had the smallest proportion of KMT

partisans among the three generations in 1987; the proportion varied from 27.5 percent to
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Source: Surveys conducted by the Electoral Behavior Research Group at the National

Taiwan University (NTU).

Note: For the numbers of cases upon which these percentage are based, see Table B-3,

Appendix B. For 1987 the actual cohort categories were 1958 and after, 1943 to

1957, and 1942 and before.

Figure 4-4. Percentages of KMT Partisans Among Taiwanese: 1987 to 1996.
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39.3 percent between 1987 and 1996 with a range of 11.8 percent. However, in 1987,

third-generation Taiwanese comprised the most loyal group of KMT partisans, whereas

first-generation Taiwanese became the most loyal group in 1996.

I also examined the distributions of DPP partisans among the three Taiwanese

generations between 1987 and 1996. Because there were fewer than 25 cases for first-

generation Taiwanese in 1987, 1990, and 1996, I focused on second- and the third-

generation Taiwanese. As shown in Figure 4-5, support for the DPP among the three

Taiwanese generations increased between 1987 and 1996. The pr0portion of DPP

supporters among third-generation Taiwanese varied from 10.5 percent to 19.7 percent;

the range was 9.2 percent between 1987 and 1996. As to second-generation Taiwanese,
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Source: Surveys conducted by the Electoral Behavior Research Group at the National

Taiwan University (NTU).

Note: For the numbers of cases upon which these percentage are based, see Table B-

3, Appendix B. For 1987 the actual cohort categories were 1958 and after,

1943 to 1957, and 1942 and before.

Figure 4-5. Percentages of DPP Partisans Among Taiwanese: 1987 to 1996.
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the proportion of DPP partisans varied from 10.2 percent to 16.8 percent; the range was

6.6 percent. Therefore, the older generation tended to have relatively less fluctuation in

its partisan preference for the DPP than did the younger generation between 1987 and

1997.

However, the distribution of partisan preferences among mainlanders was another

story. Comparing Figure 4-6 with Figure 4-4, one finds that mainlanders were more

likely than Taiwanese to support the KMT, and first-generation mainlanders were the

most loyal group of the three mainlander generations in its support of the KMT between

1987 and 1996. As shown in Figure 4-6, almost eight out of ten first-generation

mainlander voters preferred the KMT in 1987, and more than one out of two first-

generation mainlander voters still preferred the KMT in 1996. The proportion of KMT

partisans among second-generation mainlanders varied from 48 percent to 73.3 percent;

the range was 25.3 percent. The proportion of KMT partisans among third-generation

mainlanders varied from 42.7 percent to 76.7 percent; the range was 34 percent.

Therefore, the partisan preference of second-generation mainlander was the most stable,

but first-generation mainlanders were most likely to support the KMT. The latter group’s

social and political experiences during their early adulthood had a long-term effect on

their partisan preference. Their strong and positive attitude toward the KMT also affected

their offspring’s partisan preference, so younger-generation mainlanders were also more

likely to support the KMT than were younger-generation Taiwanese.
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Source: Surveys conducted by the Electoral Behavior Research Group at the National

Taiwan University (NTU).

Note: For the numbers of cases upon which these percentage are based, see Table B-4,

Appendix B. For 1987 the actual cohort categories were 1958 and after, 1943

to 1957, and 1942 and before.

Figure 4-6. Percentages of KMT Partisans Among Mainlanders: 1987 to 1996.

Fewer mainlanders than Taiwanese preferred the DPP between 1987 and 1996

(see Figure 4-7). However, there were fewer than 25 cases for each observation, so one

cannot make confident inferences from the figure (see Table B-4 in Appendix for details).

Overall, less than 5 percent of mainlanders supported the DPP between 1987 and 1996. In

addition, there was an increase in DPP partisans among third-generation mainlanders

between 1987 and 1996. Among mainlanders, first-generation voters had less fluctuation

in their support of the DPP than did the two younger generations of voters.

Because the two major ethnic groups-~mainlanders and Taiwanese-- had different

experiences during formative socialization in their late adolescence and/or early

62



 

  
 

16 i

14 r 12.4

12 1

10 r

8 i 6.5 8.0

6 r 4.4

4 - 2.7 4-2

3.1 1.8

2 ~ 2.1

0.0 1,7 0.0

0 v r r r H

1987 1990 1993 1996

—o— 1961 and after —I-— 1943 to 1960 +1942 andbefore     
 

Source: Surveys conducted by the Electoral Behavior Research Group at the

National Taiwan University (NTU).

Note: For the numbers of cases upon which these percentage are based, see Table

B-4, Appendix B. For 1987 the actual cohort categories were 1958 and after,

1943 to 1957, and 1942 and before.

Figure 4-7. Percentages of DPP Partisans Among Mainlanders: 1987 to 1996.

adulthood, their differences in their partisan preferences were compared. First, it was

found that mainlanders were more likely than Taiwanese to support the KMT (see Table

4-1). Overall, 30 percent more mainlanders than Taiwanese preferred the KMT between

1987 and 1996. As Table 4-1 indicates, within the first generation, the two ethnic groups

differed greatly in their support for the KMT; that difference exceeded 50 percent in 1987

and 1990. The difference between the two ethnic groups among third-generation voters

was smaller than in the other two generations, showing that third-generation voters

tended to have a more homogeneous political experience, whereas the older generations

of voters maintained their memories of early adulthood. Therefore, there was a

generational effect on all three generations of the two ethnic groups.
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Table 4-1. Percentages of KMT Partisansl Among two Ethnic Groups, by

Generation, 1987 to 1996

 

 

 

Generation Ethnic Group 1987 2 1990 1993 1996 Range Mean

1961 and After Taiwanese 55.0 46.9 37.8 26.1 28.9 41.5

Mainlander 76.7 63.6 64.9 42.7 34.0 62.0

Difference 3 -21.7 -16.7 -27.1 -16.6 10.5 -20.5

1943 to 1960 Taiwanese 36.9 42.3 29.4 25.7 16.6 33.6

Mainlander 73.3 71.7 62.5 480* 25.3 63.9

Difference 3 -36.4 -29.4 -33.1 -22.3 14.1 -30.3

1942 and Before Taiwanese 27.5 35.0 29.9 39.3 11.8 32.9

Mainlander 78.1 88.1 73.2 54.9 33.2 73.6

Difference 3 -50.6 -53.1 -43.3 - 15.6 37.5 -40.7

Total Taiwanese 39.9 42.0 32.4 28.3 13.7 35.5

Mainlander 76.3 75.0 67.4 48.3 28.0 65.7

Difference 3 -36.4 -33.0 -35.0 -20.0 -14.3 -30.2

 

1 For the wording of questions in each survey, see Table B-1, Appendix B and Chapter 3.

2 For 1987 the actual cohort categories were 1958 and after, 1943 to 1957, and 1942 and before.

3 Difference = (% of KMT partisans among Taiwanese - % of KMT partisans among mainlanders).

*N<25.



People of different ethnic origins had different partisan preferences. In Table 4-1, it can

be seen that first-generation mainlanders were more loyal to the KMT than were the other

five groups between 1987 and 1996. Therefore, their experience, such as the China Civil

War in 1949, had a long-lasting effect on their partisan loyalty. On the other hand, first-

generation Taiwanese were less likely to prefer the KMT between 1987 and 1990. Some

political events, such as the February 28 (228) Incident in 1947, might have had a long-

term effect on this generation’s partisan preference. Third-generation mainlanders

registered higher level of partisanship than third-generation Taiwanese did, perhaps

because young mainlanders learned their partisan preferences from their parents, and

most of their parents had higher levels of partisan preference. On the other hand, third-

generation Taiwanese entered the electorate during an era of party and electoral

competition, so their partisan preference was stronger than that of the two other

Taiwanese generations between 1987 and 1993.

When the NP was established in 1993, mainlanders’ loyalty to the KMT changed.

Between 1993 and 1996, mainlanders in the three generations declined about 20 percent

in their support of the KMT. However, of the Taiwanese, only those in third generation

became less likely to support the KMT in 1996. Therefore, when the NP emerged it

seemed to attract mostly mainlanders and third-generation Taiwanese. This issue is

discussed in the following section.
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The Emergence of the New Party

Because the NP was established in 1993, we need to consider how it affected the

distribution of partisan preferences among the electorate. The NTU research team

employed three questions to explore respondents’ preferences for the KMT, the DPP, and

the NP in 1996. I constructed an indicator by employing these three questions to classify

voters into four categories: preferring the KMT, preferring the DPP, preferring the NP,

and indifference. In addition, I compared this indicator with my previous measurements

to examine how the emergence of the NP affected people’s partisan preferences. The

results are shown in Table 4-2. At the bottom part of the Table, one can see that voters’

preferences for the DPP were relatively stable. When voters made comparisons between

two major parties, i.e., the KMT and the DPP, 15.5 percent of them preferred the DPP.

However, when voters had to choose among three major parties, 12 percent of them

preferred the DPP. On the other hand, the emergence of the NP made some KMT

supporters defect from their party. One out of three KMT partisans defected from the

KMT when they were presented with a new alternative in the party system in 1996. As

shown at the bottom of Table 4-2, the KMT still received more support than the other two

major parties, but the margin was relatively small in 1996.

When examining the differences among the three generations in Table 4-2, one

finds that DPP partisans were less likely to change their partisan preferences when they

had to make a choice among the three major parties. However, support for the KMT

declined when the NP entered the party system, and third-generation voters were most

sensitive to that change. As shown at the top of Table 4-2, third-generation voters
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Table. 4-2 Two Measurements of Partisan Preference, by Generation, 1996

 

 

 

Generation Partisan Two Major Three Major Difference:

Preference Parties 1 Parties 2 2"" - 1“

1961 and After Prefer KMT 29.1 13.1 -16.0

Prefer DDP 18.6 13.1 -5.5

Prefer NP -- 14.3 14.3

Indifferent 52.3 59.5 7.2

(N) (533) (511)

1943 to 1960 Prefer KMT 28.4 19.2 -9.2

Prefer DDP 14.5 11.2 -3.3

Prefer NP --- 9.1 9.1

Indifferent 57. 1 60.4 3.3

(N) (455) (427)

1942 and Before Prefer KMT 43.8 32.7 -11.1

Prefer DDP 10.8 9.5 * -1.3

Prefer NP --- 10.5* 10.5

Indifferent 45.4 47.3 1.9

(N) (251) (162)

All Sample Prefer KMT 31.8 19.1 -12.7

Prefer DDP 15.5 11.7 -3.8

Prefer NP -- l 1.6 11.6

Indifferent 52.7 57.6 4.9

(N) (1,239) (1,158)

 

1 Items for 1996 were worded as like/dislike questions for two major parties.

2 Items for 1996 were worded as likejdislike questions for three major parties.

*N<25.
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supported the three major parties equally in 1996. When they were given the third option

in the party system, 50 percent of the KMT partisans defected from that party in 1996.

Voters in the two older generations also changed their partisan preferences when they had

to make a choice among the three major parties. About one out of four KMT partisans in

the two older generations defected from the KMT. I explored this issue further by

analyzing ethnic differences in these voters’ support of the NP.

Table 4-3 indicates partisan preferences among Taiwanese by comparing the

results of two different measurements in 1996. At the bottom of the table, one can see

that Taiwanese voters’ preferences for the DPP were relatively stable between the two

measurements. Therefore, the emergence of the NP was less likely to affect the DPP’s

strength among Taiwanese electors. When Taiwanese voters faced three major parties

instead of two, about one out of four KMT partisans defected from that party in 1996.

However, different generations showed some differences in their preferences toward the

three major parties. Third-generation Taiwanese voters were more likely to defect from

the KMT than were voters in the two older generations. More than one out of three KMT

partisans among third-generation Taiwanese defected from the KMT in 1996. As the age

of their generation increased, Taiwanese became less likely to defect from the KMT.

Support for the KMT among first-generation Taiwanese was almost unaffected by the

emergence of the NP. Less than 1 percent of first-generation Taiwanese preferred the NP

in 1996. Therefore, partisan preferences were relatively stable among older Taiwanese,

but younger Taiwanese were more likely to be attracted by newly established parties.

However, when partisan preferences among mainlanders were examined, the

findings were different. As seen at the bottom of Table 4-4, more than two out of three
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Table 4-3. Two Measurements of Partisan Preference Among Taiwanese, by

Generation, 1996

 

 

 

Generation Partisan Two Major Three Major Difference:

Preference Parties 1 Parties 2 2"" - 1"

1961 and After Prefer KMT 26.1 13.5 -12.6

Prefer DDP 19.7 15.1 -4.6

Prefer NP -- 10.1 10.1

Indifferent 54.2 61.3 7.1

(N) (436) (416)

1943 to 1960 Prefer KMT 25.7 19.2 -6.5

Prefer DDP 15.6 12.2 -3.4

Prefer NP -- 5.4* 5.4

Indifferent 58.7 63. 1 4.4

(N) (397) (369)

1942 and Before Prefer KMT 39.3 33.3 -6.0

Prefer DDP 13.5* 13.1* -0.4

Prefer NP -- 0.7* 0.7

Indifferent 47.2 52.9 5.7

(N) (178) (153)

All Taiwanese Prefer KMT 28.3 19.0 -9.3

Prefer DDP 17.0 13.6 -3.4

Prefer NP -- 6.7 6.7

Indifferent 54.7 60.7 6.0

(N) (1012) (939)

 

1 Items for 1996 were worded as like/dislike questions for two major parties.

2 Items for 1996 were worded as like/dislike questions for three major parties.

*N<25.
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KMT-partisan mainlanders defected from the KMT in 1996. Table 4—4 also indicates that

young—generation mainlanders were more likely to change their partisan preferences

when they chose among three major parties. Third-generation mainlanders not only

deserted the KMT, but they also defected from the DPP when the NP entered electoral

politics. When first-generation mainlanders had to choose among three major parties, two

out of three KMT partisans deserted the KMT and chose the NP. Overall, for

mainlanders, support of the KMT among the three generations was significantly affected

by the emergence of the NP. When mainlanders faced three major parties, they liked the

NP more than the KMT; fewer mainlanders preferred the DPP. Therefore, the emergence

of the NP significantly affected the KMT’s support from mainlanders.

However, when third-generation Taiwanese and most mainlanders faced two

major parties, i.e., the KMT and the DPP, they still preferred the KMT. Therefore, the

fates of the three major parties in the elections are closely related. If the NP becomes

stronger, the KMT will receive less support from third-generation Taiwanese and most

mainlanders. Then the DPP will have a relative advantage among the three major parties.

In the legislative elections, the electoral system is the single-nontransferable vote system

(SNTV). Therefore, NP partisans have an incentive to cast their sincere votes” in the

legislative elections. On the other hand, if the KMT can attract more voters from NP

partisans, it still can secure its majority in the elections. In presidential and mayoral

elections, the electoral system is the plurality system with a single seat. Therefore, NP

 

‘6 A strategic or "sophisticated vote is one based on weighing both preferences

and probabilities of success. A sincere vote is based upon preferences alone and leads to

voting for the most preferred candidate, regardless of circumstances. When a voter’s

sophisticated and sincere choices coincide, the choice is called ’straightforward’"

(Abramson et a1. 1992: 57). For details, see Abramson et a1. (1992).
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Table 4-4. Two Measurements of Partisan Preference Among Mainlanders, by

Generation, 1996

 

 

 

Generation Partisan Two Major Three Major Difference:

Preference Parties] Parties 2 2"" - 1'‘

1961 and After Prefer KMT 42.7 11.4* -31.3

Prefer DDP 12.4* 2.3* -10.1

Prefer NP -- 35.2 35 .2

Indifferent 44.9 5 l . 1 6.2

(N) ( 89) ( 88)

1943 to 1960 Prefer KMT 48.0* 16.0”“ -32.0

Prefer DDP 8.0* 6.0* -2.0

Prefer NP -- 38.0”“ 38.0

Indifferent 440* 40.0* -4.0

(N) ( 50) ( 50)

1942 and Before Prefer KMT 54.9 30.3* -24.6

Prefer DDP 4.2’“ 1.5* -2.7

Prefer NP -- 33.3* 33.3

Indifferent 40.9 34.8* -6. 1

(N) ( 71) ( 66)

All Taiwanese Prefer KMT 48.3 18.7 -29.6

Prefer DDP 8.6* 3.0* -5.6

Prefer NP -- 35.0 35.0

Indifferent 43.1 43.3 0.2

(N) (209) (203)

 

1 Items for 1996 were worded as like/dislike questions for two major parties.

2 Items for 1996 were worded as like/dislike questions for three major parties.

*N<25.
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partisans have an incentive to cast their strategic votes if they believe their favorite

candidate cannot win the election but their less favorite candidate, i. e., the DPP nominee,

might win the election. In the 1998 election in Taipei, the NP’s nominee received only

2.97 percent of the vote in the Taipei mayoral election, but the NP’s city councilors

received 18.7 percent of vote and the NP’s Legislative candidates got 17.3 percent of the

vote in the same area. Therefore, it is believed that the NP’s supporters cast their strategic

votes to support the KMT’s mayoral nominee and to defeat the incumbent DPP mayor.

Conclusion

Party identification was relatively stable among older generations between 1987

and 1996 in Taiwan. Generations with different political experience during their early

adulthood tended to have different partisan preferences. In addition, ethnic groups in

Taiwan also had different partisan preferences.

From the above analysis, I found that the two older generations tended to have

more consistent partisan preferences than the younger generation. Their loyalties toward

the KMT were consistent, and they were less likely to be attracted by the DPP. On the

other hand, third-generation voters became less likely to support the KMT over time, but

their support for the DPP increased between 1990 and 1996.

I also found differences in partisan preferences among the two major ethnic

groups in Taiwan. When facing two major parties, first-generation mainlanders were the

group most loyal to the KMT, and they had the highest partisan strength among the six

generation-ethnicity groups between 1987 and 1996. First-generation Taiwanese were

least likely to support the KMT in 1987, but they increased their support over time and
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became the group most loyal to the KMT among the three Taiwanese generations in

1996. Third-generation mainlanders entered the electorate with a higher level of partisan

strength than did the third-generation Taiwanese. This indicates that young mainlanders

learned their partisan preferences from their parents, and some historical events had a

long-term effect on their parents’ partisan preferences. On the other hand, experiencing

political openness and electoral competition, younger-generation Taiwanese formulated

their partisan preferences when they entered the electorate. Partisan strength among

younger-generation Taiwanese was higher than it was among older Taiwanese.

The distribution of DPP partisans was more stable than the distribution of KMT

partisans. In addition, Taiwanese were more likely to support the DPP than were

mainlanders. Among Taiwanese, third-generation voters became more likely to support

the DPP than the two other generations in 1996. On the other hand, less than 5 percent of

mainlander voters preferred the DPP between 1987 and 1996.

When voters had to choose among three major parties, third-generation voters

were more likely to defect from the KMT. However, partisan preferences of two older

generations were less likely to be affected by the emergence of the NP. There were ethnic

differences in partisan preferences when voters faced three major parties. The two older

generations of Taiwanese were less likely to be affected by the emergence of the NP, but

one out of two third-generation Taiwanese voters defected from the KMT. On the other

hand, two out of three mainlanders from the three generations defected from the KMT

when they had an additional alternative, i.e., the NP. But young mainlanders were more

likely to be attracted by the NP than were older mainlanders.
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As Beck (1974: 205) wrote, "The newest members of the electorate provide the

dynamic element to electoral politics. They are the ones most likely to break the

partisan continuity between past and future and to force comprehensive changes in the

policy agenda." Support of the DPP increased between 1987 and 1996, and most

supporters were third-generation Taiwanese. In addition, between 1993 and 1996, the

newly emerged NP attracted young voters. Therefore, about two out of three mainlanders

defected from the KMT in 1996. Therefore, party identification is relatively stable, but it

is still mutable. When a political party changes its position on a certain issue, this might

affect its partisans' loyalty. The establishment of the DPP in 1986 provided an electoral

challenge to the KMT. It attracted many young Taiwanese voters and increased its votes

in the legislative elections monotonically. As the first Taiwanese President, Lee Teng-

hui, adopted a more ambiguous stance on the issue of unification with mainland China

versus Taiwan's independence and recruited more Taiwanese into the power circle, some

mainlanders defected from the KMT and turned their support to the NP. These political

and social events also changed the social bases of partisan support.

In the following chapter, I discuss how other demographic background affected

people's partisan preferences. In Chapter 6, I examine how political parties changed their

positions on national identity and other issues that might affect their social base.
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CHAPTER 5

SOCIAL BASES OF PARTISAN SUPPORT

The social bases of party support in Taiwan are explored in this chapter.

Inngitudinal data sets from the National Taiwan University are used in examining how

different sociological backgrounds might affect voters’ partisan preferences. In addition, I

discuss how different social groups changed their partisan support when the NP entered

the electoral competition.

Social Cleavage and Partisan Support

An effective political party must attract enough votes to survive in the elections.

Therefore, parties need to provide attractive platforms to gain sufficient support from the

electorate. Lipset (1981) argued that the role of religion, the struggle among different

social classes, and the justice of economic distribution are three major issues in Western

nations.

In modern times, three major issues have emerged in Western nations: first, the place

of the church and/or various religions within the nation; second, the admission of the

lower strata, particularly the workers, to full political and economic ’citizenship’

through universal suffrage and the right to bargain collectively; and third, the

continuing struggle over the distribution of the national income. (Lipset 1981: 71)
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Different parties might take different positions on these issues to maximize their votes in

the elections. However, class conflict might create a major social cleavage in Western

electoral politics. Lipset argued that, “On a world scale, the principal generalization

which can be made is that parties are primarily based on either the lower classes or the

middle and upper classes” (Lipset 1981:230).

