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Taiwan’s party system and political culture (1945-R05)*

Christian Schafferer

There have been three stages of development imistary of Taiwan’s political party system
since the Nationalist Chinese takeover in 1945:L{fhited pluralist authoritarian party sys-
tem (1945-1986), (2) pluralist party system witheasominant party (1986-2000), and (3)
polarized pluralist party system. A limited plusdliauthoritarian party system developed in
Taiwan under the KMT regime between 1945 and 18&8ing that time the KMT govern-
ment allowed opposition candidates to take patbdal and national elections, and to form
loosely connected political organizations, butniettd the political power of the opposition.
A pluralist party system with one dominant partyleed in liberalizing and democratizing
Taiwan between 1986 and 2000. During that time réiggme tolerated the formation of po-
litical parties, and a number of parties took irdlpart in the political process. Nevertheless,
the KMT still held an absolute majority in key dgon-making bodies due to its continuing
control over important institutions, such as théligament, the media, the military, and the
judiciary. In the December 2001 national electioowever, the KMT failed to gain an abso-
lute majority of seats in parliament, ending itsralmance in the lawmaking body. The elec-
tion marked the beginning of a polarized plurghatty system.

Limited pluralist authoritarian party system (1945-1986)

On 17 April 1895, the Treaty of Shimonoseki endszl $ino-Japanese War. According to the
treaty, China ceded Taiwan, the Pescadores Islandghe Liaotung Peninsula in southern
Manchuria to JapahUnder Japanese rule, Taiwan's infrastructure wemsendously im-
proved, its food production industrialized and apat-oriented economy created. It was at
that time that the foundations of the Taiwan’s exoit miracle were laid. During World War
II, the United States reached an agreement withar@¢hiKai-shek providing that Taiwan
would be returned to China after the war. The aged was confirmed in the Potsdam Dec-
laration of July 1945. Soon afterwards, Chiang &tk appointed a committee headed by
Chen Yi to take over the island’s administratiomeTKMT'’s strategy was to infiltrate Tai-
wan’s society by the means of public participatiorstate-controlled elections. At the early
stages, the plan failed to materialize becaus@é@fnidespread dissatisfaction with the new
regime that culminated in the 2-28 Incident (1947 )which Mainland Chinese troops killed
several thousand Taiwanese. After the incidentrélgeme continued its strategy of infiltrat-
ing Taiwan’s society by holding state-controlle@aions. There were two basic types of
state-controlled local elections throughout thetrablaw period: Those held at the provincial
level, and those at the sub-provincial level. Advyincial level, there were direct elections of
members to the Provincial Assembly, and the speuiahicipality councils of Taipei and
Kaoshiung. The chief executives at provincial lewelre appointed, though. Sub-provincial
elections can be separated into four types depgradirtheir administrative levels:
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1. County level: At the county level, there were direlections of magistrates and pro-
vincial municipality mayors, and the members of gucouncils and provincial mu-
nicipality councils.

2. County municipality level: At this level, membersomunty municipality councils, ru-
ral township councils and urban township couneitg] the mayors of rural and urban
townships were directly elected.

3. Borough level: At the borough level, the chiefdoofoughs and villages were directly
elected.

4. Neighborhood level: The neighborhood was the smsiaféectoral unit. At this level,
wardens were indirectly elected.

Table 1: Local elections in post-war non-democratidaiwan (1946-1987)

Number of Average num- Average
Administrative . . Number of Voter elected First direct

elections ber of candi- i X
Level seats turnout unafiliated election held

held dates per seat .
candidate

Provincial Level
Provincial Assembly 9 1.9 57-771 73.48  20.6271 1954
Taipei City Council 5 1.43 48-511 65.72 16.81 1969
Kaoshiung City
Councill 2 1.81 42 76.22 23.81 1981
County Level
Council members 11 1.76 814-1,024 79.96 28.94 1950/51
Chief Executives 10 2.32 19-21 74.32 13.66 1950/51
County Municipality Level
Council members 13 1.69 3,700-9,778 66.37% 54.5% 1946
Chief Executives 10 1.9 309-360, 70.671 12.25] 1950/51

Borough Level

Chief Executives 11 1.61° 5,105-6,608 64.71] 28.53 | 1951
Source: Author’'s own calculation based on data igexi/by the Central Election Commission

@ data on 1946 and 1948 election not available

P data on 1946 and 1948 elections not available

¢ data on elections held before 1973 not available

Voter turnout in local elections was between 60 @gercent. Since the formation of new
political parties was illegal at that time, oppmsit candidates could only register as inde-
pendents. In 1950s, only one out of ten counciidrsounty municipality level was nomi-
nated by the KMT. In 1986, three quarters werdiafid with the party. At the county level,
the situation was similar but less dramatic. Atphevincial level, the KMT could not signifi-
cantly increase its share of councilors. Although average number of successful independ-
ents was the lowest in the elections of county fcliecutives, Taipei City councilors and
provincial assembly members, there was a significamrease in the number of elected inde-
pendent candidates (Table 1). Most of these indigres were true opposition figures. The
group of unaffiliated politicians can be dividedantwo categories, the first comprised of
politicians who were indeed critical of the KMT gamment and the latter of politicians who
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were supporters of the KMT regime. Most of the ¢datbs belonging to the latter group reg-
istered as independents after having failed toiohktee party’s nomination. It was not before
the 1977 local elections that the former group g@dimomentum. The elections resulted in an
unprecedented high number of non-KMT provinciakassly members, and chief executives
of counties and provincial municipalities takindioé. At least 14 of the 21 independent as-
sembly members were genuine opposition figureqiteffwhom were the highest vote get-
ters in their constituencies. Moreover, four outwénty chief executives of Taiwan’s twenty
counties and provincial municipalities were anti-KMctivists. The election was also differ-
ent from previous ones in that it was for the firste that the opposition ran on a common
platform. Moreover, in thirteen counties and prai@h municipalities the number of votes
cast for anti-KMT activists almost equaled thosstdar the KMT votes, which took the
party by surprise and encouraged opposition figtsesontinue their struggle for democracy
within the systerd.A year later, the strengthened opposition moverrigd to continue its
electoral success at the national level by takig i the supplementary parliament elections
scheduled to be held at the end of the year.

From local to national level

In addition to local elections, limited direct parhentary elections were held during the mar-
tial law period. Members of the three chambersafipment were first elected in 1947 and
1948 respectively in all provinces of China inchgliTaiwan. Delegates to the National As-
sembly (NA), the constitution-drafting body, andmieers of the Legislative Yuan (LY), the
lawmaking body, were elected by universal suffragleereas members of the Control Yuan
(CY), the watchdog organ, were elected indirecthidral councils. According to Article 65
of the Constitution, LY members serve a three-yean and elections of new members must
be completed three months prior to the expiratibearh term. The term of office of CY
members was restricted to six years by Articlev@3ereas the term of office of NA delegates
terminates on the day on which the next NA convereticle 28 of the Constitution rules
that NA elections be held every six years. Due eon@iunist rule over most parts of China,
new parliamentary elections were, however, impdssibd thus members of parliament were
frozen in office. The Council of Grand Justicesetukthat the then members of parliament
should continue to function until nation-wide elens could be heldHowever, population
growth, the ageing of parliament members, and nbeeasing doubt over the KMT’s legiti-
macy to rule Taiwan made supplementary parliamgmigctions necessary.

In its fourth plenary session held in March 196& National Assembly, thus, enlarged
presidential powers by amending the Temporary Brons affixed to the Constitution. The
amendment added two important clauses, one of wdiclrded the President the right to
make adjustments to the administrative and perdargans of the Central Government and
promulgate regulations providing for elections itbthe elective offices at the Central Gov-
ernment level, which had become vacant, or for tvlaidditional representation was deemed
necessary due to population growth. That amendperdd the way for supplementary elec-
tions of all three parliamentary organs. In his sage to the nation held during the 1969 Chi-
nese new-year festivities, President Chiang Kaksimnounced that national elections would

2 . Lin Jia-long, “Taiwan difang xuanju yu guomimggzhengquan de shichanghua” [Taiwan’s local
elections and the marketization of KMT’s politiggdwer], inLiangan jiceng xuanju yu zhengzhi
shehui biangian[Grassroots elections, political and social change China and Taiwan], ed.
Chen Ming-Tong and Cheng Yong-nian (Taipei: Yuand£98), 236.

3. Interpretation Shih Tzu No.31, Council of Gréastices.
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take place later that year to fill vacancies and ae\w members to all of the three parliamen-
tary bodies’ In March 1969, the government promulgated thesraled regulations concern-
ing the supplementary national elections. The &tgth election was finally held in December
1969. Fifteen National Assembly members, elevendlaiyve Yuan members and two Con-
trol Yuan representatives were elected. There Viiaither supplementary elections in the
following years (Table 2).