Dalton (1998) examined how individuals' social characteristics might affect their

partisan support. He gave several reasons to explain why social characteristics might

affect a voter's choice of party.

First, a person’s social position often indicates his or her values and political

beliefs. . .Second, social characteristics indicate some of the political cues to which an

individual is exposed. . .Third, social groups can be an important reference point in

orientating voters to political issues and providing information about politics. (Dalton

1998: 165-166)

However, the effect of traditional social cleavage on partisan alignment is declining

(Abramson et a1. 1998; Dalton 1998). Dalton also argued that new issues or values, such

as postmaterialism, might not be useful cues for voters to form their partisan support

because they are attitudinal variables and are more volatile than individuals' social

characteristics.

The new style of citizen politics therefore includes a more fluid and volatile pattern of

party alignments. Political coalitions and voting patterns will lack the performance of

past class and religious cleavages. Without clear social cues, voting decisions will

become a more demanding task for voters, and voting decisions will become more

dependent on the individual beliefs and values of each citizen. (Dalton 1998:194)

In Taiwan, some political scientists also have examined how different social

characteristics might affect voters' partisan support (Chen 1992; Chu 1992; Ho 1994;

Hsieh and Niou 1996; Lin 1998; Lin et a1. 1998; Liu 1987; Shyu 1993; Tsai 1997; You

1994b). Lin and his colleagues provided comprehensive models to explain how people's
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demographic background and political attitudes affect their partisan preferences. Their

models included people’s attitudes toward national identity, money politics, and

procedural democratic values, as well as their gender, age, ethnic origin, vocation, and

subjective social economic status. As discussed in Chapter 4, voters’ ethnicity is an

important social cleavage among the electorate. In this chapter, I turn my focus to other

social cleavages such as gender, educational level, vocation, and subjective social class

perception. I still use political generation as a mediator variable to examine generational

differences among different social groups with regard to their partisan preferences.

First, I examine gender differences in voters’ partisan preferences. Because

females tend to have a lower educational level and less information than males, Lipset

(1981: 231) argued that "women tend to support the conservative parties more than men

do." In Taiwan, the ruling party, the KMT, emphasizes that it can maintain the social

order, so we can expect that females are more likely than males to support the KMT.

As to voters’ educational levels, Lipset (1981: 335) argued that "the better

educated individuals are, the more likely they are to favor all forms of ’noneconomic

liberalism.” Therefore, we can expect that educated voters in Taiwan are more likely to

support the opposition parties because both the DPP and the NP support social reforms.

PeOple’s vocation might also affect their partisan preferences. It is conventional

wisdom that labor workers are more likely to support leftist parties. Finifter (1974) also

showed that people’s workplace as a social context might affect their partisan support. In

Taiwan, the KMT has been the ruling party since 1949, so we can expect that government

employees are more likely than people with other vocations to support the ruling party.
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In this chapter, I also examine how people’s subjective socioeconomic status

might affect their partisan preferences.

Since position in a stratification system is always relative and gratification or

deprivation is experienced in terms of being better or worse off than other people, it is

not surprising that the lowest classes in all countries show various signs of

resentment against the existing distribution of rewards by supporting political parties

and other organizations which advocate some form of redistribution. (Lipset 1981: 48)

Therefore, we can expect that people of the upper class will tend to support the KMT.17

Social Bases of Support for the KMT

In this section, I examine how different social backgrounds might affect voters'

partisan preferences for the KMT. Because the KMT has been the ruling party since

1949, we can expect that people who belong to the upper or dominant groups will tend to

support the KMT.

First-Generation Males Were More

Likely to Support the KMT

As shown at the bottom of Table 5-1, 51 percent of males had a positive attitude

toward the KMT in 1987. However, only 30 percent reported such an attitude in 1996.

Females' positive attitude toward the KMT was relatively stable. It started at 38 percent

in 1987, rebounded to 46.2 percent in 1990, and dropped to 33.5 percent in 1996.

Compared with males, females became more likely to support the KMT since 1993.

 

‘7 Because limitations of space in this chapter, I present a "party preference" index

in Appendix C. The "party preference" index measures relative party strength as the

difference between the percentage of one group preferring the KMT and the percentage

of the same group preferring the DPP. See also Miller (1991).
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Table 5-1. Percentages of KMT Partisans,l by Gender, 1987 to 1996

 

 

 

 

Generation Gender 1987 2 1990 1993 1996 Range Mean

1961 and After Male 62.2 47.0 40.8 28.1 34.1 44.5

Female 53.7 52.2 43.9 30.1 23.6 45.0

Difference 3 8.5 -5 .2 -3.1 -2.0

1943 to 1960 Male 44.1 44.4 30.2 22.7 21.7 35.4

Female 36.9 47.3 36.8 34.2 13.1 38.8

Difference 7.2 -2.9 -6.6 -11.5

1942 and Before Male 46.7 54.5 45.0 46.5 9.5 48.2

Female 23.7 33.0 33.3 40.2 16.5 32.6

Difference 3 23.0 21.5 11.7 6.3

Total Male 51.2 48.3 38.1 30.3 20.9 42.0

Female 37.9 46.2 38.5 33.5 12.7 39.0

Difference 13.3 2.1 -0.4 -3.2

National mean 44.6 47.3 38.3 31.8 15.5 40.5

N 1,359 1,001 1,300 1,239

 

1 For the wording of question on each survey, see Table B-1, Appendix B, and Chapter 3.

2 For 1987 the actual cohort categories were 1958 and after, 1943 to 1957, and 1942 and before.

3 Difference = Male - Female.
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I also examined gender differences within each generation with regard to their

partisan preferences. At the top of Table 5-1, we can see that males in the third generation

(born in 1961 and after) had the highest percentage of positive attitudes toward the KMT

in 1987 of the six social groups considered, but their support for the KMT declined

monotonically in the following elections. Specifically, 62.2 percent of them supported the

KMT in 1987, but only 28.1 percent of them had a positive attitude toward the KMT in

1996. The mean was 44.5 percent and the range was 34.1 percent between 1987 and

1996. A majority of females in the third generation supported the KMT in 1987 and

1990, but the proportion declined to 43.9 percent in 1993 and dropped to 30 percent in

1996. The mean was 45 percent and the range was 23.6 percent. Third-generation males

were more likely than their female counterparts to support the KMT in 1987. Since 1990,

however, females in the third generation have become more likely than males in that

generation to support the KMT.

In the middle of Table 5-1, we can see that 44 percent of males in the second

generation (born between 1943 and 1960) had a positive attitude toward the KMT in

1987 and 1990, but the proportion declined to 30 percent in 1993 and was only 22.7

percent in 1996. The mean was 35.4 percent and the range was 21.7 percent. As to

second-generation females, 37 percent of them preferred the KMT in 1987 and 47.3

percent did so in 1990, but the pr0portion of female KMT partisans dropped to 36.8

percent in 1993 and declined further to 34.2 percent in 1996. The mean was 38.8 percent

and the range was 13.1 percent. Males in the second generation were more likely than

females to support the KMT in 1987, but females have become more likely to support the

KMT since 1990.
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Compared with other males, those in the first generation (born in 1942 and

before) were the most stable in their preference of the KMT; 46.7 percent of males in that

generation supported the KMT in 1987, and this figure increased to 54.5 percent in 1990.

However, it dropped to 45 percent in 1993 and slightly increased to 46.5 percent in 1996.

The mean was 48.2 percent and the range was 9.5 percent. Support of the KMT among

first-generation females increased monotonically between 1987 and 1996. Less than one

out of four of them had a positive attitude toward the KMT in 1987, but about four out of

ten supported the KMT in 1996. The mean was 32.6 percent and the range was 16.5

percent. Between 1987 and 1996, first-generation males were more likely than their

female counterparts to support the KMT. The difference between males and females in

their support for the KMT was 23 percent in 1987, but it decreased to 6.3 percent in 1996.

Table 5-1 also indicates that third-generation males were the group most loyal to the

KMT in 1987, but first-generation males have become the party’s most supportive group

since 1990. According to Table 5-1, first-generation males were most conservative voters

among the six groups examined. However, the KMT received more support from females

than males in the two younger generations.

The Educated Tended to Support the KMT

Between 1987 and 1993

As shown at the bottom of Table 5-2, a majority of voters with college and above

(13 years and above) had a positive attitude toward the KMT between 1987 and 1993, but

the proportion dropped to 30 percent in 1996. The mean was 52.2 percent and the range

was 39.4 percent. Support of the KMT among people with a high school education (10 to

12 years) declined monotonically between 1987 and 1996. Specifically, 58.4 percent of
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them preferred the KMT in 1987, but the proportion declined to 31.7 percent in 1996.

The mean was 47.1 percent and the range was 26.7 percent. As to people with a less than

high school education (9 years and less), their support for the KMT was more stable. It

started at 32.6 percent in 1987 and remained at 33 percent in 1996. The mean was 47.1

percent and the range was 7.6 percent. Thus, between 1987 and 1993, people with higher

educational levels tended to support the KMT. However, in 1996, people with a lower

educational level were more likely to support the KMT.

As to voters in the third generation, people with college and above were more

likely to support the KMT in 1987 and 1993; 67 percent of them preferred the KMT in

1987 and about 50 percent did so in 1990. The proportion rebounded to 53.3 percent in

1993 but declined to only 28.3 percent in 1996. The mean was 49.6 percent and the range

was 39 percent. As to people in this group with a high school education, 64.4 percent of

them preferred the KMT in 1987 and 55.5 percent did so in 1990. In 1993, the proportion

dropped significantly, to 39 percent, and it declined still further, to 30.2 percent, in 1996.

The mean was 47.3 percent and the range was 34.2 percent. Support of the KMT by

third-generation voters with less than a high school education was more stable than that

by people at the other two levels of education. The proportion was 41 percent in 1987,

but it dropped to 38.7 percent in 1990, to 30.7 percent in 1993, and to 28 percent in 1996.

The mean was 34.6 percent and the range was 13 percent.

As to voters in the second generation, people with a higher educational level were

more likely to support the KMT between 1987 and 1993. More than seven out of ten

voters with college and above preferred the KMT in 1987, but the proportion declined to

57.1 percent in 1990. The proportion of KMT partisans dropped further to 47.4 percent,
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Table 5-2. Percentages of KMT Partisansl by Level of Education, 1987 to 1996

 

 

 

 

Generation Level of Education 2 1987 3 1990 1993 1996 Range Mean

1961 and After Less than high school 41.0 38.7 30.7 28.0 13.0 34.6

High school 64.4 55.5 39.0 30.2 34.2 47.3

College and above 67.3 49.5 53.3 28.3 39.0 49.6

Difference 4 26.3 10.8 22.6 0.3

1943 to 1960 Less than high school 29.7 33.7 23.6 28.1 10.1 28.8

High school 48.1 56.2 42.6 29.5 26.7 44.1

College and above 71.1 57 .1 47.4 27.3 43.8 50.7

Difference 4 41.4 23.4 23.8 -0.8

1942 and Before Less than high school 31.2 39.7 34.5 41.6 10.4 36.8

High school 57.6* 625* 51.3* 55.2* 11.2 56.7

College and above 71.4* 742* 70.3 45.9* 28.3 65.5

Difference 4 40.2 34.5 35.8 4.3

Total Less than high school 32.6 37.1 29.5 33.0 7.6 33.1

High school 58.4 56.5 41.6 31.7 26.7 47.1

College and above 69.4 55.8 53.5 30.0 39.4 52.2

Difference 4 36.8 18.7 24.0 -3.0

National mean 44.6 47.3 38.3 31.8 15.5 40.5

N 1,359 1,001 1,300 1,239

 

1 For the wording of question on each survey, see Table B-1, Appendix B, and Chapter 3.

2 Levels of education for each category were: less than high school = 0 to 9 years, high school = 10 to 12

years, and college and above = 13 years and above.

3 For 1987 the actual cohort categories were 1958 and after, 1943 to 1957, and 1942 and before.

4 Difference = "College and above" - "Less than High School."

* N<25.
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in 1993, and only 27.3 percent of voters in this educational category had a positive

attitude toward the KMT in 1996. The mean was 50.7 percent and the range was 43.8

percent. As to second-generation voters with a high school education, 48.1 percent of

them supported the KMT in 1987, and the proportion increased to 56.2 percent in 1990.

However, the figure declined to 42.6 percent in 1993 and to less than 30 percent in 1996.

The mean was 44.1 percent and the range was 26.7 percent. As to second-generation

voters with a less than high school education, 29.7 percent of them supported the KMT in

1987 and 33.7 percent in 1990. The proportion declined to 23.6 percent in 1993, but it

rebounded to 28.1 percent in 1996. The mean was 28.8 percent and the range was 10.1

percent.

Between 1987 and 1993, people in the first generation with a higher educational

level were more likely to have a positive attitude toward the KMT. More than seven out

of ten voters with college and above had a positive attitude toward the KMT, although the

proportion declined to 46 percent in 1996. The mean was 65.5 percent and the range was

28.3 percent between 1987 and 1996. As to first-generation voters with a high school

education, 57.6 percent of them preferred the KMT in 1987 and the proportion increased

to 62.5 percent in 1990. This figure declined to 51.3 percent in 1993 and rebounded to

55.2 percent in 1996. The mean was 56.7 percent and the range was 11.2 percent. One

out of three first-generation voters with less than a high school education supported the

KMT in 1987; the proportion increased to 39.7 percent in 1990, declined to 34.5 percent

in 1993, but rebounded to 41.6 percent in 1996. The mean was 36.8 percent and the range

was 10.4 percent.
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Government Employees Were Loyal Supporters of the KMT

Between 1987 and 1996, government employees were more likely than those in

other vocations to support the KMT. They preferred the KMT for several reasons. First,

many civil servants followed Chiang Kai-shek to Taiwan in 1949, so they were likely to

support the KMT. Second, civil servants enjoy job tenure and other welfare measures

whenever they enter the government, so for that reason also government employees are

likely to support the KMT.

As shown at the bottom of Table 5-3, three out of four government employees had

a positive attitude toward the KMT in 1987 and 1990. However, their support for the

KMT declined to 66.5 percent in 1993 and to 45 percent in 1996. The mean was 62.1

percent and the range was 32.2 percent. Between 1987 and 1993, support of the KMT by

government employees outnumbered that of people in other vocations by 30 percent.

However, the difference declined to 15 percent in 1996.

A8 to third-generation voters, eight out of ten state employees had a positive

attitude toward the KMT in 1987 and 1990. However, only six out of ten state employees

in this group preferred the KMT in 1993, and only one out of three in 1996. The mean

was 57 percent and the range was 50.7 percent.

Second-generation state employees were less likely to support the KMT than state

employees in the other two generations in 1987 and 1990. About two out of three second-

generation government employees had a positive attitude toward the KMT in 1987 and

1990. The proportion of KMT partisans was 63 percent in 1993 and it declined to 42

percent in 1996. The mean was 56.8 percent and the range was 26.7 percent.
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Table 5-3. Percentages of KMT Partisans,l by Vocation, 1987 to 1996

 

 

 

 

Generation Vocation 1987 2 1990 1993 1996 Range Mean

1961 and After Government employee 81.8 80.0* 60.0* 31.1* 50.7 57.0

Other 55.2 48.7 40.4 28.9 26.3 39.3

Difference 3 26.6 31.3 19.6 2.2

1943 to 1960 Government employee 68.4 657* 62.9 41.7* 26.7 56.8

Other 37.5 44.0 28.7 26.8 17.2 33.2

Difference 3 30.9 21.7 34.2 14.9

1942 and Before Government employee 88.2* 850* 73.5 60.8 27.4 73.1

Other 33.2 43.3 33.1 39.5 10.2 38.6

Difference 3 55.0 41.7 40.4 21.3

Total Government employee 77.3 74.7 66.5 45.1 32.2 62.1

Other 41.8 45 .4 34.0 30.0 15 .4 36.5

Difference 3 35.5 29.3 32.5 15.1

National mean 44.6 47.3 38.3 31.8 15.5 40.5

N 1,359 1,001 1,300 1,239

k

1 For the wording of question on each survey, see Table B-1, Appendix B, and Chapter 3.

2

3 Difference = "Government Employee" - "Other."

* N<25.
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First-generation government employees were the group most loyal to the KMT.

More than eight out of ten civil servants supported the KMT in 1987 and 1990, and about

three out of four preferred the KMT in 1993. Their support for the KMT declined in

1996, but six out of ten government employees in this generation still held a positive

attitude toward the KMT. The mean was 73.1 percent and the range was 27.4 percent.

The Disappearance of Class Voting in 1996

People who considered themselves as middle class and above (middle class,

middle-high class, and high class) were more likely than those from lower classes to

support the KMT between 1987 and 1993, Specifically, 47.7 percent and 49.7 percent of

them had a positive attitude toward the KMT in 1987 and 1990 respectively. The

proportion of KMT partisans in the middle class and above declined to 42.4 percent in

1993, and only 31.9 percent of them supported the KMT in 1996. The mean was 42.9

percent and the range was 17.8 percent. As to people considering themselves below

middle class (low class to low-middle class), they were less likely to support the ruling

party between 1987 and 1993. About 33.3 percent of them preferred the KMT in 1987

and nearly 40 percent of them did so in 1990. The proportion declined to 24 percent in

1993 but rebounded to 31 percent in 1996. The mean was 32 percent and the range was

15.7 percent. As shown at the bottom of Table 5-4, there was no significant difference

between the two groups in their support of the KMT.

Among third-generation voters, 60 percent of people with subjective middle class

(and above) identity preferred the KMT in 1987, and 50 percent of them had a positive

attitude toward the KMT in 1990. The proportion declined slightly, to 46 percent, in
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Table 5-4. Percentages of KMT Partisans,1 by Subjective Socioeconomic Status,

 

 

 

 

1987 to 1996

Generation Subjective 1987 3 1990 1993 1996 Range Mean

Socioeconomic Status 2

1961 and After Below middle class 49.2 49.0 25.7* 279* 23.5 38.0

Middle class and above 59.6 50.2 46.0 29.2 30.4 46.3

Difference 4 10.4 1.2 20.3 1.3

1943 to 1960 Below middle class 32.0 34.7 21.4* 21.6* 10.6 27.4

Middle class and above 43.0 49.7 35 .8 30.1 19.6 39.7

Difference 4 11.0 15.0 14.4 8.5

1942 and Before Below middle class 26.7 39.7 24.8 46.1 21.3 34.3

Middle class and above 38.4 49.2 47.8 43.8 10.8 44.8

Difference" 11.7 9.5 23.0 -2.3

Total Below middle class 33.3 39.7 24.0 30.9 15.7 32.0

Middle class and above 47.7 49.7 42.4 31.9 17.8 42.9

Difference 4 14.4 10.0 18.4 1.0

National mean 44.6 47.3 38.3 31.8 15.5 40.5

N 1,359 1,001 1,300 1,239

 

1 For the wording of question on each survey, see Table B-1, Appendix B, and Chapter 3.

2 "Below middle class" includes low-middle class and low class. "Middle class and above" includes middle

class, middle-high class, and high class.

3 For 1987 the actual cohort categories were 1958 and after, 1943 to 1957, and 1942 and before.

4 Difference = "Middle class and above" - " Below middle class."

*N<25.
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1993, but only 29 percent of them supported the KMT in 1996. The mean was 46.3

percent and the range was 30.4 percent. As to people in this generation who considered

themselves belonging to low class or low-middle class (below the middle class), almost

50 percent of them preferred the KMT in 1987 and 1990. Their support of the KMT

dropped dramatically to 25.7 percent in 1993 and 27.9 percent in 1996. The mean was 38

percent and the range was 23.5 percent.

As to second-generation voters, 43 percent of people with middle class identity

(and above) had a positive attitude toward the KMT in 1987; the proportion increased to

50 percent in 1990. However, the proportion declined significantly to 35.8 percent in

1993 and only 30.1 percent in 1996. The mean was 39.7 percent and the range was 19.6

percent. Among second-generation voters with lower-class identity, about 32 percent of

them supported the KMT in 1987, 34.7 percent in 1990, 21.4 percent in 1993, and 21.6

percent in 1996. The mean was 27.4 percent and the range was 10.6 percent.

Concerning first-generation voters with middle-class identity and above, 38.4

percent of them preferred the KMT in 1987, and the proportion rebounded to 49.2 percent

in 1990. The proportion of KMT partisans was 47.8 percent in 1993 and 43.8 percent in

1996. The mean was 44.8 percent and the range was 10.8 percent. As to people in this

generation with low- and low-middle-class identity, 26.7 percent of them had a positive

attitude toward the KMT in 1987, and the proportion rebounded to 39.7 percent in 1990.

In 1993, the proportion dropped to 24.8 percent, but it increased to 46.1 percent in 1996.

The mean was 34.3 percent and the range was 21.3 percent. It is interesting that people

with lower-class identity were more likely to support the KMT than were those with

upper-class identity.
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Summary

In summary, as to voters’ gender, it was found that first-generation males were the

most loyal group among the three generations to support the KMT since 1990. However,

females in the two younger generations became more likely than males to support the

KMT since 1993. People’s educational levels also affected their partisan preferences.

Educated voters were more likely to prefer the KMT between 1987 and 1993, but the

KMT gained support from people with less than a high school education in 1996. This

might have been caused by the emergence of the NP--I will return to this point later in

this chapter. Whether voters were civil servants was a good predictor of their support of

the KMT. Between 1987 and 1996, civil servants were the most loyal supporters of the

KMT, but third-generation government employees became less likely to support the

KMT. Between 1987 and 1993, people’s subjective class identity affected their partisan

preferences. The KMT received more support from people with middle— and upper-class

identity. But the class difference in KMT support was small in 1996.