Table 2: Number of elected seats supplementary paament elections (1949-1987)

196¢ 1972 197:% 197t 198C 198z 198¢€ 1987
National 53 76 84
Assembly 15(1.06 (3.76) - - (6.19) - (8.71) -
Legislative 36 37 70 71 73
Yuan 11 (2.30  (7.91) -  (8.62 (17.24 (19.29 (22.53 -
Control 2 10 22 22
Yuan (2.82) - (12.82 - (29.73 - - (31.88)
Total 28 98 10 37 168 71 157 22

Compiled by the author based on date provided &yCntral Election Commission
Numbers in brackets are percentage of total members

The 1969 election was a by-election of five Natiohssembly members, and an election of
23 additional members of parliament due to popoagrowth and the elevation of Taipei to
a special municipality. The term of those memben® wepresented the province of Taiwan
and had been elected in 1947 did not expire bef@d 972 election. Since then, all members
elected to represent Taiwan had to stand for retiele whereas all other members remained
frozen in office. The number of additional seatsl lh@en increased over the years due the
changes in the calculation formula of seats pdridisthe elevation of Kaoshiung to a special
municipality in 1979, and population growth. Sirk&/2, seats reserved for overseas Chinese
representation were appointed by the president.rilimeber of appointed members equaled
about half of the elected members in 1972. Thi® rdécreased significantly, but remained
almost unchanged in the composition of new Contt@n members, that is about 45 percent.
Although the number of parliament members electedaiwan increased over the years,
there had been no chance of any law being passdowithe support of the senior mem-
bers—those elected on the mainland in 1948—andnévay appointed parliamentarians.
Even in the late 1980s, the total number of nevid¢ted members remained far below 50
percent of the total number of parliamentarians(@2). Nevertheless, these elections gave
the opposition the opportunity to challenge the Kgdvernment not only in local elections
but also in national ones. Although the ratio oivlyeelected members to the total member-
ship was anything but impressive, these electiom® wle-facto national ones since they were
not in any way limited to only a small part of theea under the jurisdiction of the KMT gov-
ernment. At that time, Taiwan had already emergetha de-facto remnant of Sun Yat-sen’s
Republican China.

After the election victory in 1977, the oppositiaras determined to expand its success
from the local to national level by taking partriational elections. The 1978 parliamentary
elections were hotly contested by candidates df flo¢ opposition and the ruling party. In
order to maximize the support of opposition canisaand to co-ordinate their campaign
efforts throughout the island, a special assist@ooemittee was founded by opposition lead-
ers such as Huang Hsin-chieh and Shih Ming-teh,reamded Tangwai Campaign Assistance

4. Central Election Commissiodhong hua min guo xuanju sfitepublic of China election history]
(Taipei: Central Election Commission, 1986), 389.
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Committee dangwai zhuxuan tudn Tangwai (also dangwa) was a term used to refer to
those independent candidates who opposed the KMTitnally means “outside the party.”
Since it was illegal to form political parties, [egtivism among opposition candidates could
only exist without official institutions. The 19&ection was expected to be a turning point
in Taiwan’s political history. The opposition hadyih expectations since the KMT regime
appeared to be less suppressive than in the pastrly December, non-KMT candidates
were even allowed to make public a common platfionthe elections and to introduce it to
the local and foreign media, which led the oppositand foreign observers even more to
consider the election crucial for Taiwan’s politi¢ature. However, US President Carter’s
decision to recognize the regime in Beijing andreleagnize Taipei as the only legitimate
government of China just a few days before theti@les should have taken place was a
shock to the KMT government, and elections werdpgmyged indefinitely, a move most likely
caused by the regime’s uncertainty about the outécofithe election. Immediately after the
elections were cancelled, democracy in Taiwan @uaen appeared to be a myth, since US
pressure seemed gone. But, as a matter of fachr&sSure on Taipei increased as a result of
the Taiwan’s Relations Act, which was passed sphatierwards by the US Congress, and
restored Taipei-Washington relations.

The opposition tried to preserve some of the moorangained during the interrupted
election campaign by staging a number of indoor @mndoor meetings. At the beginning of
June, the opposition established two organizationzrovide organizational facilities to op-
position members of parliament and the provincggdembly respectively, namely the Joint
Office of Tangwai RepresentativeBajwan dangwai minyi daibiao lianhe banshigtaund the
Joint Committee of Tangwai Parliamentary Candidd#sngyang minyi daibiao xianji
houxtianren lianyihyi®

In August 1979, the opposition started to publishagazineMeilidao, which became the
most important political publication in Taiwan &gt time. The magazine aimed at forming a
united front against the KMT leadership, regardlegshe different ideologies and back-
grounds of its supporters. Its board members caeg@rsixty founding members of different
ideological and professional backgrounds within dpgposition. Prominent people such as
Shih Ming-teh, Huang Shin-chie, Lin Yi-hsiung, Y&hia-wen, Chang Te-ming, Huang
Tian-fu, Hsu Shin-liang, Chang Chun-hung and LwHgn, however, soon gained the upper
hand. The dominant group arouMkilidao set up several offices around the island and
openly doubted the regime’s legitimacy to rule TamwThe group was of the opinion that the
KMT could be forced into a full-fledged democratipa through an escalating series of mass
meetings and demonstratiohSoon, this opposition group appeared to be alsetioreat to
the KMT regime. The government thus decided torddit the activists by initiating what
would later be called the Kaoshiung Incident. Withdoubt, the cancellation of the 1978
election brought about temporary political disorgefaiwan and put great pressure on both
the KMT regime and the opposition.

A year after the Kaoshiung Incident, the postpoh®d8 election finally took place. The
election was viewed as a watershed event in Tasvaolitical development, since it was the
first time that the opposition agreed on a commiatfgrm and was able to openly criticize
the government without facing harsh consequenceseder, the election was held under a
new election law that was a compromise betweengtheernment and opposition figures.

5. Jirgen Domes, “Political Differentiation in Wein: Group Formation Within the Ruling Regime
and the Opposition CirclesAsian SurveyXXl, no. 10 (1981): 1012; Mab Huang, “Political
Ko'tung and the Rise of the Democratic ProgresBlagy in Taiwan,'Soochow Journal of Politi-
cal Sciencés (1996): 136.

DomesDpDifferentiation 1012-13.

DomespDifferentiation 1012-13.

No
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Both international observers and opposition figuese surprised and some even called the
election a “political holiday® Copper and Chen claim that in spite of garneréss ithan ten
percent of the seats in this election, the oppwsitould still “boast of victory” for several
reasons, such as the fact that several opposiiumes succeeded in gaining the highest
numbers of votes. Moreover, the public in geneeahsed sympathetic toward the opposition
and did not negatively associate it with the Kaosbilncident After the election, leading
figures of the opposition noted that the formatajra political party would be necessary if
they wanted to gain legitimacy, channel financisggk agreement on issues, arrange for co-
operation during campaigns, and better negotiatectirordination of candidaté$ Thus,
pressure from opposition circles on the authorittekegalize political parties increased con-
stantly.

Finally, on 28 September 1986, 135 members of gposition established Taiwan'’s first
true opposition party, the Democratic Progressiaey?(DPP). The party comprised both
moderate and radical Taiwan independence actitlsdse who were anti-KMT but in favor
of unification with mainland China also supportgdthe most prominent of whom was Zhu
Gao Zheng. Although it was still illegal to formIpical parties in Taiwan, the authorities did
not crack down on the newly formed DPP. In Octoliresident Chiang Ching-kuo made
public his intention to lift the martial law decraed allow the formation of political parties.
In December, the DPP took part in parliamentargtelas and succeeded in gaining substan-
tial support (10 out of 73 seats in the Legislatftean and 10 out of 84 seats in the National
Assembly). The KMT government was taken by surpwben it learned that some of their
‘iron seats’ such as those reserved for represeasadf labor unions were taken by the DPP.
In the following year, the KMT regime lifted madtilaw. Substantial political and social
changes followed and led to a pluralist party systéth the KMT dominant.

Pluralist party system with one dominant party (19%-2000)

After the lifting of martial law in 1987, politicglarties mushroomed in Taiwan. In December
1989, the first national election after the liftiofy martial law took place. Thirteen political
parties participated in the election of 130 parkmmmembers. The KMT nominated 140
candidates, the DPP 57, the two KMT satellites,GESP and CYP, nominated 2 and 3 re-
spectively, and other parties 20. Although a nundfetifferent parties contested in the elec-
tion, the DPP was the only opposition party thatldgain substantial support and put pres-
sure on the KMT government to reform Taiwan’s pcéik system. One of the DPP’s key de-
mands was the retirement of the senior parliamesmbers—those elected on the mainland
and frozen in office. Only through massive streetgsts did the KMT regime finally agree
to pass a law requiring the “voluntary retiremeoftthese members.