Social Bases of Support for the DPP

In this section, the social bases of support for the DPP in Taiwan are examined.

The DPP promotes social justice and political reforms, so we can expect that liberal

voters would be more likely to support the DPP. Because the proportion of DPP partisans

was relatively small, one must be careful in making inferences from the tables in this

section.
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Disappearance of the Gender Gap Between DPP Partisans

As the bottom of Table 5-5 shows, males were more likely than females to have

positive attitudes toward the DPP between 1987 and 1996. In 1987, 10.9 percent of males

supported the DPP and 11.5 percent did in 1990. The proportion of DPP partisans

increased to 16 percent in 1993 and 1996. Females’ support for the DPP also increased

between 1987 and 1996. Only 5.4 percent of females held a positive attitude toward the

DPP in 1987, and the proportion increased to about 9 percent in 1990 and 1993. In 1996,

14.5 percent of females preferred the DPP. The difference between males and females in

their support for the DPP decreased from 5.5 percent in 1987 to 1.9 percent in 1996.

Among third-generation voters, 10 percent of males supported the DPP in 1987,

but the proportion dropped to 6.6 percent in 1990. The proportion of DPP partisans rose

to 15.1 percent in 1993 and increased further to 19.7 in 1996. As to third-generation

females, 8.4 percent of them supported the DPP in 1987; the proportion increased to 11

percent in 1990, decreased to 9.4 percent in 1993, but rebounded to 17.4 percent in 1996.

The gender difference in DPP support was less between third-generation voters than

among voters in the other two generations.

The proportion of DPP partisans among second-generation males increased

between 1987 and 1993. Specifically, 14.4 percent of them preferred the DPP in 1987,

16.8 percent in 1990, and 20.2 percent in 1993. However, the figure dropped to 16.3

percent in 1996. Less than 5 percent of second-generation females supported the DPP in

1987, and only 7 percent did so in 1990. The proportion increased to 9.4 percent in 1993

and 12.6 percent in 1996. The difference between second-generation males and females
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Table 5-5. Percentages of DPP Partisans,l by Gender, 1987 to 1996

 

 

 

 

Generation Gender 1987 2 1990 1993 1996 Range Mean

1961 and After Male 10.1* 6.6* 15.1 19.7 9.6 12.9

Female 84* 11.0* 9.4* 17.4 9.0 11.6

Difference 1.7 -4.4 5.7 2.3

1943 to 1960 Male 14.4 16.8 20.2 16.3 5.8 16.9

Female 47* 7.0* 9.4* 12.6 7.9 8.4

Difference 9.7 9.8 10.8 3.7

1942 and Before Male 79* 9.0* 12.8 10.4* 4.9 10.0

Female 31* 8.0"“ 7.7* 11.2* 8.1 7.5

Difference 4.8 l .0 5. 1 08

Total Male 10.9 11.5 16.3 16.4 5.5 13.8

Female 5.4 8.8 9.0 14.5 9.1 9.4

Difference 3 5.5 2.7 7 .3 1.9

National mean 8.2 10.2 12.9 15.5 7.3 11.7

N 1,359 1,001 1,300 1,239

 

1 For the wording of question on each survey, see Table B-1, Appendix B, and Chapter 3.

2 For 1987 the actual cohort categories were 1958 and after, 1943 to 1957, and 1942 and before.

3 .

Drfference = Male - Female.

*N<25.
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was larger than that for the other two generations. Between 1987 and 1993, second-

generation males were the most likely of six groups included in Table 5-5 to support the

DPP.

Less than 8 percent of first-generation males had a positive attitude toward the

DPP in 1987, and 9 percent of them did in 1990. The proportion of DPP partisans

increased to 12.8 percent in 1993, but it decreased to 10.4 percent in 1996. Less than 4

percent of first-generation females supported the DPP in 1987, and the proportion was

only 8 percent in 1990. In 1993, only 7.7 percent of first-generation females preferred the

DPP, but the proportion increased to 11.2 percent in 1996.

The DPP Received More Support From Educated Voters in 1996

As shown at the bottom of Table 5-6, voters with college and above were more

likely to support the DPP than those from the other two educational levels, except in

1993. Specifically, 12 percent of them had positive attitudes toward the DPP between

1987 and 1993, and the proportion increased to about 20 percent in 1996. Support of the

DPP among voters with a high school education increased slightly between 1987 and

1996. In 1987, 8.9 percent of them had a positive attitude toward the DPP, but the

proportion slightly declined to 8 percent in 1990 and then increased to 11.5 percent in

1993 and 14.4 percent in 1996. Support of the DPP among people with less than a high

school education increased gradually between 1987 and 1993. It started at only 7.2

percent in 1987, rose to 10.5 percent in 1990, and increased further to 14 percent in 1993.

In 1996, the proportion of DPP partisans among voters with less than a high school

education was 13.6 percent.
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As to third-generation voters, people with college and above were more likely to

support the DPP in 1987, 1990, and 1996. Of that group, 14.3 percent had a positive

attitude toward the DPP in 1987; the proportion dropped to about 12 percent in 1990 and

1993, but it increased significantly to 23.2 percent in 1996. This group was the most

volatile of the nine educational groups included in Table 5-6 in its support of the DPP,

but this group had the highest proportion supporting the DPP in 1996. As to third-

generation voters with a high school education, 9.6 percent of them preferred the DPP in

1987, the proportion declined to 6.8 percent in 1990, and it increased to 11 percent in

1993. In 1996, the proportion increased to 15.7 percent. Support of the DPP among third—

generation people with less than high school increased monotonically between 1987 and

1996. The proportion was 8.7 percent in 1987 and 9.3 percent in 1990, and it increased to

16 percent in 1993 and 1996.

As to second-generation voters, people with college education and above were

more likely to support the DPP than those from the other two educational levels in 1987,

1990, and 1996. About one out of ten voters with college and above level had a positive

attitude toward the DPP in 1987; the proportion increased to 14.3 percent in 1990, 14.7

percent in 1993, and 17 percent in 1996. As to second-generation voters with a high

school education, about 7 percent of them supported the DPP in 1987 and 1990, and the

proportion increased to 13 percent in 1993 and 1996. As to voters in this generation with

less than a high school educational level, about 10 percent of them were KMT partisans

in 1987; the proportion increased to 14 percent in 1990 and 16.2 percent in 1993, and

then declined to 14 percent in 1996. In the two younger generations, voters with a high

school education were less likely to support the DPP than were those at the other two
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Table 5-6. Percentages of DPP Partisans,1 by Level of Education, 1987 to 1996

 

 

 

 

Generation Year of Education 2 1987 3 1990 1993 1996 Range Mean

1961 and After Less than high school 8.7* 9.3* 15.9* 16.0* 7.3 12.5

High school 9.6* 6.8* 11.0* 15.7 8.9 10.8

College and above 14.3* 11.7* 11.8* 23.2 11.5 15.3

Difference 4 5.6 2.4 -4.1 7.2

1943 to 1960 Less than high school 9.5 13.9 16.2 14.0 6.7 13.4

High school 7.5* 7.4* 13.2* 13.7* 6.3 10.5

College and above 11.1* 14.3* 14.7* 17.0* 5.9 14.3

Difference 4 1.6 0.4 -1.5 3.0

1942 and Before Less than high school 4.8* 7.8* 11.4 11.9* 7.1 9.0

High school 9.1* 15.6* 7.7"“ 6.9* 8.7 9.8

College and above 7.1* 6.5* 8.1* 8.1* 1.6 7.5

Difference 4 2.3 -1.3 -3.3 -3.8

Total Less than high school 7.2 10.5 14.0 13.6 6.8 11.3

High school 8.9 8.0 11.5 14.4 6.4 10.7

College and above 12.0 12.0 12.3 19.8 7.8 14.0

Difference 4 4.8 1.5 -1.7 6.2

National mean 8.2 10.2 12.9 15.5 7.3 11.7

N 1,359 1,001 1,300 1,239

 

1 For the wording of question on each survey, see Table B-1, Appendix B, and Chapter 3.

2 Levels of education for each category were: less than high school = 0 to 9 years, high school = 10 to 12

years, and college and above = 13 years and above.

3 For 1987 the actual cohort categories were 1958 and after, 1943 to 1957, and 1942 and before.

4 Difference = "College and above" - "Less than High School."

* N<25.
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educational levels.

As to the first-generation voters, fewer than one out of ten with college and above

had a positive attitude toward the DPP between 1987 and 1996. Among voters with a

high school education, the proportion of DPP supporters was 9.1 percent in 1987, 15.6

percent in 1990, only 7.7 in 1993, and 6.9 percent in 1996. Less than 4.8 percent of voters

with less than a high school education preferred the DPP in 1987; the proportion

increased to 7.8 percent in 1990, 11.4 percent in 1993, and 11.9 percent in 1996.

The DPP Attracted More Younger Government Employees

As discussed above, government employees were the most loyal social group to

support the KMT, so one might expect their support for the DPP to be very low.

However, as shown in Table 5-7, the DPP has begun to attract younger civil servants

since 1993.

As shown at the bottom of Table 5-7, less than 6 percent of government

employees had a positive attitude toward the DPP in 1987 and less than 7 percent did in

1990. That proportion increased to 9.4 percent in 1993 and to about 14 in 1996. However,

Voters’ support of the DPP was relatively low between 1987 and 1996, so the differences

between state employees and other vocation in their partisan preferences toward the DPP

were relatively small. In 1996, the difference was only 1.8 percent.

As to third-generation state employees, 5 percent or less of them had a positive

attitude toward the DPP in 1987 and 1990. However, the proportion increased to 15

percent in 1993 and 17.8 percent in 1996. It is interesting that support of the DPP by
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Table 5-7. Percentages of DPP Partisans,1 by Vocation, 1987 to 1996

 

 

 

 

Generation Vocation 1987 2 1990 1993 1996 Range Mean

1961 and After Government employee 30* 5.0* 15.0* 17.8* 14.8 10.2

Other 10.2 9.5 12.2 18.6 9.1 12.6

Difference 3 -7.2 -4.5 2.8 -0.8

1943 to 1960 Government employee 79* 8.6* 12.9* 14.6* 6.7 11.0

Other 9.8 12.0 15.4 14.5 2.2 12.9

Difference 3 -1.9 -3.4 -2.5 0.1

1942 and Before Government employee 59* 5.0* 2.9* 9.8* 6.9 5.9

Other 5.4* 8.8* 12.6 11.0* 7.2 9.5

Difference 3 0.5 -3.8 -9.7 -l .2

Total Government employee 5.7 6.7 9.4 13.9 8.2 8.9

Other 8.5 10.3 13.5 15.7 7.2 12.0

Difference 3 -2.8 -3.6 -4.1 - l .8

National Mean 8.2 10.2 12.9 15.5 7.3 11.7

N 1,359 1,001 1,300 1,239

 

1 For the wording of question on each survey, see Table B-1, Appendix B, and Chapter 3.

2 For 1987 the actual cohort categories were 1958 and after, 1943 to 1957, and 1942 and before.

3 Difference = "Government Employee" - "Other."

* N<25.
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government employees outnumbered that by people in other vocations by 2.8 percent in

1993.

As to second-generation state employees, less than one out of ten voters supported

the DPP between 1987 and 1993. The proportion increased to 13 percent in 1993 and to

14.6 percent in 1996.

As demonstrated in the last section, first-generation government employees were

the most loyal group to support the KMT. In Table 5-7 it can be seen that less than 6

percent of first-generation state employees supported the DPP between 1987 and 1993;

and the proportion was 9.8 percent in 1996.

Therefore, from Table 5-7, one can see that the DPP received more support from

younger civil servants than older ones, and that the proportion of DPP partisans among

civil servants was close to the national mean in 1996. This might be positive news for the

DPP.

An Inconsistent Pattern of Class Support for the DPP

As shown in Table 5-8, no consistent pattern was found for various social classes’

support of the DPP. As people who consider themselves less than middle class might

want to support the opposition parties to bring about a change, one might expect that they

would be more likely to support the DPP. However, as indicated at the bottom of Table 5-

8, people who considered themselves middle class and above were more likely than lower

social class individuals to support the DPP in 1987 and 1996, although the differences

were less than 3 percent. As to people of lower social class (below middle class), the

proportions of DPP partisans were 6.9 percent in 1987, 12.8 percent in 1990, 15.6 percent
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in 1993, and 14.3 percent in 1996. Among voters of middle class and above, 8.6 percent

had a positive attitude toward the DPP in 1987, 9.4 percent in 1990, 12 percent in 1993,

and 16.4 percent in 1996.

A8 to third-generation voters, people who considered themselves low class or

low-middle class (below middle class) had a more positive attitude toward the DPP

between 1987 and 1996 than did those who considered themselves middle class and

above. About 14.3 percent of them preferred the DPP in 1987, and 15.7 percent in 1990

and 1993. Their support of the DPP increased to 20.9 percent in 1996. Less than 9

percent of people with subjective middle class (and above) identity preferred the DPP in

1987 and 1990, and 11.2 percent of them had a positive attitude toward the DPP in 1993.

The proportion increased to 18.5 percent in 1996. The third generation was the only one

that demonstrated a consistent pattern of support for the DPP.

As to second-generation voters, about 11 percent of people who considered

themselves middle class (and above) had a positive attitude toward the DPP in 1987 and

1990, and the proportion increased to about 15 percent in 1993 and 1996. As to people

with lower class identity, only 4.1 percent of them supported the DPP in 1987, 15.8

percent in 1990, 17.9 percent in 1993, and 14.4 percent in 1996.

Among first-generation voters, 5.6 percent of people with middle class (and

above) identity preferred the DPP in 1987 and the proportion increased to 8.5 percent in

1990. The proportion of the DPP partisans in this social class was 8.9 percent in 1993 and

13.7 percent in 1996. As to people with low- and low-middle-class identity, 5.3 percent

had a positive attitude toward the DPP in 1987, and the proportion was 6.8 percent in

1990. In 1993, the proportion increased to 13.8 percent, but it dropped to 6.6 percent in
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Table 5-8. Percentages of DPP Partisans,1 by Subjective Socioeconomic Status,

 

 

 

 

1987 to 1996

Generation Subjective 1987 3 1990 1993 1996 Range Mean

Socioeconomic Status 2

1961 and After Below middle class 143* 157* 15.7* 20.9* 6.6 17.4

Middle class and above 8.5 7.9* 11.2 18.5 10.6 12.5

Difference 4 -5.8 -7.8 -4.5 -2.4

1943 to 1960 Below middle class 41* 15.8* 17.9* 14.4* 13.8 16.0

Middle class and above 11.1 11.3 14.6 14.9 3.8 13.6

Difference 4 7-0 '4-5 -3-3 0.5

1942 and Before Below middle class 53* 6.8* 13.8* 6.6* 8.5 9.1

Middle class and above 5.6* 8.5* 8.9* 13.7* 8.1 10.4

Difference 4 0.3 1.7 -4.9 7.1

Total Below middle class 6.9 12.8 15.6 14.3 7.4 14.2

Middle class and above 8.6 9.4 12.0 16.4 7.8 12.6

Difference 4 1.7 -3.4 -3.6 2.1

National mean 8.2 10.2 12.9 15.5 7.3 11.7

N 1,359 1,001 1,300 1,239

 

1 For the wording of question on each survey, see Table B-1, Appendix B, and Chapter 3.

2 "Below middle class" includes low-middle class and low class. "Middle class and above" includes middle

class, middle-high class, and high class.

3 For 1987 the actual cohort categories were 1958 and after, 1943 to 1957, and 1942 and before.

4 Difference = "Middle class and above" - " Below middle class."

*N<25.
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1996. Therefore, in 1996, people with higher-class identity were more likely than those

with lower-class identity to support the DPP.

Summary

As demonstrated above, second-generation males had more positive attitudes than

those in other generations toward the DPP between 1987 and 1993. However, third-

generation males were the most loyal supporters of the DPP in 1996. People with college

and above tended to support the DPP between 1987 and 1996, except in 1993. People

with a less than high school education had a more positive attitude toward the DPP in

1993. The DPP received more support from educated people in the two younger

generations in 1996. Because the KMT has been the ruling party since 1949, one might

expect that civil servants would be less likely than people of other vocations to support

the DPP. However, it was found that support of the DPP among younger state employees

has increased since 1993. The DPP also attracted more people with lower-class identity in

the two younger generations in 1990 and 1993. However, there was no consistent pattern

of DPP support among different socioeconomic classes.

Social Bases of Support for the NP

As demonstrated in Chapter 4, DPP partisans were less likely than KMT partisans

to change their partisan preferences when they had to make a choice among three major

parties. However, support of the KMT declined when the NP entered the party system,
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and partisan preferences among third-generation voters were most sensitive to the

emergence of the NP. In this section, the social bases of the NP are examined.

The NP Received More Support From Females Than Males

As shown at the bottom of Table 5-9, more than one out of three males defected

from the KMT in 1996. However, Males’ support of the DPP was relatively stable even

after the NP entered the electoral competition. When voters faced three major parties in

1996, 19.4 percent of males had a positive attitude toward the KMT, 14 percent of them

preferred the DPP, and 10.4 percent were NP partisans. However, the NP received more

support from females than males. The proportion of KMT partisans among females was

18.7 percent, the proportion of female DPP supporters was 9.2 percent, and 13 percent of

females preferred the NP in 1996. When facing three major parties, voters were most

likely to support the KMT. However, the NP became the second choice for females.

Table 5-9 also indicates that third-generation females were more likely than those

in other generations to change their partisan preferences when selecting among three

major parties. When third-generation females had to choose among three major parties,

more than one out of two voters defected from the KMT and chose the NP. The

proportion of KMT partisans among third-generation females was 10.2 percent, the

proportion of DPP supporters was 11 percent, and 16.7 percent preferred the NP in 1996.

Thus, third-generation females were more likely to support the NP than the other two

major parties. Third-generation males’ partisan preferences also were vulnerable when

they faced three major parties. When males had to make a choice among these three
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Table 5-9. Two Measurements of Partisan Preference, by Gender, 1996

 

 

 

 

 

Generation Gender Two Major Three Major

Parties 1 Parties 2

KMT DPP KMT DPP NP

1961 and After Male 28.1 19.7 15.8 15.0 12.0

Female 30.1 17.4 10.2 11.0 16.7

Difference 3 -2.0 2.3 5.6 4.0 -4.7

1943 to 1960 Male 22.7 16.3 15.8 14.9 7.2*

Female 34.2 12.6 22.9 7.3* “2*

Difference 3 -11.5 3.7 -7.1 7.6 -4.0

1942 and Before Male 46.5 10.4* 33.6 10.4* 12.8*

Female 40.2 11.2* 31.6 8.4* 7.4*

Difference 3 6.3 -0.8 2.0 2.0 5.4

Total Male 30.3 16.4 19.4 14.0 10.4

Female 33.5 14.5 18.7 9.2 13.0

Difference 3 -3.2 1.9 0.7 4.8 -2.6

National mean 31.8 15.5 19.1 11.7 11.7

N 1,239 1,158

 

1 Items for 1996 were worded as like/dislike questions for two major parties.

2 Items for 1996 were worded as like/dislike questions for three major parties.

3 Difference = Male - Female.

*N<25.
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parties, 15.8 percent of them preferred the KMT, 15 percent held a positive attitude

toward the DPP, and 12 percent supported the NP.

As to second-generation voters, females’ support for the DPP also was affected by

the appearance of the NP. Specifically, 22.9 percent of them supported the KMT, 7.3

percent preferred the DPP, and 11.2 percent had positive attitude toward the NP. Males’

support for the DPP was relatively stable. That is, 15.8 percent of them were KMT

partisans, 14.9 percent supported the DPP, and only 7.2 percent preferred the NP.

Among first-generation males, 33.6 percent of them supported the KMT, 10.4

percent of them preferred the DPP, and 12.8 percent were NP partisans. Further, 31.6

percent of first-generation females were KMT partisans, 8.4 percent preferred the DPP,

and 7.4 percent had a positive attitude toward the NP.

Overall, the NP received the most support from third-generation females and first

generation males. However, second-generation males were less likely to support the NP

than the other two major parties.

Educated People Tended to Support the NP

In 1996, people with higher educational levels were more likely than those with

less education to support the NP. As shown at the bottom of Table 5-10, 21 percent of

people with college and above supported the NP in 1996; 13.7 percent of them supported

the KMT and the DPP. A8 to people with a high school education, 16 percent had a

positive attitude toward the KMT, 10.9 percent preferred the DPP, and 12.7 percent were

NP partisans. People with less than a high school education were most likely to support

the KMT. More than 25 percent of these voters supported the KMT, 11.1 percent
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preferred the DPP, and only 4.2 percent had a positive attitude toward the NP. Because

most legislative candidates of the NP hold a doctoral degree and one major platform of

the NP is maintaining socioeconomic justice, one might expect that the NP would be

more likely to gain support from better educated people. From Table 5-10, it can be seen

that the newly emerged NP attracted better educated people from each generation.

As to third-generation voters, people with less than a high school education were

most likely to support the KMT in 1996; 18.7 percent of them preferred the KMT, 14.3

percent supported the DPP, and only 4.4 percent had a positive attitude toward the NP.

However, people with a high school education or above were more likely to support the

NP; 15.2 percent of them preferred the NP, 12.9 percent had a positive attitude toward the

KMT, and 10.7 percent were DPP partisans. A8 to voters with college and above, 17.9

percent were NP partisans, 15.3 percent supported the DPP, and only 10.7 percent

preferred the KMT.

As to second-generation voters, only those with college and above were more

likely to support the NP. Only 3.5 percent of people with less than a high school

education had a positive attitude toward the NP, and just 9.2 percent of people with a

high school education preferred the NP. However, more than one out of five people with

college and above had a positive attitude toward the NP.

Among first-generation voters with college and above, more than one out of three

supported the NP, whereas only 5 percent of voters with less than a high school education

had positive attitude toward the NP, and 11 percent with a high school education had

positive attitudes toward the NP.
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Table 5-10. Two Measurements of Partisan Preference, by Level of Education,

 

 

 

 

 

1996

Generation Level of Education Two Major Three Major

Parties 1 Parties 2

KMT DPP KMT DPP NP

1961 and After Less than high school 28.0 16.0* 18.7* 14.3* 4.4*

High school 30.2 15.7 12.9 10.7* 15.2

College and above 28.3 23.2 10.7* 15.3 17.9

Difference 3 0.3 7.2 -8.0 1.0 13.5

1943 to 1960 Less than high school 28.1 14.0 22.6 9.5* 3.5*

High school 29.5 13.7* 16.9* 12.0* 92*

College and above 27.3 17.0* 15.1* 14.0* 22.1*

Difference 3 -0.8 3.0 -7.5 4.5 18.6

1942 and Before Less than high school 41.6 11.9* 33.1 11.3* 5.0*

High school 55.2* 6.9* 37.0* 7.4* l 1.1*

College and above 45.9* 8.1* 27.3* 3.0* 36.4*

Difference 3 4.3 -3.8 -5.8 -8.3 31.4

Total Less than high school 33.0 13.6 25.6 11.1 4.2*

High school 31.7 14.4 16.0 10.9 12.7

College and above 30.0 19.8 13.7 13.7 21.0

Difference 3 -3.0 6.2 -11.9 2.6 16.8

National mean 31.8 15.5 19.1 11.7 11.7

N 1,239 1,158

 

1 Items for 1996 were worded as like/dislike questions for two major parties.

2 Items for 1996 were worded as like/dislike questions for three major parties.

3 Difference 2 "College and above" - "Less than High School."

*N<25.
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Therefore, in 1996, peOple with college and above were most likely to support the

NP. Third-generation voters with a high school education also were likely to support the

NP.

The NP Attracted Younger Civil Servants

As shown at the bottom of Table 5-11, government employees were more likely

to support the KMT than the other two parties; 27.4 percent of them preferred the KMT,

but 18.5 percent of them had a positive attitude toward the NP. Only 10.4 percent had a

positive attitude toward the DPP. However, as to third-generation government

employees, 20.5 percent supported the NP, 13.6 percent preferred the KMT, and 11.4

percent had a positive attitude toward the DPP. The emergence of the NP had a

significant effect on KMT among first-generation state employees, and civil servants in

the third generation were more likely to support the NP than they were to two other major

parties.

The NP received less support from state employees in the second generation than

the other two parties. Only 8.7 percent of them supported the NP, whereas 26.1 percent

preferred the KMT and 13 percent supported the DPP.

Government employees in the first generation were the group with the most

positive attitude toward the KMT. When they encountered three major parties, 42.2

percent of them preferred the KMT, 26.7 percent supported the NP, and only 6.7 percent

had a positive attitude toward the DPP.
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Table 5-11. Two Measurements of Partisan Preference, by Vocation, 1996

 

 

 

 

 

Generation Vocation Two Major Three Major

Parties ‘ Parties 2

KMT DPP KMT DPP NP

1961 and After Government employee 31.1* 17.8* 136* l 1.4* 20.5*

Other 28.9 18.6 13.1 13.3 13.7

Difference 3 2.2 -0.8 0.5 -1.9 6.8

1943 to 1960 Government employee 41 .7* 146* 26.1* 13.0* 8.7*

Other 26.8 14.5 18.4 11.0 9.2

Difference 3 14.9 0.1 7.7 2.0 -0.5

1942 and Before Government Employee 60.8 9.8* 42.2* 6.7* 26.7*

Other 39.5 11.0* 30.3 10.3* 6.3*

Difference 3 21.3 -1.2 11.9 -3.6 20.4

Total Government employee 45.1 13.9 27 .4 10.4* 18.5

Other 30.0 15.7 18.0 11.9 10.8

Difference’ 15.1 -l.8 9.4 -1.5 7.7

National mean 31.8 15.5 19.1 11.7 11.7

(N) 1,239 1,158

 

1 Items for 1996 were worded as like/dislike questions for two major parties.

2 Items for 1996 were worded as like/dislike questions for three major parties.

3 Difference = "Government Employee" - "Other."

* N<25.
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Therefore, when choosing among three major parties, civil servants in the third

generation were most likely to support the NP. The NP also received support from

government employees in the first generation, but the KMT was still their first choice

among the three major parties.

The NP as a Middle-Class Party

As shown at the bottom of Table 5-12, people with middle-class (and above)

identity were more likely than their lower-class counterparts to change their partisan

preferences when they encountered three major parties. Specifically, 17.5 percent of them

had a positive attitude toward the KMT, 12.3 percent preferred the DPP, and 13.6 percent

supported the NP. As to voters with lower-class identity, 23 percent preferred the KMT,

10.9 percent supported the NP, and only 7.1 percent had a positive attitude toward the

DPP.

As to third-generation voters with middle-class (and above) identity, the

proportion of KMT partisans was 12.1 percent; 12.8 percent of them preferred the DPP.

This group was more likely to support the NP than the other two parties; the proportion of

NP partisans was 15 .2 percent. However, people with lower-class identity were more

likely to support the two major parties other than the NP. That is 15.9 percent of them

had a positive attitude toward the KMT, another 15.9 percent preferred the DPP, but only

11 percent supported the NP.

As to second-generation voters with middle-class identity (and above), the

proportion of KMT partisans was 19 percent; whereas 11.7 percent preferred the DPP.

They were slightly less likely to support the NP; the proportion of NP partisans was 11.4
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Table 5-12. Two Measurements of Partisan Preference, by Subjective

Socioeconomic Status, 1996

 

 

 

 

 

Generation Subjective Two Major Three Major

Socioeconomic Status 1 Parties 2 Parties 3

KMT DPP KMT DPP NP

1961 and After Below middle class 279* 20.9* 15.9* 15.9* 110*

Middle class and above 29.2 18.5 12.1 12.8 15.2

Difference 4 1.3 -2.4 3.8 3.1 -4.2

1943 to 1960 Below middle class 216* 14.4* 18.7* 9.9* 33*

Middle class and above 30.1 14.9 19.0 11.7 11.4

Difference 4 8.5 0.5 -0.3 -1.8 -8.1

1942 and Before Below middle class 46.1 6.6* 37.9 6. l * 76*

Middle class and above 43.8 13.7* 30.8 12.0* 13.5*

Difference 4 -2.3 7.1 7.1 -5.9 -5 .9

Total Below middle class 30.9 14.3 23.0 10.9 7.1*

Middle class and above 31.9 16.4 17.5 12.3 13.6

Difference 4 1.0 2.1 5.5 -1.4 -6.5

National Mean 31.8 15.5 19.1 11.7 11.7

(N) 1,239 1,158

 

1 ”Below middle class" includes low-middle class and low class. "Middle class and above" includes

middle class, middle-high class, and high class.

2 Items for 1996 were worded as like/dislike questions for two major parties.

3 Items for 1996 were worded as like/dislike questions for three major parties.

4 Difference = "Middle class and above" - "Below middle class."

*N<25.
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percent. People with lower class identity also were more likely to support the KMT than

the other two parties listed. Whereas 18.7 percent of them preferred the KMT, just 9.9

percent had a positive attitude toward the DPP, and a mere 3.3 percent supported the NP.

As to first-generation voters with middle-class (and above) identity, the

proportion of KMT partisans was 30.8 percent; in contrast, 12 percent of them supported

the DPP and 13.5 percent the NP. As to people in this group with lower-class identity,

37.9 percent had a positive attitude toward the KMT, 6.1 percent preferred the DPP, and

7.6 percent supported the NP.

Thus, it seems that the NP was more likely to attract people with middle-class

(and above) identity in the third and first generations.

Summary

As demonstrated above, when the NP entered the party system in Taiwan, it

significantly affected KMT support. Younger females were more likely to support the NP

in 1996. The NP also received more support from educated people. Civil servants in the

first and third generations were more likely to have a positive attitude toward the NP. In

addition, the NP attracted people with middle-class (and above) identity.

Conclusion

The social bases of support for the KMT gradually changed between 1987 and

1996. Females in the two younger generations became more likely to support the KMT

since 1993. Among the three generations, however, first-generation males have been the
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group most supporting of the KMT since 1990. As to the effect of people’s educational

levels on their support of the KMT, better educated people were more likely to prefer the

KMT between 1987 and 1993, but the KMT gained support from people with less than a

high school education in 1996. Government employees were still loyal supporters of the

KMT, but that party received less support from civil servants in the third generation. As

to people’s subjective socioeconomic identity, the KMT received more support from

people with middle- and upper-class identity between 1987 and 1993, but the class

difference in KMT support was small in 1996.

As to the social bases of support for the DPP, it was found that the DPP received

the most support from second-generation males between 1987 and 1993. In 1996, third-

generation males were the most loyal supporters of the DPP among the six gender

groups. As to educational level, people with college and above tended to support the DPP

in 1987, 1990, and 1996. However, when different generations were examined, it was

found that people with less than a high school education were most likely to support the

DPP in 1993, but the DPP received more support from better educated people in the two

younger generations in 1996. Because the KMT has been the ruling party since 1949, it

was expected that the DPP would receive less support from civil servants. However,

support of the DPP by younger government employees has increased since 1993. The

DPP also attracted more people with lower-class identity in the two younger generations

between 1990 and 1993. However, there was no consistent pattern of DPP support by

different social classes.

The emergence of the NP significantly affected KMT support. Younger females

were more likely to support the NP in 1996. Better educated people were also more likely
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to support the NP. The NP also received support from civil servants in the first and third

generations. People with middle-class (and above) identity were also more likely to

support the NP.

In examining whether gender, educational level, vocation, and subjective

socioeconomic status affected the partisan preferences of people in Taiwan, it was found

that the differences in people’s partisan preferences based on these social characteristics

became smaller in 1996. A8 to these social characteristics, there is no clear social

cleavage in the electorate in Taiwan. This might be good news for the stability of

democracy in Taiwan because the country’s political arena might not be an integrated

environment. An integrated environment indicates that "the lives of the members are

encased within ideologically linked activities" (Lipset 1981: 74). Lipset argued that

parties of integration will

isolate their social base from cross-pressure, [so it will] clearly undermine stable

democracy, which requires shifts from one election to another and the resolving of

issues between parties over long periods of time. . . .The necessary rules of democratic

politics assume that conversion both ways, into and out of a party, is possible and

proper, and parties which hope to gain a majority by democratic methods must

ultimately give up their integrationist emphasis. (Lipset 1981: 75)

Because the partisan preferences of people with different social backgrounds might be

changeable, political parties have an good incentive to present more attractive issues to

gain support from the electorate. Therefore, each party will have a chance to win the

election. In the next chapter, I examine how important issues, such as national identity,

"concern about money politics," and democratic reform, have affected the partisan

preferences of people in Taiwan.
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CHAPTER 6

ISSUE PREFERENCES, NATIONAL IDENTITY, AND PARTISAN

PREFERENCE

The standard view is that party identification, as a long-term psychological

attachment, affects individuals’ evaluations of issues and candidates, but in turn it is

largely unaffected by such evaluations, except in dramatic circumstance (Abramson

1983; Abramson et a1. 1994; Campbell et a1. 1960). Therefore, party identification is an

exogenous variable to explain people’s political attitudes and behaviors. In recent years,

however, there have been challenged to the claim that party identification is unaffected

by policy preferences. Jackson (1975) and Franklin and Jackson (1983) argued that party

identifications are subject to change as voters’ issue preferences change. Similarly,

Markus and Converse (1979) demonstrated that individuals’ past votes affect their party

identification. Fiorina (1981) argued that partisan identification is a "running tally" of

past experiences, and it is adjusted based on the performance of the incumbent party.

Therefore, party identification was used as an endogenous variable in the model.

Because the measurements employed by the NTU research team might tap

people’s partisan preference, I treated partisan preferences as dependent variables in my
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models in this chapter. I examined how national identity, political values, and other social

forces affect people’s partisan preference.

National Identity, Political Values, and Partisan Preference

Campbell and his colleagues (1960: 121) defined party identification as "the

individual’s affective orientation to an important group-object in his environment."

According to political socialization research conducted in the United States, most people

acquire party identification at a very early age, and they formulate their partisan loyalties

before they acquire much information about politics (Abramson 1983; Greenstein 1965;

Hess and Tomey 1965; Hyman 1959). However, when applying the concept of party

identification outside the United States, one must know the historical and political

context of the country in question.

It is hard for the electorate to formulate a stable and long-term affective

attachment to a political party in a one-party-dominant regime because the electorate is

given no choice in elections. In Taiwan, opposite forces, i.e., Tangwai, began to

challenge the KMT after the 1977 local elections (Huang 1992: 43). Tangwai organized a

quasi-party organization, the Tangwai Candidates Campaign Committee, to endorse

candidates and coordinate election activities in the 1983 legislative election (Sheng 1986:

86-89; Tien 1996: 11). In 1987, Tangwai established the DPP and used an official

organization to challenge the KMT in the elections. The electorate in Taiwan has had

opportunities to choose candidates outside the KMT for two decades. Hence, voters

might have formulated a psychological attachment to Tangwai and supported its
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candidates in the elections. It is also possible that some voters began to identify

themselves as KMT if they thought the KMT was better than Tangwai. Therefore,

people’s party identification is a relatively new phenomenon in Taiwan. I argue that

competitive elections provide great opportunities for voters to formulate a psychological

attachment to political parties. In return, voters use this psychological factor in evaluating

candidates and issues.

I was interested in examining whether voters’ partisan preferences shape, or are

shaped by, national identity in Taiwan. However, it is not easy to distinguish the

reciprocal causal relationship between two variables in social science. Most political

scientists have applied panel studies to examine non-recursive models of the relationship

among party identification, other political attitudes, and behaviors. Unfortunately, no

panel data was available to test my model in Taiwan. Instead, I employed an ordinary

least squares (OLS) estimator to examine the relationship between partisan preference

and other attitudinal variables and demographics.

According to Barnes and his colleagues (1985), the political factor, i.e., ideology,

provides a good explanation of the development of partisanship in Spain. Fleury and

Lewis-Beck (1993) argued that ideology is more important than party identification in

affecting vote choice. Miller and Shanks (1996: 15) presented a sequence of six causal

stages to explain people’s vote choices:

In sequence, the explanatory variables we have assigned to each stages are defined in

terms of (1) stable social and economic characteristics, (2) partisan identification and

policy-related predispositions, (3) preferences concerning current policy issues and

perceptions of current conditions, (4) explicit evaluations of the incumbent President,

(5) evaluations of the candidates’ personal qualities, and (6) prospective evaluations of

the candidates and the parties.
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Sears and his colleagues (1980: 671) also suggested that "people acquire stable affective

preferences through conditioning in their preadult years, with little calculation of the

future costs and benefits of these attitudes. The most important of these are presumably

some rather general predispositions, such as party identification, liberal or conservative

ideology, nationalism or racial prejudice."

Therefore, people’s social and economic characteristics precede their partisan

preferences, and partisan preferences and policy-related predispositions might affect each

other. In this chapter, I examine which factors affect people’s partisan preferences, and I

discuss how party affiliation affects people’s national identity in Chapter 7.

Some political scientists have treated partisan preference as an endogenous

variable and explained how demographics and other attitudinal variables might affect the

partisan preferences of people in Taiwan (Chen 1992; Chu 1992; Ho 1994; Hsieh and

Niou 1996; Lin 1998; Lin et al. 1998; Liu 1987; Shyu 1993; Tsai 1997; You 1994b). Lin

and his colleagues provided comprehensive models to explain how people’s demographic

background and political attitudes affect their partisan preferences. Their models included

people’s attitudes toward national identity, money politics, procedural democratic values,

and their gender, age, ethnic origin, vocation, and subjective social economic status. My

model is based on that of Lin and his colleagues. It includes explanatory variables such as

the individual ’8 ethnicity, gender, occupation, and education. Some attitudinal variables

were also important to my research; hence, I included the respondent’s subjective

perception of socioeconomic status, democratic values, concerns about "money politics,"

and national identity. To examine whether there are differences in partisan preferences

among different generations resulting from distinctive formative socialization
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experiences, I used political generation as a mediator variable to separate the sample into

three subgroups and estimated coefficients for each political generation separately. The

model used in this study is as follows:

Y1 = :60 +761X1+fi2X2 +fi3X3 +:64X4 +fi5X5 +fi6X6 +:67X7 +fi8X8 +61 (6'1)

where

Yl is party identification

X1 is national identity

X2 is democratic values

X3 is "concern about money politics"

X4 is a dummy variable for mainlander

X5 is the educational level

X6 is subjective socioeconomic status

X7 is a dummy variable for government or KMT official employee

X8 is a dummy variable for female.

First, I examined the relationship between party identification and other

attitudinal variables. Because two major platforms of the DPP are adopting more rapid

democratic reforms and emphasizing Taiwanese identity and self—determination (Cheng

and Hsu 1996; Hu and Chu 1992; Huang 1992), I hypothesized that people who prefer

democratic reforms and/or have Taiwanese identity are more likely to support the DPP.

Another key issue, concern about money politics, is also critical to understanding the

formation of party loyalty in Taiwan. As Chu and Lin (1996: 87) argued, "during the ’go-

go’ years between 1986 and 1990, skyrocketing real estate and stock prices contributed to

a serious deterioration in the fair distribution of wealth. This so-called money game

substantially increased the wealth of asset owners but impoverished the lower— and lower-

middle-income families." In addition, President Lee had to seek support of the business

community and local factions to win a power struggle with mainlander elites within the

KMT. "As a result, long tainted elections for local officials seeped into elections for
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national representative bodies" (Chu and Lin 1996: 88). Therefore, Lin and his colleagues

(1996) maintained that a new socioeconomic-justice issue, i.e., concern about money

politics, is salient in the electorate in Taiwan. I predicted that people who are concerned

about "money politics" are less likely to prefer the KMT. I also explored the social bases

of party support in Taiwan. 1 hypothesized that people with higher socioeconomic status

are more likely to support the opposition parties because both the DPP and the NP

advocate socioeconomic justice (Lin et al. 1998). In addition, the KMT is still the ruling

party, so government employees are more likely than those in other vocations to support

it. As I show in Chapter 4, mainlanders are more likely than Taiwanese to support the

KMT because of their political experiences and collective memory. In the following

section, I briefly discuss the variables in the above-mentioned equation.18

Partisan Preference and National Identity

I employed a 7-point scale to measure the direction and intensity of respondents’

preferences toward the DPP (1) and the KMT (7).19 I used the following questions to

construct a national identity scale. For 1993, the question was "Which ethnic group do

you think you belong to? Chinese or Taiwanese?" There were five possible answers:

Taiwanese-strongly agree (1), Taiwanese-just agree (2), both Taiwanese and Chinese (3),

Chinese-just agree (4), and Chinese-strongly agree (5). The 1996 question was similar to

the 1993 one: "In Taiwan, some people consider themselves Chinese and others consider

themselves Taiwanese. Do you consider yourself Taiwanese or Chinese?" There were

 

‘8 For a detailed discussion of the following variables, see Lin et al. (1998). My

discussion is based on that article.

‘9 For the wordings of questions in partisan preference measurements, see Chapter

3. In 1996, there were three major parties, so I compared one with another.
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two intensity levels (strongly agree and just agree) for the "both Taiwanese and Chinese"

answer, so I collapsed them into one category. The higher the value respondents had, the

more they identified themselves as Chinese.

Whenever one conducts a secondary data analysis, he or she can use only those

variables available in the data sets. Therefore, the measurement of national identity used

in this research might be too simple to capture the underlying meaning of national

identity. However, most research in Taiwan has used the same measurement as this

research did, and some studies (Chen 1998; Hawang 1996) regarding the 1996

presidential election in Taiwan also have shown that this variable significantly affected

people’s vote choice. Therefore, this variable was employed in this research to measure

people’s national identity. In addition, this variable is more straightforward than an index,

so it could serve either as a dependent variable or an independent variable in this study.

Democratic Values and Concern About "Money Politics"

I employed the following five questions to construct an index of democratic

values:

1. Government has the authority to decide what opinions can be disseminated

in society.

2. The existence of too many organizations will adversely affect the stability

and harmony of a community.

3. The existence of too many political parties leads to political turmoil.

4. Frequent interference from the legislative branch in the actions of the

executive branch paralyzes government.
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5. In hearing a major case concerning public order, a judge should follow the

opinion of the executive branch of government.

Respondents answered these questions using a 5-point scale ranging from strongly

disagree (1) to strongly agree (6). I recoded each question so that a higher score indicated

that a respondent had a higher level of democratic values. The reliability coefficients

(Cronbach’s alpha) of the scale were .59 for 1993 and .65 for 1996. I included

respondents who answered at least three of the five above-mentioned questions in

constructing this scale.

As to people’s concern about "money politics," I created an index by calculating

the average score on two questions:

1. Currently, most government policies are heavily influenced by big

business conglomerates at the expense of the public interests.

2. Most legislators protect the interests of big business conglomerates; only a

few speak for the public.

Possible answers for both questions ranged from strongly disagree (1) to strongly agree

(6). Therefore, the higher one’s score on this index, the more he or she concerned about

"money politics."

Social Forces

I also included other demographic variables in the model. I coded ethnic origin as

1 representing mainlanders and 0 representing Taiwanese. There were six categories for

education: 0 = no schooling, 1 = elementary school, 2 = junior high school, 3 = senior

high school, 4 = college, and 5 = graduate school. As to the respondent’s subjective
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socioeconomic status, 1 used 0 to represent low—middle and low class, and 1 to represent

middle to high social class. I recoded the respondent’s vocation as 1 representing

governmental or KMT employees and 0 representing other. Gender was a dummy

variable; 1 =female and 0 = male.

Determinants of Partisan Preference

Factors that affected people’s partisan preferences in 1993 and 1996 are shown in

Table 6-1. For 1993, I used one equation to explain how attitudinal variables and

demographics affected people’s partisan preferences for the DPP versus the KMT. There

were three major parties in 1996, so I estimated three equations. As shown in the first

column in Table 6-1, all coefficients were significant and met my theoretical

expectations; there was no severe multicollinearity problem in the 1993 model. People

with Chinese identity were more likely to support the KMT. The signs for two other

attitudinal variables were negative, meaning that those who were concerned about

"money politics" and those with higher democratic values were more likely to support the

DPP. As mentioned above, two major platforms of the DPP are to advocate democratic

reforms and to promote Taiwanese identity. Therefore, the results indicate that these two

issues were salient to the electorate in deciding their DPP versus KMT partisan

preferences in 1993. Another issue was socioeconomic justice. In this study, it was found

that concerns about money politics was significant in both 1993 and 1996, so this issue

provided a new dimension for major parties in electoral politics in Taiwan. However,

whether voters used these three issues to formulate their partisan preferences or employed
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Table 6-1. Determinants of Partisan Preferences Among the Electorate, 1993

 

 

 

and 1996

1993 1996 1996 1996

DPP v. KMT DPP v. KMT DPP v. NP KMT v. NP

Coefficient Coefficient Coefficient Coefficient

(Std. Error) (Std. Error) (Std. Error) (Std. Error)

National .281 .192 .284 .090

identity (.035)*** (.025)*** (.025)*** (.026)***

Concern about -.173 -.081 .018 .103

“money politics” (.032)*** (.024)*** (.024) (.025)***

Democratic values -.299 -.216 -.029 .182

(.042)*** (.028)*** (.028) (.029)***

Mainlander .661 .361 .785 .406

(.119)*** (.078)*** (.074)*** (.078)***

Education .086 -.072 .014 .083

(.037)* (.026)** (.026) (.027)**

Socioeconomic .235 .046 .1 17 .097

status (.107)* (.070) (.069) (.072)

Government/KMT .579 .232 .019 -. 189

official/employee (.1 18)*** (.087)** (.085) (.088)

Female .208 .018 .214 .156

(.083)* (.057) (.056)*** (.058)**

Intercept 4.892 4.940 4.940 1 .973

(.256)*** (.181)*** (.181)*** (.184)***

N 982 1,028 965 967

Adj. R2 .264 .176 .279 .138

S.E.E. 1.2608 0.8815 0.8375 0.8750

Conditional 18.417 19.072 19.002 19.050

index
 

*: p S .05, **: p _<_ .01, ***: p S .001, 2-tailed test. Entries are unstandardized

coefficients (standard errors are in parentheses).
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their partisan preferences to take stances on these three issues cannot be answered by this

equation. It is possible that people used their partisan preferences as a filter to gain

information and take stances on issues. As to other social forces, mainlanders, educated

people, government employees, and females were more likely to support the KMT in

1993. As Lipset (1981) noted, females are more conservative, so they were more likely to

support conservative parties. The KMT also received support from the upper class in

1993.

In 1996, there were three major parties, so I compared one with another for each

item and estimated three equations. In the second column of Table 6-1, the DPP is

compared with the KMT. Two variables, socioeconomic status and female, were not

significant, so they were not good variables for explaining differences in partisan

preferences between these two major parties in 1996. Further, respondents’ educational

level was significant but the sign was negative, indicating that people with a higher level

of education were more likely to prefer the DPP in 1996. Table 6-1 also indicates that

national identity, concern about money politics, democratic values, vocation, and ethnic

origin were important factors in explaining people’s preference for the DPP vs. KMT.

The emergence of the NP changed the outlook of the two-party system in Taiwan.

As shown in the third column of Table 6-1 show, national identity, ethnic origin, and

gender were significant variables in explaining the difference in supporters of two

opposition parties. Not surprisingly, people with Chinese identity were more likely to

support the NP; mainlanders and females also preferred the NP. This result is not

surprising because most elites in the NP are mainlanders and most leaders in the DPP are

Taiwanese. It is well known that mainlanders tend to identify themselves as Chinese,
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whereas Taiwanese tend to identify themselves as Taiwanese. However, supporters of the

two parties did not differ significantly in their concern about money politics and

democratic values, indicating that the two parties can cooperate with each other on these

two issues to compete with the KMT.

The last column in Table 6-1 indicates that national identity, concern about

money politics, democratic values, ethnic origin, education, and gender were important

variables in distinguishing voters’ preferences for the KMT versus the NP. People with

Chinese identity preferred the NP, but the magnitude of this coefficient (.090) was very

small. In addition, people who were concerned about "money politics" and those with

higher scores on the democratic values index were more likely to support the NP.

Mainlanders, educated people, and females also were more likely to support the NP. It is

interesting that the NP gained females’ support in 1996, just as the KMT did in 1993.

As discussed in Chapter 4, it is possible that differences in partisan preferences

among the three generations might have been caused by distinctive formative

socialization experiences. Therefore, I used political generation as a mediator variable to

separate the sample into three subgroups, and examined how political attitudes and social

forces affected the partisan preferences of voters from these three generations.

As shown in Table 6-2, all coefficients met the theoretical expectation, and there

was no multicollinearity for any equation in 1993. The first column of Table 6-2 indicates

which factors affected the partisan preferences of third-generation voters’ (born in 1961

and after) in 1993. It was found that national identity, concern about "money politics,"

democratic values, and ethnic origin were significant in the formation of third-generation

voters’ partisan preferences. However, their educational level, subjective socioeconomic
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status, vocation, and gender were not significant. Therefore, attitudinal variables played a

more important role than other personal characteristics in shaping third-generation voters’

partisan preferences. Their ethnic origins also played a crucial role in this regard. A8 Liu

(1996: 230) pointed out, the "fact that mainlanders and Taiwanese share similar political

contexts (e.g., schools) at some times but maintain separate contexts (e.g., family) at

others indicates that ethnic differences may account for some of the political differences

between these two groups." Looking at the second column of Table 6-2, one can see that

an additional variable, i.e., vocation, was significant. Compared with the first equation,

coefficients of concern about money politics and democratic values were larger in the

second equation, indicating that these two variables played more important roles in

shaping second-generation voters’ (born between 1943 and 1960) partisan preference than

they did in influencing third-generation voters.

As to voters in first generation (born in 1942 and before), three attitudinal

variables were significant as well. In addition, their ethnic origin, socioeconomic status,

and vocation helped them form their partisan preferences. Therefore, in 1993, national

identity, concern about "money politics," democratic values, and ethnic origins

significantly influenced voters in three generations in deciding their preference for the

DPP versus KMT.

In 1993, the party system in Taiwan experienced a great change; the NP entered

the 1995 legislative election, receiving 13.7 percent of the vote and 46 seats. Therefore, I

was interested in examining which factors affected people’s preferences for the NP.

Because there were three major parties in the 1995 legislative election, I compared the

three major parties to one another pairwise and estimated three equations separately.
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Table 6-2. Determinants of Partisan Preferences (DPP versus KMT), by

 

 

 

Generation, 1993

1961 and After 1943 to 1960 1942 and Before

Coefficient Coefficient Coefficient

(Std. Error) (Std. Error) (Std. Error)

National .294 .266 .284

identity (.059)*** (.054)*** (.078)***

Concern about -. 133 -.209 -.167

“money politics” (.055)*** (.052)*** (.063)**

Democratic values -. 190 -.290 -.500

(.070)** (.067)*** (.086)***

Mainlander .523 .584 .652

(.185)** (.222)** (.258)*

Education .142 .097 .1 l 1

(.086) (.068) (.078)

Socioeconomic .111 .128 .583

status (.184) (.183) (.194)**

Government/KMT .221 .602 .793

official/employee (.215) (.201)** (.232)**

Female .215 .248 .256

(.130) (.137) (.189)

Intercept 4.223 5.015 5.410

(.466)*** (.442)*** (.490)***

N 380 387 215

Adj. R2 .171 .227 .424

S.E.E. 1.2319 1.2960 1.2306

Conditional 20.864 19.197 17.066

index
 

*: p S. .05, **: p S .01, ***: p S .001, 2-tailed test. Entries are unstandardized

coefficients (standard errors are in parentheses).
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Similar patterns were evident across the three generations in 1996 (see Table 6-3).

There was no severe multicollinearity in the three models. However, two of the major

parties became more similar, coefficients were not significant in the models. For third-

generation voters, concern about "money politics" was not significant, but national

identity and democratic values were still important in voters’ distinguishing between

these two major parties. As shown in Table 6-3, national identity still had a positive

effect on the three generations’ preferences for the DPP versus KMT, but compared with

its effect in 1993, the effect of national identity decreased in 1996 for the three

generations. In addition, ethnic origin only had a positive effect on third-generation

voters’ DPP versus KMT preference, indicating that voters in the two older generations

formulated their preferences for the KMT and the DPP based solely on their national

identity. Those who identified themselves as Taiwanese preferred the DPP. On the other

hand, voters who identified themselves as Chinese supported the KMT. As to third-

generation voters, their ethnic origins were still important when they had to choose

between the KMT and the DPP. It is possible that voters in the younger generation

acquired their partisan preferences from their parents, so their ethnic origins still affected

their partisan affiliation. In addition, education affected third—generation voters’ partisan

preferences; that is, people with higher education were more likely to prefer the DPP than

the KMT. Hence, the DPP attracted more young educated voters in 1996.

From Tables 6-2 and 6-3 it is evident that voters in the three generations used

their political attitudes to formulate their preferences for the DPP versus the KMT.

Because the Tangwai/DPP emerged as a quasi-organized force in the elections for more

than a decade, voters experienced competitive elections and formulated their
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Table 6-3. Determinants of Partisan Preferences (DPP versus KMT), by

 

 

 

Generation, 1996

1961 and After 1943 to 1960 1942 and Before

Coefficient Coefficient Coefficient

(Std. Error) (Std. Error) (Std. Error)

National .175 .210 .149

identity (.037)** * (.038)*** (.076)*

Concern about -.026 -.079 -. 191

“money politics” (.035) (.036)* (.071)**

Democratic values -.231 -.200 -.204

(.042)** (.043)*** (.079)*

Mainlander .387 .232 .414

(.107)*** (.134) (.240)

Education -.1 10 -.053 -.015

(.050)* (.041) (.076)

Socioeconomic .056 .1 16 -.062

status (.108) (.104) (.190)

Government/KMT .133 .150 .322

official/employee (.137) (.141) (.232)

Female -.003 .135 -.086

(.079) (.086) (.190)

Intercept 4.906 4.694 5.539

(.279)*** (.278)*** (.527)***

N 483 363 182

Adj. R2 .137 .165 .153

S.E.E. 0.8481 0.7918 1.1184

Conditional 20.712 19.123 18.509

index
 

*: p S .05, **: p S .01, ***: p S .001, 2-tai1ed test. Entries are unstandardized

coefficients (standard errors are in parentheses).



psychological attachment to particular political parties. As Converse (1976: 12-13)

pointed out, party identification is "a function of the length of time that the individual has

felt some generalized preference for a particular party and has repetitively voted for it"

(see also Markus and Converse 1979). The KMT opened local elections in 1951, and

national parliament elections began in 1970. These elections became a great vehicle for

opposition forces to organize their support and resources to challenge the KMT (Chu

1992; Huang 1995). Chu (1992: 50-1) also argued that "The opposition have turned

campaign process into an effective medium of ’resocialization’ for fostering the growth in

popular demand for democratic legitimacy." Therefore, election campaigns served as a

socialization agent to the electorate to shape their partisan preferences.

As mentioned in Chapter 1, the emergence of the NP was brought about by some

junior KMT legislators who were dissatisfied with the ambiguous stance taken by

President Lee on the issue of unification with mainland China versus Taiwan

independence (UM-TI issue). Therefore, we can expect that the two opposition parties,

i.e., the DPP and the NP, would take opposite stances on the UM-TI issue (Liu 1995).20

Table 6-4 indicates that national identity and ethnic origin had significant effects on

people’s preference for the DPP versus NP. Voters’ concern about money politics did not

help them perceive significant differences between the two opposition parties in 1996.

However, second-generation voters employed their procedural democratic values to

distinguish between the two opposition parties, and people with higher scores on this

 

2° According to Hsieh and his colleagues (1995), voters placed the NP near the

middle position on the UM-TI issue, the DPP on the left (TI), and the KMT on the right

(UM), using an 11-point scale (from 0 to 10).
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index were more likely to prefer the DPP than the KMT. Additionally, females among

two younger generations were more likely to support the NP than the DPP.

Because most leaders in the NP were former KMT legislators, it was of interest to see

which factors affected people’s preferences for these two parties. As shown in Table 6-5,

national identity was not a good variable to distinguish these two parties. The national

identity of voters in the two older generations did not influence the formation of their

preferences regarding these two parties. One possible explanation is that these voters saw

the two parties as not different significantly in their stances on the national identity issue.

However, as to third-generation voters, national identity influenced their preference for

the KMT versus the NP, and people with Chinese identity tended to support the NP. It

seems that younger voters perceived the KMT as adopting a more moderate stance on the

national identity issue. However, most leaders of the NP are mainlanders, so voters still

used their ethnic origin in discriminating between these two parties. Mainlanders in the

three generations preferred the NP, and Taiwanese preferred the KMT.

Therefore, as Tables 6-2 to 6-5 indicate, the emergence of the NP changed the

outlook of the party system in Taiwan. Voters perceived the KMT as being similar to the

DPP. Therefore, ethnic origin was no longer a good explanatory variable for DPP versus

KMT partisan preference in 1996. However, people’s attitudes toward national identity,

money politics, and democratic values still played an important role in explaining their

preferences for the DPP versus the KMT, but the magnitude of this role declined in 1996.

The difference between the DPP and the NP was determined by people’s national identity

and ethnic origins. Most leaders of the DPP were Taiwanese, and they proposed Taiwan
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Table 6-4. Determinants of Partisan Preference (DPP vs. NP), by Generation,

 

 

1996

1961 and After 1943 to 1960 1942 and Before

Coefficient Coefficient Coefficient

(Std. Error) (Std. Error) (Std. Error)

National .350 .232 .218

identity (.037)*** (.039)*** (.063)***

Concern about .008 .004 .057

“money politics” (.036) (.037) (.062)

Democratic values -.012 -.029 -.054

(.043) (.046)*** (.068)

Mainlander .653 .898 1.060

(.106)*** (.135)*** (.204)***

Education -.036 .022 -.014

(.051) (.044) (.069)

Socioeconomic .088 .177 . 127

status (.108) (.109) (.166)

Government/KMT .208 -.221 .067

official/employee (. 137) (. 145) (.203)

Female .213 .227 .174

(.080)** (.089)* (.167)

Intercept 2.882 3.044 2.894

(.281)*** (.290)*** (.442)***

N 465 342 158

Adj. R2 .265 .228 .364

S.E.E. 0.8425 0.8022 0.9016

Conditional 20.584 19.156 17.939

index
 

*: p S .05, **: p S .01, ***: p S .001, 2-tailed test. Entries are unstandardized

coefficients (standard errors are in parentheses).
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Table 6-5. Determinants of Partisan Preferences (KMT versus NP), by

 

 

Generation, 1996

1961 and After 1943 to 1960 1942 and Before

Coefficient Coefficient Coefficient

(Std. Error) (Std. Error) (Std. Error)

National . 165 .027 .065

identity (.037)*** (.042) (.073)

Concern about .029 .075 .314

“money politics” (.035) (.039) (.069)***

Democratic values .217 .172 .133

(.042)** (.048)*** (.077)

Mainlander .269 .613 .558

(.105)* (.141)*** (.236)**

Education .076 .096 -.014

(.050) (.046)* (.078)

Socioeconomic .047 .100 .235

status (.106) (.115) (.188)

Government/KMT .079 -.324 -.309

official/employee (. 135) (.152)* (.230)

Female .207 .069 .064

(.078)** (.094) (.190)

Intercept 2.018 2.295 1.300

(.276)*** (.304)*** (.503)*

N 466 343 158

Adj. R2 .141 .121 .169

S.E.E. 0.8251 0.8453 1.0172

Conditional 20.683 19.138 18.155

index
 

*: p S .05, **: p S .01, ***: p S .001, 2-tailed test. Entries are unstandardized

coefficients (standard errors are in parentheses).
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independence since the 1991 national representative election,” so it was reasonable for

the DPP to attract people with Taiwanese identity. On the other hand, most leaders of the

NP were mainlanders, and they preferred unification with mainland China; so people

with Chinese identity and mainlanders supported the NP. As Lin and his colleagues

(1998: 24) pointed out, "Perceiving the DPP and the NP as antipodes on the Taiwanese-

Chinese identity dimension with the KMT in between (perhaps closer to the NP than to

the DPP), voters clearly judged the parties on the basis of their own national identity."

However, there were some similarities between the DPP and the NP in 1996. On issues of

concern about "money politics" and democratic values, voters perceived no difference

between the two opposition parties. Therefore, there were incentives for the two parties to

cooperate on these issues on the legislative agenda. As to voters’ preference for the KMT

versus the NP, mainlanders were more likely to prefer the NP. Therefore, the emergence

of the KMT undermined mainlanders’ support of the KMT.

Conclusion

In this chapter, the determinants of partisan preferences in Taiwan were

examined. The openness of local and national elections provided a great opportunity for

opposition forces to organize their resources and garner support from the electorate.

Electoral campaigns served as a great socialization agent for the electorate in Taiwan to

shape their partisan preferences.

 

2‘ In 1991, the DPP passed Taiwan independence clause in its Party Congress, and

it pushed the national identity issue into the political arena.
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When voters faced two major parties, i.e., the DPP and the KMT, their national

identity, concern about "money politics," procedural democratic values, and ethnic

origins were important attitudinal variables affecting their preference for one of the

parties.

However, the emergence of the NP changed the relative advantages of the KMT

and the DPP. Because voters perceived the KMT as being similar to the DPP, ethnic

origin was no longer a good explanatory variable for DPP versus KMT partisan

preferences in 1996. But other attitudinal variables, such as national identity, concern

about "money politics," and democratic values, still played an important role on

explaining their DPP vs. KMT partisan preferences in 1996. The difference between the

DPP and the NP was shaped by people’s national identity and ethnic origins. Therefore,

people who identified themselves as Taiwanese and/or whose ethnic origins were

Taiwanese were more likely to support the DPP than the NP. On the other hand,

mainlanders and/or people with Chinese identity preferred the NP. However, there were

some similarities between the DPP and the NP. On issues of concerns about "money

politics" and democratic values, voters perceived no difference between the two

opposition parties. Therefore, there are incentives for the two parties to cooperate on

these issues on the legislative agenda in the future. As to preferences for the KMT versus

the NP, people’s ethnic origins played a more important role in shaping these attitudes.

Because people’s political attitudes might be volatile, political parties have

incentives to provide better platforms to attract more supporters. The complex

relationship between mainland China and Taiwan gives political parties another issue

dimension with which gather support. In next chapter, another major issue regarding the
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national identity of people in Taiwan is discussed. Also examined is whether people’s

partisan preference has an important influence on their national identity.
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CHAPTER 7

THE IDENTIFICATION PROBLEM: WHETHER PARTY IDENTIFICATION

AFFECTS NATIONAL IDENTITY

The importance of party identification lies not only in its effect on voting

behaviors, but also in its effect on other political attitudes and behaviors. The other

variable, peoples’ national identity, is also considered to be a long-term psychological

variable in Taiwan. In this chapter, the distribution of national identity among voters is

discussed, and whether party identification affects people’s national identity is examined.

The Functions of Party Identification

As Abramson (1983: 72) pointed out,

Campbell and his colleagues advanced four major claims about the functions

performed by party identification:

1. Party identification contributes to opinion formation.

2. Party identification influences voting behavior.

3. Party identification enhances psychological involvement in politics.

4. High levels of party identification among the electorate provide a check

against new party movements and contribute to the established party system.

Abramson and his colleagues (1998: 174-185) gave four examples to illustrate the

association between party identification and other political attitudes. First, an identifier
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tends to give more positive evaluations to his or her own party’s candidate. Second, there

is a strong relationship between an individual’s party identification and his/her evaluation

of the president’s performance. Third, a partisan identifier tends to have close stances

with his or her party’s nominee. Finally, an identifier is likely to give positive evaluations

to his or her own party on a summary measurement of retrospective evaluations of the

past six general elections (1976 to 1996).

In Taiwan, many researchers have examined how partisan preferences affect

political attitudes and vote choices (L. Chen 1992, 1995, 1998; Y. Chen 1994; Chu 1992,

1996; Fu 1994; Hawang 1996, Ho 1994, Ho and Wu 1996; Liu 1987; Shyu 1991, 1995;

Tsai 1997). In this chapter, I examine whether partisan preferences contribute to voters’

opinion formation. Because national identity is one of the most important political

attitudes in Taiwan, I discuss whether partisan preference affects national identity.

National Identity and Electoral Politics in Taiwan

Under authoritarian control, leaders of the KMT, most of whom are mainlanders,

indoctrinated in people that the Republic of China (ROC) is the only legitimate

government of the whole China (including Taiwan and mainland China), and educated its

people as Chinese in Taiwan. As mentioned Chapter 6, two major issues of the opposition

movement are democratic reforms and Taiwan’s self-determination. There are at least two

advantages to the opposition movement’s promoting Taiwanese identity. First, the

Opposition can challenge the legitimacy of the KMT’s rule because the ROC lost its seat

in the United Nations in 1971 and ended its formal diplomatic relationship with the
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United States in 1978. In addition, Taiwanese (including Min-nan-jen and Hakkanese)

comprise more than 80 percent of the total population of Taiwan, so the DPP might

increase its vote shares in elections by promoting Taiwanese identity. Therefore, national

identity is one of the core issues in the democratic process in Taiwan. In this section, the

definition of national identity and the formation of national identity are discussed. Then,

parties’ roles in the formation of national identity in Taiwan are examined.

National Identity and Collective Memory

According to Smith (1991), there are several fundamental features of national

identity. These features include historic territory or homeland; common myths and

historical memories; a common, mass public culture; common legal rights and duties for

all members; and a common economy with territorial mobility for members. "A nation

can therefore be defined as a named human population sharing an historic territory,

common myths and historical memories, a mass, public culture, a common economy and

common legal rights and dutiesfor all members" (Smith 1991: 14, emphasis in original).

Therefore, voters with Chinese identity have different beliefs concerning their homeland,

historic memory, and mass culture from those with Taiwanese identity. Further, national

identity involves some sense of political community. "A political community implies

at least some common institutions and a single code of rights and duties for all the

members of the community. It also suggests a definite social space, a fairly well

demarcated and bounded territory, with which the members identify and to which they

feel they belong" (Smith 1991: 9). Therefore, national identity provides psychological

attachment for the members of its political community.
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Whether the origin of national identity is primordial or situational is an interesting

question. If national identity is primordial, political authorities cannot use education or

other means to change people’s national identity. On the other hand, if national identity is

situational, it means the state can indoctrinate citizens with that national identity through

public education. One can examine the distribution of national identity of electorates to

see if significant differences exist among different generations and ethnic groups. Then,

we can gain a clear picture of whether the state can impose national identity on its people.

Our interest is in whether the state can employ the mass education system to propagate

national identity in its citizens.

The Formation of National Identity and Political Socialization

Gellner argued that nationalism creates nations where they do not exist, but it

cannot arouse self-consciousness of nations (cited in Anderson 1986: 15). Smith agreed

that state authorities can use public education to influence people’s national identity.

National identities also fulfil more intimate, internal functions for individuals in

communities. The most obvious is the socialization of the members as ’nationals’ and

’citizens.’ Today this is achieved through compulsory, standardized, public mass

education systems, through which state authorities hope to inculcate national devotion

and a distinctive, homogeneous culture, an activity that most regimes pursue with

considerable energy under the influence of nationalist ideals of cultural authenticity

and unity. (Smith 1991: 16)

Therefore, we can exarrrine whether the KMT can employ the public mass education

system to educate Taiwanese as Chinese, and legitimize its political control. However,

when the KMT faced its diplomatic setbacks during the 19705 and the progress of

democratization during the 19808 and early 19903, it might have become a problem for

the KMT to adhere to Chinese identity. As Horowitz (1994: 35) stated,
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Democracy is about inclusion and exclusion, about access to power, about the

privileges that go with inclusion and the penalties that accompany exclusion. In

severely divided societies, ethnic identity provides clear lines to determine who will

be included and who will be excluded. Since the lines appear unalterable, being in and

being out may quickly come to look permanent. In ethnic politics, inclusion may

affect the distribution of important material and nonmaterial goods, including the

prestige of the various ethnic groups and the identity of the state as belonging more to

one group than another. Again and again in divided societies, there is a tendency to

conflate inclusion in the government with inclusion in the community and exclusion

from government with exclusion from the community.

Therefore, the DPP successfully used Taiwanese identity and democratic reforms to

attract votes from the electorate, and national identity became a salient issue in the

political arena of Taiwan. The emergence of the NP can be considered another challenge

to the KMT among the KMT’s Chinese identifiers. Therefore, it is possible that there "is

[a]... tendency in multi-ethnic societies for political parties to be organized along ethnic

lines" (Brown 1997 [1993]: 87).

As mentioned in Chapter 6, people's national identity, along with other attitudinal

and demographic variables explains their partisan preferences. I was also interested in

examining whether partisan preference can shape national identity. However, readers

must be reminded that it is hard to examine whether there is a reciprocal causal

relationship between these two variables because the limitation of available data sets. In

this chapter, I examine the distribution of national identity among the electorate, and then

I employ OLS to examine whether partisan preference influences national identity. At

the end of this chapter, I discuss whether OLS estimation is an appropriate choice in my

estimation of this model.
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Distribution of National Identity Among the Electorate

In this section, the distribution of national identity among the electorate in Taiwan

is examined. Differences among generations in their national identities also are explored.

Because first-generation voters (born in 1942 and before) had life experiences in either

Taiwan or mainland China before the Nationalist government retreated from China in

1949, this might have affected their national identity. Second-generation voters (born

between 1943 and 1960) received their education under the KMT’s authoritarian control,

so this political socialization process might have influenced their national identity. As to

third-generation voters (born after 1960), they experienced political openness and

electoral competition, so this experience might also have affected their national identity.

The effect of ethnic difference on national identity also is examined. Because

mainlanders or their parents came from China after 1949, it was predicted that they

would be more likely to identify themselves as Chinese. As to Taiwanese, first-generation

voters were more likely to identify themselves as Taiwanese because they had Taiwanese

life experiences before the KMT came to Taiwan. However, as to Taiwanese in the two

younger generations, they might be more likely to identify themselves as Chinese

because they received their education under the KMT’s control.

National Identity Among the Electorate in Taiwan

As shown at the bottom of Table 7-1, in 1993, 35.4 percent of voters identified

themselves as Chinese, 35.8 percent as "both Chinese and Taiwanese," and 28.8 percent

as Taiwanese. This indicates that more people identified themselves as Chinese than as
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Taiwanese that year. Generational differences in national identity also were examined.

More than four out of ten third-generation voters identified themselves as Chinese. Less

than one out of four voters in that generation identified themselves as Taiwanese, and

36.1 percent of them identified themselves as "both Chinese and Taiwanese." Therefore,

voters in the third generation were less. likely to identify themselves as Taiwanese but

were more likely to have Chinese identity in 1993. As to second-generation voters, the

distribution of national identity was quite even: In 1993, 33.7 percent of them identified

themselves as Chinese, 34.6 percent as "both Chinese and Taiwanese," and 31.7 percent

as Taiwanese. That same year, the proportion of first-generation respondents with

Taiwanese identity was higher than that in the other two generations: 33.4 percent of

them identified themselves as Taiwanese, only 29.4 percent as Chinese, and 37.1 percent

as "both Chinese and Taiwanese."

However, the distribution of national identity among the electorate changed in

1996. As shown at the bottom of Table 7-1, only one out of five voters identified

themselves as Chinese, but more than one out of three voters identified themselves as

Taiwanese that year. More people identified themselves as "both Chinese and Taiwanese"

or Taiwanese in 1996 than in 1993. This change was evident primarily in the two younger

generations.

As to third-generation voters, almost one out two voters (46.2 percent) identified

themselves as "both Chinese and Taiwanese," 31.2 percent of them as Taiwanese, and

only 22.6 percent as Chinese. The distribution of Chinese identity decreased by almost 20

percent among third-generation voters between 1993 and 1996. Like third-generation
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Table 7-1. National Identity1 Among the Electorate, by Generation, 1993 and

 

 

 

Generatioln996 National ID 1993 1996 Difference

1961 and After Taiwanese 21.7 3 1.2 9.2

Both 36.1 46.2 10.1

Chinese 42.3 22.6 -19.3

(N) (452) (454)

1943 to 1960 Taiwanese 31.7 42.2 10.5

Both 34.6 42.4 7.8

Chinese 33.7 15.4 -18.2

(N) (489) (488)

1942 and Before Taiwanese 33 .4 38.2 4.8

Both 37.1 32.7 -4.4

Chinese 29.4 29. 1 -0.3

(N) (377) (306)

Total Sample Taiwanese 28.8 36.8 8.0

Both 35.8 41.7 5.9

Chinese 35.4 21.5 -13.9

(N) (1,318) (1,342)

 

1 Entries are column percentages. For question wordings, see Chapter 6.

* N<25.
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voters, voters in second generation became more likely to identify themselves as

Taiwanese and less likely to identify themselves as Chinese in 1996. Specifically, 42.2

percent of second-generation voters identified themselves as Taiwanese, 42.4 percent as

"both Chinese and Taiwanese," and only 15.4 percent as Chinese in 1996. Between 1993

and 1996, the proportion of Taiwanese identity among second-generation voters

increased by 10.5 percent, and the proportion of "both Chinese and Taiwanese" identity

increased by 7.8 percent. Conversely, the proportion of Chinese identity among second-

generation voters decreased by 18.2 percent between 1993 and 1996.

Compared with the two younger generations, the distribution of national identity

among first-generation voters was relatively stable between 1993 and 1996. About three

out of ten first-generation voters had Chinese identity in 1993 and 1996. The proportion

of those voters with Taiwanese identity increased from 33.4 to 38.2 percent during that

period, but the proportion of "both Chinese and Taiwanese" identity decreased from 37.1

percent to 32.7 percent.

The question wordings were identical in both surveys, and I found a similar trend

by examining data collected by the Election Study Center at National Chengchi

University after the legislative elections in 1992 and 1995.22 So, the general trend is that

voters became more likely to identify themselves as Taiwanese or "both Taiwanese or

Chinese" in 1996. However, a difference might also exist between the two ethnic groups

(Taiwanese and mainlanders) in term of their national identity. The distribution of

 

2’ From Figure 2.1 of Tsai’s (1997: 31) thesis, I calculated the distributions of

national identity as follows: "Chinese" was 30.8 percent, "Both Chinese and Taiwanese"

was 48.1 percent, and "Taiwanese" was 21.1 percent in 1992. In 1995, "Chinese" was18.7

percent, "Both Chinese and Taiwanese" was 49.7 percent, and "Taiwanese" was 31.6

percent.
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national identity among Taiwanese was examined first. The results are reported in the

following section.

National Identity Among Taiwanese

Figures at the bottom of Table 7-2 indicate that, in 1993,more than one out of four

Taiwanese identified themselves as Chinese, 37.7 percent had "both Chinese and

Taiwanese" identity, and 33.7 percent had Taiwanese identity. Comparing third-

generation Taiwanese to those in the two older generations, it was found that third-

generation Taiwanese were more likely to have Chinese identity in 1993 and 1996. In

1993, 35.3 percent of them had Chinese identity, 38.8 percent had "both Chinese and

Taiwanese" identity, and only 25.9 percent had Taiwanese identity. Second-generation

Taiwanese were more likely to have Taiwanese identity than the other two national

identities; 34.8 percent of them had Taiwanese identity, 34.1 percent had "both Chinese

and Taiwanese" identity, and 31.1 percent had Chinese identity in 1993. As to first-

generation Taiwanese, they were more likely to identify themselves as Taiwanese in

1993. More than four out of ten first-generation Taiwanese had Taiwanese identity, 41.7

percent had "both Chinese and Taiwanese" identity, and only 15.9 percent had Chinese

identity.

The proportion of Taiwanese identity among third-generation Taiwanese

increased from 25.9 percent to 35.4 percent between 1993 and 1996 (see Table 7-2).

More than one-third of this group had "both Chinese and Taiwanese" identity in 1993,

and the proportion increased to 45.0 percent in 1996. However, the proportion with

Chinese identity decreased from 35.3 percent to 19.6 percent between 1993 and 1996-- a
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decline of 15.7 percent. Table 7-2 also indicates that 43.8 percent of second-generation

Taiwanese had Taiwanese identity in 1996. The proportion of Chinese identity among

second-generation Taiwanese declined by 16 percent (from 31.1 percent to 15.2 percent)

between 1993 and 1996. Therefore, Taiwanese in the two younger generations became

less likely to have Chinese identity in 1996 than in 1993. However, the distribution of

Chinese identity was relative stable among first—generation Taiwanese. As shown in

Table 7-2, about 16 percent of them had Chinese identity in both 1993 and 1996. In

addition, compared to the two younger generations, first-generation Taiwanese were

more likely to have Taiwanese identity. Their proportion of Taiwanese identity increased

from 42.4 percent to almost 50 percent between 1993 and 1996.

From Table 7-2 it can be seen that Taiwanese identity among Taiwanese is

mutable. The general trend is that young Taiwanese are more likely than older ones to

abandon their Chinese identity. Some of them switched their national identity to a more

ambiguous stance, i.e., "both Chinese and Taiwanese" identity, but more of them changed

to Taiwanese identity. As to first-generation Taiwanese, they started with the lowest level

of Chinese identity among the three generations, but maintained a relatively stable but

low level of Chinese identity. This finding indicates that the life experiences of first-

generation Taiwanese had a long-term effect on their national identity. However, political

forces also affected young Taiwanese voters’ national identity. It is interesting to discuss

why the distribution of national identity among Taiwanese changed between 1993 and

1996. I will examine the distribution of national identity among mainlanders first, and

then return to discuss this point later.
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Table 7-2. National Identity1 Among Taiwanese, by Generation, 1993 and 1996

 

 

 

Generation National ID 1993 1996 Difference

1961 and After Taiwanese 25.9 35.4 9.5

Both 38.8 45.0 6.2

Chinese 35.3 19.6 -15.7

(N) (371) (449)

1943 to 1960 Taiwanese 34.8 43.8 9.0

Both 34.1 41.0 6.9

Chinese 31.1 15.2 -15.9

(N) (431) (427)

1942 and Before Taiwanese 42.4 49.6 7.2

Both 41.7 33.9 -7.8

Chinese 15.9 16.5 0.6

(N) (283) (230)

All Taiwanese Taiwanese 33.7 41 .6 7.9

Both 37.7 41.1 3.4

Chinese 28.6 17.3 -1 1.3

(N) (1,085) (1,106)

 

‘ Entries are column percentages. For question wordings, see Chapter 6.

*N<25.
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National Identity Among Mainlanders

As shown at the bottom of Table 7-3, in 1993, almost three out of four mainlanders had

Chinese identity, less than 2 percent had Taiwanese identity, and 23.7 percent had "both

Chinese and Taiwanese" identity. Generational differences in their national identities

were examined. However, we must bear in mind that some cells in Table 7-3 have fewer

than 25 cases, so we need to be careful when making inferences from these few cases.

As shown at the top of Table 7-3, in 1993, almost eight out of ten third-generation

mainlanders had Chinese identity, 21.6 percent had "both Chinese and Taiwanese"

identity, and only 1.4 percent had Taiwanese identity. As to second-generation

mainlanders, 60 percent of them had Chinese identity, 35.4 percent had "both Chinese

and Taiwanese" identity, and less than 5 percent had Taiwanese identity. Among

mainlanders of all three generations, voters in the second generation were more likely to

have "both Chinese and Taiwanese identity" than those in other two generations in both

1993 and 1996. Mainlanders in the first generation, who followed Chiang Kai-shek to

Taiwan, had the highest proportion of Chinese identity. More than 80 percent of them had

Chinese identity, 18.1 percent had "both Chinese and Taiwanese" identity, but none of

them had Taiwanese identity in 1993.

However, great changes took place in 1996. The proportion of mainlanders with

Chinese identity declined by 31 percent between 1993 and 1996 (see Table 7-3). In

addition, the proportion of mainlanders with "both Chinese and Taiwanese" identity

increased by 22.4 percent, and the proportion with Taiwanese identity increased by 8.6

percent in that period. Mainlanders became less likely to identify themselves as Chinese,

but a few of them still were still less likely to identified themselves as Taiwanese in 1996.
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Table 7-3. National Identity1 Among Mainlanders, by Generation, 1993 and 1996

 

 

 

Generation National ID 1993 1996 Difference

1961 and After Taiwanese 1.4* 7.7* 6.3

Both 21.6* 53.8 32.2

Chinese 77.0 38.5 -38.5

(N) (74) (91)

1943 to 1960 Taiwanese 4.2* 25.0* 20.8

Both 35.4* 55.8 20.4

Chinese 60.4 19.2* -41.2

(N) (48) (52)

1942 and Before Taiwanese 0.0* 2.7* 2.7

Both 18.1* 29.7 11.6

Chinese 81.9 67.6 ~14.3

(N) (72) (74)

All Mainlanders Taiwanese l .5 * 10.1* 8.6

Both 23.7 46.1 22.4

Chinese 74.7 43.8 -30.9

(N) (194) (217)

 

‘ Entries are column percentages. For question wordings, see Chapter 6.

*N<25.
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Table 7-3 also indicates that, in 1996, more than one out of two third-generation

mainlanders had "both Chinese and Taiwanese" identity, 38.5 percent had Chinese

identity, and just 7.7 percent had Taiwanese identity. The proportion of third-generation

mainlanders with Taiwanese identity increased by 6.3 percent between 1993 and 1996,

but they were inclined to take a more ambiguous stance on national identity, i.e., "both

Chinese and Taiwanese," in 1996. The proportion of third-generation mainlanders

describing their national identity as "both Chinese and Taiwanese" increased by 32.2

percent between 1993 and 1996. However, the pr0portion claiming Chinese identity

decreased dramatically, by 38.5 percent, between 1993 and 1996.

Second-generation mainlanders had the lowest level of Chinese identity among

the three generations of mainlanders in both 1993 and 1996. Especially, noteworthy is

that the proportion with Chinese identity decreased dramatically in that period, from 60.4

percent to 19.2 percent. In addition, one out of four second-generation mainlanders had

Taiwanese identity in 1996, although a majority of them (55.8%) still identified

themselves as "both Chinese and Taiwanese" in 1996.

When each generation was examined separately, first-generation mainlanders

were found to have the most stable national identity among the three generations of

mainlanders. The proportion of first-generation mainlanders with Chinese identity was

still higher than that of mainlanders in the two younger generations. In 1996, 67.6 percent

of them had Chinese identity, about 30 percent identified themselves as "both Chinese

and Taiwanese," and less than 3 percent had Taiwanese identity. Between 1993 and 1996,

the proportion of first-generation mainlanders with Chinese identity decreased by 14.3

percent, but the proportion with Taiwanese identity increased by only 2.7 percent.
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From Tables 7-2 and 7-3, it can be seen that national identity has both subjective

and objective components among voters in Taiwan. First-generation Taiwanese were

once ruled by the Japanese, and they had life experience outside the KMT’s rule. This

experience might make it hard for them to have Chinese identity. On the other hand, first-

generation mainlanders had their own Chinese life experience when they were young in

China, so this also makes it hard for them to have Taiwanese identity. However, the

proportion of Chinese identity among first-generation Taiwanese was higher than the

proportion of Taiwanese identity among mainlanders, illustrating that political education

imposed by the KMT had an effect. Voters in the younger generations might have

subjectively chosen their national identity. From the changes between 1993 and 1996, it

was seen that more young Taiwanese switched their Chinese identity to Taiwanese

identity or to "both Chinese and Taiwanese" identity. In addition, younger mainlanders

also changed their national identity. However, one thing to keep in mind is that ethnic

origin still plays an important role in people’s national identity. Mainlanders still were

more likely to have Chinese identity than Taiwanese, and they were more likely to switch

their Chinese identity into a more ambiguous stance, i.e., "both Chinese and Taiwanese."

Therefore, national identity seems to be amendable among voters in the two younger

generations.

As Zaller (1992) pointed out, opinion is the marriage of predisposition and

information. People’s ethnic origins indicate the differences in socialization processes of

people’s families. Democratization gives the public a chance to experience open

discussion on the national identity issue. Therefore, the national identity issue evolves

from one-sided information, i. e., propaganda of Chinese identity under the KMT’s
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authoritarian control, to an open-discussion environment. In addition, as shown in

previous chapters, two new political parties used different national identities to attract

voters. The DPP has been labeled the "Taiwanese" party, and the NP the "mainlander’s"

party. However, the ruling party, the KMT, takes a more ambiguous position on this

issue. Because political elites heatedly disagree on the national identity issue, this has

also affected people’s positions on the national identity issue.23

Another factor that might affect the national identity of people in Taiwan must be

considered. Because national identity includes a psychological component, the interaction

between Taiwan and mainland China must be examined. In 1995, mainland China held

two missile tests in an area about 80 to 85 miles north of Taiwan, and China also staged a

military exercise near Taiwan in October 1995 (Achen, Hsu, and Kuo 1997). These

actions irritated people in Taiwan. Therefore, the proportion of Chinese identity

decreased dramatically between 1993 and 1996; young Taiwanese were more likely to

identify themselves as Taiwanese, but young mainlanders were more likely to take a

more ambiguous stance on their national identity, i.e., "both Chinese and Taiwanese."

Therefore, mainlanders would rather switch their Chinese identity to an ambiguous stance

on national identity, i.e., "both Chinese and Taiwanese." This might indicate that the

political climate in Taiwan is promoting Taiwanese identity, and mainlanders, as a

minority ethnic and political group in Taiwan, might just make a "politically correct"

choice by giving up their Chinese identity. However, they would rather take a middle-of-

the-road stance by having "both Chinese and Taiwanese" identity than having Taiwanese

identity. As to Taiwanese, they have become the majority group ethnically and

 

23 For a discussion of the polarization effect, see Zaller (1992: Chapter 6 and

Chapter 9).
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politically, and Lee Teng-hui, the first Taiwanese president, also promoted Taiwanese

identity, so they gave up their Chinese identity and chose Taiwanese identity instead.

In this section, the bivariate relationships between national identity and two social

forces--political generation and ethnic origin--were examined. In the next section, a more

comprehensive model is presented to explain the determinants of national identity. For

the purpose of this research, I examined whether people use their partisan preferences as

cues to take a position on their national identity.

How Partisan Preference Affects National Identity

In this section, the functions of party identification are discussed. One important

function of party identification is to formulate other political attitudes. In this study I

examined whether party identification can affect national identity. I included respondents’

partisan preference, ethnic origin, educational level, and gender as explanatory variables

in the model. The dependent variable was national identity. I hypothesized that people

with a positive attitude toward the KMT or/and the NP are more likely to have Chinese

identity. On the other hand, people with a positive attitude toward the DPP are more

likely to have Taiwanese identity. As to ethnic origin, mainlanders are more likely to

have Chinese identity. People’s educational level is an interesting variable here. I

hypothesized that people with a higher educational level are more likely to have Chinese

identity. In addition, because second-generation voters received their formal education

under the KMT’s authoritarian control, it was of interest to see whether this situation

significantly affected their national identity. I also controlled for respondents’ gender.
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I employed the same recoding schema as described in the previous chapter.

However, I included three like/dislike questions regarding the three major parties in 1996

as measurements of partisan preference. Respondents answered questions using a 5-point

scale, ranging from dislike it very much (1) to like it very much (5); the higher the value,

the more one liked a given party.

Table 7-4 indicates whether people’s partisan preferences, ethnic origin, and

educational level affected their national identity in 1993 and 1996. In 1993, people with a

KMT preference, those with higher educational levels, and mainlanders were more likely

to have Chinese identity. In 1996, people who liked the KMT and/or the NP were more

likely to have Chinese identity. Those who liked the DPP were more likely to have

Taiwanese identity. In addition, mainlanders and people with higher educational levels

were more likely to have Chinese identity. Compared with the coefficients for 1993, the

effect of ethnic origin and educational level decreased in 1996. As to partisan

preferences, it was not surprising to find that people’s attitude toward the NP had a

greater effect on their national identity than did their attitude toward the KMT.

Each generation was also examined separately in 1993 and 1996. The results in

1993 indicated that there was no severe multicollinearity any of the equations (see Table

7-5). One thing we need to keep in mind is that second-generation voters received their

education after the KMT retreated from mainland China, and it is interesting to see how

the state as an agent of political socialization affected second-generation voters’ national

identity. As shown in Table 7-5, people’s preference for the DPP versus the KMT and

their ethnic origins had a significant effect on their national in 1993. Further, second-

generation voters with higher educational levels were more likely to have Chinese
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Table 7-4. Determinants of National Identity, 1993 and 1996

 

 

 

1993 1996

Coefficient Coefficient

(Std. Error) (Std. Error)

Partisan Preference (DPP vs. KMT) .216

(.024)***

Like/Dislike KMT 175

(.039)***

Like/Dislike DPP -.292

(.039)***

Like/Dislike NP .310

(.038)***

Mainlander .985 .444

(.092)*** (.090)***

Education .149 .081

(.025)*** (.026)**

Female -.098 -.085

(.064) (.063)

Intercept 1 .764 2.008

(.120)*** (.232)***

N 1206 1 1 15

Adj. R2 .236 .196

S.E.E. 1.0936 1.0328

Conditional 9.324 19.634

Index '
 

*: p S .05, **: p S .01, ***: p S .001; 2-tailed test. Entries are unstandardized

coefficients (standard errors are in parentheses).
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identity. Therefore, people’s partisan preferences help them formulate their national

identity. As to ethnic origin, its effect on first- and third-generation voters was greater

than on second-generation voters. Because mainlanders in the first generation might be

parents of mainlanders in the third generation, it is possible that the family is an

important agent in transmitting national identity to its offspring.24 Table 7-5 also

indicates that the ruling party can impose national identity on its citizens through public

education, so the educational level of second-generation voters significantly affected their

national identity. As to third-generation voters, educational level played no role in

forming their national identity because they live in a more open society and can get more

two-sided information regarding the debate on the national identity issue. For first-

generation voters, educational level played no role in shaping their national identity in

1993.

In 1996, another major party was added to the equation. I used three like/dislike

questions to explore voters’ attitudes toward three major parties. At the bottom of Table

7-6, it can be seen that there was no sever multicollinearity for any of the equations.

Because the DPP (pro-Taiwanese) and the NP (pro-Chinese) take opposite sides on the

national identity issue, people’s attitudes toward these two parties significantly affected

their national identity. The NP is a new party in the political system in Taiwan, so its

effect on third-generation voters was larger than it was on voters in the other two older

generations. The same situation applied to the DPP. Its effect on the youngest generation

 

2“ Some mainlanders in the third generation might also be offspring of second-

generation mainlanders. However, in those samples in 1996, most mainlanders in the first

generation came to Taiwan when they were adolescent. Therefore, first-generation

mainlanders’ average marriage age is older than that of first-generation Taiwanese, so

some third-generation mainlanders might be their offspring.

157



Table 7-5. National Identity, by Generation, 1993

 

 

 

 

1961 and After 1943 to 1960 1942 and before

Coefficient Coefficient Coefficient

(Std. Error) (Std. Error) (Std. Error)

Partisan Preference .225 .236 .157

(DPP Versus KMT) (.041)*** (.040)*** (.042)***

Mainlander .878 .671 1.524

(.144)*** (.187)** (.161)***

Education .043 .163 .085

(.065) (.049)** (.050)

Female -.240 .063 -.142

(.104)* (.111) (.119)

Intercept 2.197 1.608 1.935

(.265) (.201)** (.203)***

N 419 461 326

Adj. R2 .185 .160 .390

S.E.E. 1.0635 1.1529 1.0178

Conditional 12.140 8.850 9.1 10

Index

 

*: p S .05, **: p S .01, ***: p S .001; 2-tailed test. Entries are unstandardized

coefficients (standard errors are in parentheses).
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was larger than on the two older generations. Further, people’s attitude toward the KMT

had a significant effect only on second-generation voters. That is, second-generation

voters employed their attitudes toward the three major parties to determine their national

identity. Do voters in Taiwan use their partisan preference to determine their stances on

the national identity issue? I will return to this point later in the chapter.

Table 7-6 also indicates that ethnic origin did not have a significant effect on

second-generation voters’ national identity, but educational level did have a significant

effect. This finding suggests that political control can impose national identity on

citizens. However, mainlanders in the third generation were still influenced by their

parents, i.e., first-generation mainlanders, in forming their national identity. Therefore,

ethnic origin had a significant effect on voters in the first and third generations.

From Tables 7-4 to 7-6, it can be seen that partisan preferences played a

significant role in shaping national identity of people in Taiwan between 1993 and 1996.

However, when each generation was examined separately in 1996, it was found that only

second—generation voters employed their attitudes toward the three major parties to

determine their national identity. The KMT has been the ruling party in Taiwan since

1949, but first- and third-generation voters’ attitudes toward the KMT did not affect their

national identity in 1996. On the contrary, they employed their attitudes toward two

relatively new parties, the DPP and the NP, to determine their national identity. The two

new parties take clear but opposite positions on the national identity issue; thus it is

possible that first- and third-generation voters used their attitudes toward the two

opposition parties to determine their national identity. In addition, the emergence of the

NP not only changed the party system in Taiwan, but it might also have changed people’s
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Table 7-6. National Identity, by Generation, 1996

 

 

 

 

1961 and After 1943 to 1960 1942 and Before

Coefficient Coefficient Coefficient

(Std. Error) (Std. Error) (Std. Error)

Partisan Preference

Like/Dislike KMT .075 .294 .126

(.058) (.070)*** (.083)

Like/Dislike DPP -.316 -.286 -.206

(.054)*** (.068)*** (.093)*

Like/Dislike NP .350 .261 .266

(.051)*** (.064)*** (.098)**

Mainlander .304 -.096 1.052

(.125)* (.179) (.212)***

Education .090 . 142 .048

(.053) (.047)** (.065)

Female -.059 .003 -.205

(.088) (.107) (.160)

Intercept 2.251 1.522 2.172

(.346)*** (.380)*** (.576)***

N 496 406 213

Adj. R2 .200 .123 .327

S.E.E. 0.9640 1.0467 1.0836

Conditional 21.01 1 19.162 20.193

Index
 

*: p S .05, **: p S .01, ***: p S .001; 2-tailed test. Entries are unstandardized

coefficients (standard errors are in parentheses).
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perceptions of political parties. Because the NP supported unification with mainland

China and the KMT began to take a more ambiguous stance on this issue, people might

have perceived that the KMT was less likely to support unification with mainland China.

Therefore, they employed their preferences for two relatively new parties, i. e., the DPP

and the NP, to deterrrrine their national identity.

Because of the limitation of available data, I can present another interpretation of

the function of party identification. It is also possible that first- and third-generation

voters did not have a long-term psychological attachment to any political party. As

demonstrated in Chapter 4, third-generation voters’ partisan preferences were relatively

unstable compared with those of voters on the two older generations. Therefore, whether

they employed their unstable partisan preferences to determine their national identity

needed to be reconsidered. First-generation voters had the most stable partisan preference

of the three generations between 1986 and 1996, but they did not employ their partisan

preference for the KMT, i.e., the ruling party since 1949, to decide their national identity.

Therefore, first-generation voters might have cast their votes for the KMT in the

elections, but they did not formulate their party identification or employ it as a cue to

understand the complex political world. In addition, it is unreasonable to declare that

first-generation voters used their partisan preferences for the NP and the DPP, two new

parties for them, to channel their political attitudes. Due to the limitation of available

data, one reasonable conclusion is that second-generation voters might use their partisan

preferences to formulate their national identity.

In this section, I also consider how the state can employ the public education

system to instill national identity in its citizens. Second-generation voters went to
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elementary school after 1949, so they received their formal education under the KMT’s

authoritarian control. Therefore, their educational levels significantly affect their national

identity, even though their ethnic origins played no role in their national identity in 1996.

As to first-generation voters, their ethnic origins played an important role in their national

identity because they had either Chinese or Taiwanese life experience during their early

adulthood.

In addition, there might be a reciprocal relationship between partisan preference

and national identity. A better way to clarify this point would be to employ a

simultaneous model to examine the relationship between these two variables. However,

because I could not find good instrumental variables to use for endogenous independent

variables from the available data, it was not possible to do so. The potential problem was

discussed in the next section.

Simultaneity, Consistent Estimation, and Efficiency

It would be better to use simultaneous equations to clarify whether there is a

reciprocal relationship between partisan preference and national identity. However, it was

not possible to do so from the available data in this study. In this chapter, I use OLS to

estimate how people’s partisan preferences affected their national identity. However, the

estimations might be inconsistent when the explanatory variables in the model are not

real exogenous. This means that when the explanatory variables are correlated with the

stochastic disturbance, one will get inconsistent estimations. I employed partisan

preference as an explanatory variable to explain people’s national identity. It is possible
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that people’s national identity also affected their partisan preference. Therefore, the

coefficients of partisan preferences would be inconsistent if there was a reciprocal causal

relationship between national identity and partisan preferences.

I employed OLS because the data sets available were cross-sectional, and I could

not find proper instrumental variables to estimate two-stage least squares. However, even

if I could have found some instrumental variables, I would have had to make sure the

model was well-specified. The best instrumental variable is correlated with endogenous

variables but uncorrelated with the disturbance term (Johnston and DiNardo 1997:155).

As Bartels (1991: 777) wrote,

[It] is obvious that a "quasi-instrumental variable" estimator—-one based on an

instrumental variable that is only approximately uncorrelated with the disturbance--

will not produce consistent estimates of the underlying parameters of interest.

...Moreover, even when a genuine (perfectly exogenous) instrument is available, it

may be so inefficient that a quasi-instrumental variable estimator is preferable in

practice (e. g., by a squared error criterion) because data are in short supply.

In addition, as Bound and his colleagues (1995) suggested, when the correlation between

the instruments and the endogenous explanatory variable is weak, it can lead to large

inconsistencies in the instrumental variable estimates, even if there is only a weak

relationship between the instruments and the error in the structural equation. They also

argued that, in a finite sample, instrumental variable estimates are biased in the same

direction as OLS estimates. Therefore, Johnston and DiNardo (1997:316-317) suggested,

In practice OLS is still widely used in the estimation of structural equations in spite of

its knowledged inconsistency. A possible rationalization lies in the contrast between

small-sample and large-sample properties. Consistency is a large-sample, or

asymptotic, property. Consistent estimators are not necessarily unbiased in finite

sample: in fact, they usually display finite sample bias. Moreover, the sampling

exceed that of OLS estimators. Thus, in finite samples OLS may show a smaller mean

squared error than consistent estimators.25

 

25 See also Kennedy (1993: 136-137).
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In addition, as shown in Appendix D, the Hausman test for model specification indicated

that there was no simultaneity problem in my models.

It is always a temptation for social scientists to contemplate the causal

relationship between two variables. However, because the limitation of available

variables in data, it is not easy to construct latent variables for national identity and party

identification. In addition, one must make sure that models are identified, so structural

equation models can be estimated. Therefore, structural equation models were not applied

in this research, but I employed OLS in the analysis discussed this chapter.

Conclusion

In this chapter, I examined the distribution of national identity among the

electorate in Taiwan in 1993 and 1996. In addition, I tested whether partisan preference

can affect national identity.

The distribution of national identity among first-generation voters was very stable

between 1993 and 1996. Thirty percent of first-generation voters had Chinese identity in

1993 and 1996, and about one-third of them had Taiwanese identity. However, second-

and third-generation voters became less likely to identity themselves as Chinese in 1996.

The proportion of voters with Chinese identity declined by about 20 percent between

1993 and 1996. Only 15.4 percent of second-generation voters and about 22.6 percent of

third-generation voters had Chinese identity in 1996. On the other hand, the proportion of

voters in the two younger generations with Taiwanese identity increased by 1.0 percent
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between 1993 and 1996: 31.2 percent of third-generation voters and 42.2 percent of

second-generation voters had Taiwanese identity in 1996.

Taiwanese voters became more likely to have Taiwanese identity in 1996; the

proportion of them with Taiwanese identity increased from 33.7 percent to 41.6 percent

between 1993 and 1996 (Table 7-2). On the other hand, the proportion of Taiwanese

voters with Chinese identity decreased from 28.6 percent to 17.3 percent between 1993

and 1996. The distribution of national identity among first-generation Taiwanese was the

most stable one among these three Taiwanese generations: about 16 percent of first-

generation Taiwanese had Chinese identity in both 1993 and 1996, and the proportion

with Taiwanese identity increased from 42.4 percent to 49.6 percent between 1993 and

1996. However, Taiwanese in the two younger generations became more likely to have

Taiwanese identity or "both Chinese and Taiwanese" identity between 1993 and 1996.

As to mainlanders, they became less likely to have Chinese identity between

1993 and 1996 (Table 7-3). The distribution of national identity among first-generation

mainlanders was also the most stable one among the three generations of mainlanders

between 1993 and 1996. The proportion of first-generation mainlanders with Taiwanese

identity was less then 3 percent in 1993 and 1996. However, the proportion of first-

generation mainlanders with Chinese identity decreased by 14.3 percent in that same

period. The proportion of mainlanders in the two younger generations with Chinese

identity decreased by about 40 percent between 1993 and 1996. Third-generation

mainlanders became more likely to have "both Chinese and Taiwanese" identity, but the

proportion of them with Taiwanese identity increased by only 6.3 percent between 1993
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and 1996. However, the proportion of second-generation mainlanders with Taiwanese

identity increased by 20.8 percent in that period.

Zaller (1992) argued that opinion is the marriage of predisposition and

information. The origin of national identity in Taiwan includes individuals’ objective

ethnic origins, debates among political elites, effects of mass media, and some critical

events. During 1995 and 1996, mainland China initiated several missile tests near Taiwan

and staged military exercises. One consequence of these actions was that people in

Taiwan become less likely to have a positive attitude toward China, and the proportion of

them with Chinese identity decreased dramatically between 1993 and 1996.

In this chapter, I also described the function of party identification in shaping

national identity. However, when each generation was examined separately in 1996, it

was found that only second-generation voters employed their attitudes toward the three

major parties in determining their national identity. Voters in the first and the third

generations did not use their attitudes toward the KMT to decide their national identity in

1996, but they employed their attitudes toward two relatively new parties, the DPP and

the NP, to determine their national identity. Although we know that the two new parties,

the DPP (pro-Taiwanese) and the NP (pro-Chinese), take clear but opposite positions on

the national identity issue, it is possible that first- and third-generation voters did not use

partisan preferences to formulate their national identity. As to third-generation voters, the

distribution of their partisan preferences was relatively unstable between 1986 and 1996.

Therefore, it is unreasonable to assume that they employed their partisan preferences in

determining their national identity. First-generation voters did not employ their attitude

toward the KMT, the ruling party in Taiwan for more than 40 years, to channel their
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national identity, but relied on two new parties. These findings make me suspicious about

the measurement of partisan preferences capturing only first-generation voters’ short-term

attitudes toward political parties. First-generation voters did not experience open electoral

competition between the major parties during their early adulthood. It is possible that

they just cast their votes habitually to support the ruling party, but did not have a long-

term psychological attachment toward a particular political party. Therefore, they did not

use party identification to formulate their political attitudes. Second-generation voters in

Taiwan might have a long-term psychological attachment to certain major parties, and

they might be the only generation in Taiwan to use party identification to determine their

political attitudes.
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CHAPTER 8

CONCLUSION

The research question posed was: Is party identification a useful concept for us to

understand the political participation of people in Taiwan? I focused on the stability of

partisan preferences among voters, the social bases of partisan support, and the

relationship between partisan preferences and other political attitudes. Due to the

limitation of available data in Taiwan, I employed four cross—sectional data sets to answer

the research question. In this chapter, the research findings are summarized, and

suggestions are made for future research.

Research Findings and Discussion

In this section, four major findings of this research are discussed. First, the

stability of partisan preferences in the electorate is discussed. Second, the social bases of

partisan support are considered. Third, the determinants of people’s partisan preference

are presented. Finally, whether voters employ their partisan preferences to determine

their national identity is discussed.
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The Stability of Partisan Preferences in the Electorate

In this dissertation, political generation was employed as a mediator variable

because voters in different generations might have had different political experiences

during their early adulthood. As demonstrated in this dissertation, these experiences

significantly affect their partisan preferences.

Of the three generations of voters in Taiwan, the first generation had the most

stable partisan preferences between 1987 and 1996. Their positive attitudes toward the

KMT varied from 34.9 percent to 46.4 percent between 1987 and 1996 in that ten-year

period, and the range was 11.5 percent. The distribution of DPP partisans among first-

generation voters varied from 5.5 percent to 10.8 percent, and the range was 5.3 percent.

As to Taiwanese, partisan preference for the KMT among first-generation Taiwanese was

the most stable. The proportions varied from 27.5 percent to 39.3 percent, and the range

was 11.8 percent. However, second-generation Taiwanese had the most stable partisan

preference for the DPP. The distribution varied from 10.2 percent to 16.8 percent, and the

range was 6.6 percent. As to mainlanders, second-generation mainlanders had the most

stable partisan preference for the KMT. The proportions varied from 48 percent to 73.3

percent, and the range was 25.3 percent. As to mainlanders’ partisan preference for the

DPP, first-generation mainlanders had the most stable distribution. The proportions

varied from 0 percent to 4.2 percent, and the range was 4.2 percent. Therefore, the two

older generations in Taiwan tended to have stable partisan preferences between 1987 and

1996.
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The Social Bases of Partisan Support

In this study, I examined how people’s ethnicity, gender, education, vocation, and

socioeconomic status might affect their partisan preferences. In addition, I investigated

how the emergence of the NP affected the social bases of support for two major parties.

People’s ethnicity was a good indicator to predict their partisan preferences. When

voters faced two major parties, i.e. the KMT and the DPP, first-generation mainlanders

were the group most supportive of the KMT between 1987 and 1996. First-generation

Taiwanese were least likely to support the KMT in 1987, but they increased their support

over time and became the group most supportive of the KMT among the three Taiwanese

generations in 1996. As to the DPP, Taiwanese were more likely to support the DPP than

mainlanders. Among Taiwanese, third-generation voters were more likely to support the

DPP than were the other two generations in 1996. On the other hand, less than 5 percent

of mainlander voters preferred the DPP between 1987 and 1996.

When voters had to make a choice among the three major parties, those in the

third generation were most likely to defect from the KMT. There were ethnic differences

in their partisan preferences when they faced the three major parties. Compared with

younger Taiwanese, older-generation ones were less likely to be affected by the

emergence of the NP. On the other hand, a majority of mainlanders in the three

generations defected from the KMT when they had another alternative, i.e., the NP. But

young mainlanders were more likely to be attracted by the NP than were older

mainlanders.

As to voters’ gender, it was found that females in the two younger generations

became more likely to support the KMT after 1993. Among the three generations,
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however, first-generation males were the most loyal group to support the KMT since

1990. As to the social bases of support for the DPP, it was found that the DPP received

more support from second-generation males between 1987 and 1993. In 1996, third-

generation males became the most loyal supporters of the DPP among the six gender

groups. The emergence of the NP significantly affected the KMT’s supporters. The NP

was more likely to attract younger females in 1996.

The KMT received less support from educated voters than did the DPP. Between

1987 and 1993, educated people were more likely to prefer the KMT, but the KMT

gained more support from people with less than a high school education in 1996. As to

the social bases of support for the DPP, it was found that people with college and above

tended to support the DPP in 1987, 1990, and 1996. However, when different generations

were examined, it was found that people with less than a high school education were

more likely to support the DPP in 1993, but the DPP received more support from

educated people in the two younger generations in 1996. As to the NP, educated people

also were more likely to support that party.

As to people’s vocation, government employees were still loyal supporters of the

KMT, but the KMT received less support from civil servants in the third generation. On

the other hand, support of the DPP by younger government employees increased since

1993. The NP received support from government employees in the first and third

generations.

People’s subjective socioeconomic identity also affected their partisan

preferences. As to people’s subjective socioeconomic identity, the KMT received more

support from people with middle- and upper-class identity between 1987 and 1993, but
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the class difference in KMT support was small in 1996. As to the social bases of support

for the DPP, it attracted more people with lower-class identity in the two younger

generations between 1990 and 1993. However, there was no consistent pattern of DPP

support from different social classes. In 1996, people with middle-class and above

identity were also more likely to support the NP.

How Political Preferences Affected People’s Partisan Preferences

People’s political attitudes played an important role in determining their partisan

preferences in 1993. Their national identity, concerns about "money politics," and

democratic values significantly affected their partisan preferences. People with

Taiwanese identity, more concern about "money politics," and higher scores on

democratic values were more likely to support the DPP.

However, the emergence of the NP changed the relative strength of the KMT and

the DPP. For voters across the three generations, their national identity, concern about

"money politics," and democratic values still had a significant effect on their preference

for the DPP versus the KMT, but the magnitudes of these coefficients decreased in 1996.

The difference in support between the DPP and the NP came from people’s national

identity. That is, people with Taiwanese identity were more likely to support the DPP. As

to preference for the KMT versus the NP, people’s democratic values played a more

important role, and the NP received more support from people with higher scores on

democratic values.
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Partisan Preference and National Identity

In this dissertation, I demonstrated that the distribution of national identity among

first—generation voters was very stable between 1993 and 1996. Thirty percent of first-

generation voters had Chinese identity in 1993 and 1996, and about 35 percent of them

had Taiwanese identity. However, voters in second and third generations became less

likely to identify themselves as Chinese in 1996. Among Taiwanese, these voters became

more likely to have Taiwanese identity in 1996. The proportion of Taiwanese with

Taiwanese identity increased by 11.3 percent (from 33.7 percent to 41.6 percent)

between 1993 and 1996. On the other hand, the proportion of Taiwanese with Chinese

identity decreased by 7.9 percent (from 28.6 percent to 17.3 percent) between 1993 and

1996. As to mainlanders, they became less likely to have Chinese identity, and the

proportion with Chinese identity decreased by 30.9 percent (from 74.7 percent to 43.8

percent) between 1993 and 1996. Mainlanders became more likely to have "both Chinese

and Taiwanese" identity in 1996.

In 1995 and 1996, mainland China initiated several missile tests near Taiwan and

staged military exercises. One consequence of these actions was that people in Taiwan

become less likely to have a positive attitude toward China. As a result, the proportion of

people with Chinese identity decreased dramatically between 1993 and 1996.

In this dissertation, I also examined the function of party identification in shaping

national identity. Voters in the three generations employed their preference for the DPP

versus the KMT to determine their national identity. However, when each generation was

examined separately in 1996, it was found that only second-generation voters employed

their attitudes toward the three major parties to determine their national identity. As to
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voters in the first and the third generations, they did not employ their attitude toward the

KMT, the ruling party in Taiwan since 1949, to decide their national identity in 1996.

However, they used their attitudes toward two relatively new parties, the DPP and the

KMT, to determine their national identity. Therefore, I argue that voters in the second

generation might formulate their party identification to understand the complex politics in

Taiwan. Because the limitation of available data, I am not sure whether voters in the first

and the third generations formulated a long-term commitment toward a particular party

and employed it as a cue to understand politics.

Suggestions for Future Research

One major limitation of most empirical studies is that available data sets cannot

completely answer the research questions. However, employing limited data sets, I

presented that party identification is a useful concept in understanding the political

participation of people in Taiwan. During the last two decades, Taiwan experienced a

great transformation both politically and socially. People’s party identification provides a

guide to understand the electoral competition among major parties in Taiwan.

The dissertation also generated some directions for future research. I began by

examining whether some concepts developed in the United State could be applied to

Taiwan. A better way to examine the construct validity of some concepts would be to

employ empirical data sets to test them. Therefore, in future research, if difference

measurements of partisan preference are applied to the same survey, the researcher can

examine which measurements capture people’s long-term commitment to political parties.
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However, a better research design would employ panel studies to examine the stability of

people’s partisan preferences on different measurements.

Second, most surveys in Taiwan have used representative samples to make

inferences about the population. However, as demonstrated in this study, there were too

few mainlanders in the sample to make confident inferences. There are at least two ways

to solve this problem. One is to oversample mainlanders so that more mainlanders are

included in the data set, allowing to make more accurate inferences. Second is to

interview mainlanders only, and to examine their attitudes toward national identity,

partisan preferences, and other political issues. As demonstrated in this study,

mainlanders were the group most loyal to the KMT. After President Lee Teng-hui

promoted Taiwanese identity, recruited mostly Taiwanese into the power circle of the

KMT, and the NP emerged, mainlanders defected from the KMT to support the NP. It

would be interesting to examine whether political change in Taiwan has made

mainlanders’ political efficacy lower than it once was. Future studies would need to

include more mainlanders to make valid inferences.

Finally, it might be interesting to examine whether there is an interviewer’s

ethnicity effect on people’s responses to national-identity and other ethnicity-related

questions. Because past survey data did not include interviewers’ ethnicity, there is no

way to know whether or not the change in people’s national identity was an artifact. In the

future, interviewers’ ethnic background should be recorded, and researchers should

examine whether it significantly affects people’s ethnic attitudes and national identity

responses.
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APPENDIX A

Table A-1. Great Events in Taiwan

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

    

Year Event

1945 The Chinese government took over Taiwan after Japan surrendered

1946 The Constitution was ratified

1947 Parliament (Legislative Yuan, National Assembly, and Control Yuan)

members were elected;

February 28 Incident ignited Taiwanese rebellion against the Nationalist

government

1949 The Nationalisthovemment fled to Taiwan; martial law was imposed

1950 Land reformprogram was instituted in Taiwan

1951 First popular elections for mayors, magistrates, and provincial

assemblymen were instituted

1958 Mainland China conducted a massive artillery bombardment of Quemoy

from August 23 to October 4

1960 Lei Cheng was jailed; effort to establish a new party failed

1971 Taiwan was expelled from the United Nations

1972 First parliament election since 1947 was held

1977 Chungli Incident, the first violent demonstration

1978 US-PRC relations were normalized

1979 Kaohsitgg Incident, most Tang-wai leaders were jailed

1980 The Election Law was passed

1983 Tangwai organized a quasi-party organization, the Tangwai Candidates

Campaign Committee, to endorse candidates and coordinate election

activities in the 1983 legislative election

1986 The DPP was established

1987 Martial law was lifted

1989 The first election since lifting of martial law was held

199] All representatives of the National Assembly were elected by the voters

in Taiwan

1992 All legislators of the Legislative Yuan were elected by the voters in

Taiwan

1993 The NP was established

Source: Hsieh and Niou 1996; Liu 1990: 36; Sheng 1986: 86-89; Tien 1989, 1996.
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APPENDIX B

Table B-1. Distribution of Partisan Preference‘: 1987 to 1996

 

Partisan Preference 1987 1990 1993 1996 Range Mean

 

 

Prefer KMT 44.6 47.3 38.3 31.8 15.5 40.5

Prefer DPP 8.2 10.2 12.9 15.5 7.3 11.7

Indifferent 47.2 42.5 48.8 52.7 10.2 47.8

N 1,359 1,001 1,300 1,239

 

1 Question wording for the 1987 survey was Party ID_A measurement, 1990 and

1996 was like/dislike questions for two major parties, and 1993 was PID_C

measurements. See Chapter 3 for discussion of different measurements.
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Table B-2. Distribution of Partisan Preferences‘, by Generation, 1987

 

 

to 1996

Generation Partisan 1987 2 1990 1993 1996 Range Mean

Preference

1961 and After Prefer KMT 58.2 49.8 42.4 29.1 29.1 44.9

Prefer DDP 9.3 9.0 12.2 18.6 9.6 12.3

Indifferent 32.5 41.2 45.4 52.3 19.8 42.9

(N) (452) (333) (441) (533)

1943 to 1960 Prefer KMT 40.5 45.8 33.3 28.4 17.4 37.0

Prefer DDP 9.6 12.3 15.0 14.5 5.4 12.9

Indifferent 49.9 41.9 51.7 57.1 15.2 50.2

(N) (469) (400) (492) (455)

1942 and Before Prefer KMT 34.9 46.4 40.1 43.8 11.5 41.3

Prefer DDP 5.5* 8.6* 10.6 10.8 5 .3 8.9

Indifferent 59.6 45 .0 49.3 45.4 14.6 49.8

(N) (438) (267) (367) (251)

 

I For wording of questions on each survey, see Table B-1 and Chapter 3.

2 For 1987 the actual cohort categories were 1958 and after, 1943 to 1957, and 1942 and before.

*N<25.
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Table B-3. Partisan Distribution’ Among Taiwanese, by Generation,

 

 

1987 to 1996

Generation Partisan 1987 2 1990 1993 1996 Range Mean

Preference

1961 and After Prefer KMT 55.0 46.9 37.8 26.1 28.9 41.5

Prefer DDP 10.8 10.5 14.4 19.7 9.2 13.9

Indifferent 34.2 42.6 47.8 54.2 20.0 44.7

(N) (389) (277) (360) (436)

1943 to 1960 Prefer KMT 36.9 42.3 29.4 25.7 16.6 33.6

Prefer DDP 10.2 12.8 16.8 15.6 6.6 13.9

Indifferent 52.9 44.9 53.8 58.7 13.8 52.6

(N) (423) (352) (435) (397)

1942 and Before Prefer KMT 27.5 35 .0 29.9 39.3 11.8 32.9

Prefer DDP 5.9* 10.7* 13.9 13.5* 8.0 11.0

Indifferent 66.6 54.3 56.2 47.2 19.4 56.1

(N) (371) (206) (274) (178)

 

1 For wording of questions on each survey, see Table B-1 and Chapter 3.

2 For 1987 the actual cohort categories were 1958 and after, 1943 to 1957, and 1942 and before.

*N<25.
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Table B-4. Partisan Distribution‘ Among Mainlanders, by Generation,

1987 to 1996

 

Generation Partisan 1987 2 1990 1993 1996 Range Mean

Preference

 

1961 and After Prefer KMT 76.7 63.6 64.9 42.7 34.0 62.0

Prefer DDP 0.0* 1.8* 2.7* 12.4* 12.4 4.2

Indifferent 23.3* 34.6* 32.4* 44.9 21.6 33.8

(N) ( 60) ( 55) ( 74) ( 89)

1943-1960 Prefer KMT 73.3 71.7 62.5 48.0* 25.3 63.9

Prefer DDP 4.4* 6.5* 2.1* 8.0"‘ 5.9 5.3

Indifferent 22.3 * 21 .8* 35 .4* 44.0* 22.2 30.9

(N) ( 45) ( 46) ( 48) ( 50)

1942 and Before Prefer KMT 78.1 88.1 73.2 54.9 33.2 73.6

Prefer DDP 3.1* 1.7* 0.0* 4.2* 4.2 2.3

Indifferent 18.8* 10.2* 26.8* 40.9 30.7 24.2

(N) (64) (59) ( 71) (71)

 

I For wording of questions on each survey, see Table B-1 and Chapter 3.

2 For 1987 the actual cohort categories were 1958 and after, 1943 to 1957, and 1942 and before.

*N<25.
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Table B-5. Distribution of the Electorate‘ by Political Generations

 

 

Generations 1987 2 1996 3

1961 and After 16.0 38.8

1943 to 1960 49.4 39.0

1942 and Before 34.6 22.2

 

Source: 1987 and 1996 Population and Housing Survey Report, R.O.C.

‘ The electorate is defined as citizens 20 years old and above.

2 In 1987, the generations were defined as 1963 and after, 1943 to 1962, and

1942 and before.

3 In 1996, the generations were defined as 1962 and after, 1943 to 1961, and

1942 and before.
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APPENDIX C

The "party preference" index measures relative party strength as the difference

between the percentage of one group preferring the KMT and the percentage of the same

group preferring the DPP.

Table C-l Party Preference Index,‘ by Gender, 1987 to 1996

 

 

 

 

Generation Gender 1987 2 1990 1993 1996 Range Mean

1961 and After Male 52.1 40.4 25.7 8.4 43.7 31.7

Female 45.3 41.2 34.5 12.7 32.6 33.4

Difference 3 6.8 -0.8 -8.8 -4.3

1943 to 1960 Male 29.7 27.6 10.0 6.4 23.3 18.4

Female 32.2 40.3 27.4 21.6 18.7 30.4

Difference 3 -2.5 -12.7 - 17.4 ~15.2

1942 and Before Male 38.8 45.5 32.2 36.1 13.3 38.2

Female 20.6 25.0 25.6 29.0 4.0 25.1

Difference 3 18.2 20.5 6.6 7.1

Total Male 40.3 36.8 21.8 13 .9 26.4 28.2

Female 32.5 37.4 29.5 19.0 18.4 29.6

Difference 3 7.8 -0.6 -7.7 -5.1

National Mean 36.4 37.1 25.4 16.3 20.8 28.8

N 1,359 1,001 1,300 1,239

 

1 For the wording of question on each survey, see Table B-1, Appendix B, and Chapter 3. Each entry is

the proportion of KMT supporter minus the proportion of DPP supporters. A positive sign indicates a

KMT plurality.

2 For 1987 the actual cohort categories were 1958 and after, 1943 to 1957, and 1942 and before.

3 Difference = Male - Female.
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Table C-2. Party Preference Index,‘ by Level of Education, 1987 to 1996

 

Generation Level of Education 2 1987 2 1990 1993 1996 Range Mean

 

1961 and After Less than high school 32.3 29.4 14.8 12.0 20.3 22.1

High school 54.8 48.7 28.0 14.5 40.3 36.5

College and above 53.0 37.8 41.5 5.1 47.9 34.4

Difference 4 20.7 8.4 26.7 -6.9

1943 to 1960 Less than high school 20.2 19.8 7.4 14.1 12.8 15.4

High school 40.6 48.8 29.4 15.8 33.0 33.7

College and above 60.0 42.8 32.7 10.3 49.7 36.5

Difference 4 39.8 23.0 25.3 -3.8

1942 and Before Less than high school 26.4 31.9 23.1 29.7 8.8 27.8

 

 

High school 48.5 46.9 43.6 48.3 4.9 46.8

College and above 64.3 67.7 62.2 37.8 29.9 58.0

Difference 4 37.9 35.8 39.1 8.1

Total Less than high school 25.4 26.6 15.5 19.4 11.1 21.7

High school 49.5 48.5 30.1 17.3 32.2 36.4

College and above 57.4 43.8 41.2 10.2 47.2 38.2

Difference 4 32.0 17.2 25.7 -9.2

National mean 36.4 37.1 25.4 16.3 20.8 28.8

N 1.359 1,001 1,300 1,239

 

‘ For the wording of question on each survey, see Table B-1, Appendix B, and Chapter 3. Each entry is

the proportion of KMT supporter minus the proportion of DPP supporters. A positive sign indicates a

KMT plurality.

2 Levels of education for each category were: less than high school = 0 to 9 years, high school = 10 to 12

years, and college and above = 13 years and above.

3 For 1987 the actual cohort categories were 1958 and after, 1943 to 1957, and 1942 and before.

4 Difference = ”College and above" - "Less than High School."

* N<25.
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Table C-3. Party Preference Index,‘ by Vocation, 1987 to 1996

 

 

Generation Vocation 1987 2 1990 1993 1996 Range Mean

1961 and After Government Employee 78.8 75.0 45.0 13.3 65.5 53.0

Other 45.0 39.2 28.2 10.3 34.7 30.7

Difference 3 33.8 35.8 16.8 3.0

1943 to 1960 Government Employee 60.5 57.1 50.0 27.1 33.4 48.7

Other 27.7 32.0 13.3 12.3 19.7 21.3

Difference 3 32.8 25.1 36.7 14.8

1942 and Before Government Employee 82.3 80.0 70.6 51.0 31.3 71.0

Other 27.8 34.5 20.5 28.5 14.0 27.8

 

 

Difference 3 54.5 45.5 50.1 22.5

Total Government Employee 71.6 68.0 57.1 31.2 40.4 57.0

Other 33.3 35.1 20.5 14.3 20.8 25.8

Difference 3 38.3 32.9 36.6 16.9

National Mean 36.4 37.1 25.4 16.3 20.8 28.8

N 1,359 1,001 1,300 1,239

 

‘ For the wording of question on each survey, see Table B-1, Appendix B, and Chapter 3. Each entry is the

proportion of KMT supporter minus the proportion of DPP supporters. A positive sign indicates a KMT

plurality.

2 For 1987 the actual cohort categories were 1958 and after, 1943 to 1957, and 1942 and before.

3 Difference = "Government Employee" - "Other."

* N<25.
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Table C-4. Party Preference Index,‘ by Subjective Socioeconomic Status, 1987 to

 

 

1996

Generation Subjective 1987 3 1990 1993 1996 Range Mean

Socioeconomic Status

1961 and After Below middle class 34.9 33.3 10.0 7.0 27.9 21.3

Middle class and above 51.1 42.3 34.8 10.7 40.4 34.7

 

 

Difference 4 16.2 9.0 24.8 3.7

1943 to 1960 Below middle class 27.9 18.9 3.5 7.2 20.7 14.4

Middle class and above 31.9 38.4 21.2 15.2 23.2 26.7

Difference 4 4.0 19.5 17.7 8.0

1942 and Before Below middle class 21.4 32.9 11.0 39.5 28.5 26.2

Middle class and above 32.8 40.7 38.9 30.1 10.6 35.6

Difference 4 l 1.4 7.8 27 .9 -9.4

Total Below middle class 26.4 26.9 8.4 16.6 18.5 19.6

Middle class and above 39.1 40.3 30.4 15.5 23.6 31.3

Difference 4 12.7 13.4 22.0 -1.1

National Mean 36.4 37.1 25.4 16.3 20.1 28.8

(N) 1,359 1,001 1,300 1,239

 

‘ For the wording of question on each survey, see Table B-1, Appendix B, and Chapter 3. Each entry is the

proportion of KMT supporter minus the proportion of DPP supporters. A positive sign indicates a KMT

plurality.

2 "Below middle class" includes low-middle class and low class. "Middle class and above" includes middle

class, middle-high class, and high class.

3 For 1987 the actual cohort categories were 1958 and after, 1943 to 1957, and 1942 and before.

4 Difference = "Middle class and above" - " Below middle class."

*N<25.
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APPENDIX D

HAUSMAN TEST FOR MODEL SPECIFICATION

I use OLS to estimate coefficients for the national identity model in chapter 7. I

used the Hausman specification error test to detect whether there was a simultaneity

problem in my model. For 1993, my model is as follows:

Y1 = ,60 +6le + 62X, + 63X, + 64X, + ,65X, + 66X, + ,6,X6 + fi3X7 +5, ........(Dl)

Y2=ao+a,1/l +c12X3+cr3X4+a4X7+e2 ..........................................................(D2)

where

Yl is KMT versus DPP partisan preference

Y2 is national identity

X 1 is democratic values

X 2 is concern about "money politics"

X3 is a dummy variable for mainlander

X 4 is the educational level

X 5 is subjective socioeconomic status

X6 is a dummy variable for government or KMT official employee

X7 is a dummy variable for female.
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If there is no simultaneity problem, i.e., Y, and Y2 are mutually independent, Y2 and 62

should be uncorrelated. From equation (D1) and equation (D2), we get the following

reduced-form equations:

Y, = 7,, + 7,X, + 72X, +y3X3 +74X4 + ySXS +16X6 +77X7 +u, ............ (D3)

Y2 = 6,, +6,X, +62X2 +cS3X3 + 64X, +(55X5 +c56X,5 +(§,X7 +u2 ............(D4)

The Hausman test uses the following steps. First, I regressed Y, on explanatory

variables in equation (D3) to get 1?, . Then, I regressed Y2 on explanatory variables in

equation (DZ) and 17,, and performed a t test on the coefficient of u“, . The null hypothesis

for the Hausman test is that there is no simultaneity. If it is not significant, I fail to reject

the null hypothesis and there is no simultaneity problem in equation (D2). If the

coefficient for ii, is significant, I reject the null hypothesis and there is a simultaneity

problem. The results are reported in the following table:

 

 

 

 

      
 

Variables Y, X 3 X 4 X 7 ti,

Coefficients .255 .943 .145 -.073 -.032

Std. Error .075 .133 .031 .075 .080

t Values 3.412 7.098 4.630 -.973 -.396

Adj. R2 =.238 SEE = 1.1245 df=981 Conditional Index = 25.333

 

From the above table, we find that the coefficients for the explanatory variables are close

to the OLS estimation reported in Table 7-4. However, the coefficients for 1?, are not
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significant. Therefore, I fail to reject the null hypothesis, and there is no simultaneity

problem in this model.

As to the 1996 models, there are three variables for partisan preferences, so I used

explanatory variables in equation (D3) to get predicted values for partisan preferences

and predicted error values. In this situation, I use an F test to see if the coefficients for the

three error terms were jointly equal to zero. The F ratio was 1.223 with 3 and 961 degree

of freedom. The critical value at 5% was 2.60. Therefore, I failed to reject the null

hypothesis and there was no simultaneity problem in my models.
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