8. John F. Copper and George P. Chen, “Taiwan'stigles: Political Development and Democrati-
zation in the Republic of ChinaQccasional Papers/Reprint Series in ContemporafarAStud-
ies64, no. 5 (1984): 59-67.

9. Fu Hu and Yun-han Chu, “Electoral Competitiord dwlitical Democratization,” irPolitical
Change in Taiwaned. Cheng Tun-jen and Stephan Haggard (Bouldenrier, 1992), 183; Cop-
per,Political Developmentt9.

10. This co-ordination is decisive in electionsicsi the SNTV-system is applied in national election
in Taiwan.
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Table 3: Candidates and elected officials non-suppimentary parliament elections (1947-2004)

Candidates Elected
Date Seats Turnout TotalKMT DPP NP Othét Female KMT DPP NP Othér Female
Legislative Yuan
21-23 January 1948 8 71.41 13 - - - 13 2 - - - 6 2
19 December 1992 161 72.02 403 158 78 - 167 46 96 50 - 15 17
2 December 1995 164 67.65 397 139 93 45 120 50 85 54 21 4 23
5 December 1998 225 68.09 498 161 11251 174 86 123 70 11 21 43
1 December 2001 225 66.31 455 97 83 32 243 81 68 87 1 69 50
11 December 2004 225 59.16 492 103 129 1 259 96 79 89 1 56 47
National Assembly
21-23 November
1947 27 73,24 78 - - - 78 5 - - - 27 4
21 December 1991 325 68.32 627304 144 - 179 76 254 66 - 5 42
23 March 1996 334 76.21 591 263 153 8 92 103 183 99 49 6 61
Control Yuan
10 January 1948 5 81.08 8 —~ — — 8 3 — — — 5 1

Table compiled by the author based on data provigetie Central Election Commission

& Taiwan Province only

®LY: 1948: no data on partisanship; 1992: CSDR(P)1), SCP(1), WP(1), CUP(4), ACDP(1), CCP(1), RPTP(1), ChSDP(25), CPWP(1), CPAP(2),
independents(122); 1995: LP(2), CTDAP(1), CP(1dejmendents(115); 1998: CYP(1), CTDAP(1), NDNA(5R(®), NDP(1), TAIP(20), DU(25),

NNA(12), independents(108); 2001: PFP(61), TSU(BE)NA(1), TN1(3), WAP(1), TAIP(3), GP(1), CTDAP(1ECBLU(1), independents(132); ); 2004:
PFP(65), TAIP(4), TSU(40), WAP(1), NPSU(32), WA(I)dependents(116); NA: 1947: no data on partisand 996: LP(2), CTDAP(1), GP(1), PP(1),
CYP(1), independents(69)

©LY: 1948: no data on partisanship; 1992: ChSDP(295: independents(4); 1998: NDNA(3), TAIP(1), BY(NNA(1), independents(12); 2001: PFP(46),
TSU(13), TN1(1), independents(9); 2004: PFP(34)J{MR), NPSU(6), independents(4); NA: 1947: no datgartisanship; 1991: NDNA(3), independ-
ents(2); 1996: GP(1), independents(5)



Constitutional amendments in April 1991 paved tlagy/ fior elections of all members of par-
liament (National Assembly and Legislative YuahJhroughout the 1990s, Taiwan’s party
system remained unchanged. There were severatstitey developments, though:

1. The number of political parties contesting in na#ibelections decreased.

2. The KMT lost popular support, but no oppositiontpaucceeded in preventing the
party from obtaining an absolute majority in parient.

3. There was a tendency towards a three party systemgdthe first half of the 1990s,
and another towards a two party one during thersebalf.

There was much enthusiasm in 1989 to participatetional election§? Within a few years,
however, most of that enthusiasm was gone and thigel992 parliamentary election most
people predicted the emergence of a two party syst&hen the New Party (NP), a KMT
splinter, was founded in August 1993 there suddeebmed to be optimism that the KMT
would lose its majority in parliament and a threety system would emerge soon. The NP’s
official election campaign strategyan dang bu guo baun the 1995 national election was to
win enough popular support as to break the KMT'snapmly in the Legislative Yuan, the
lawmaking body of governmeft.The party almost succeeded: The KMT’s share ofssea
dropped from the 60 percent the party obtained9®21to 52 percent in the 1995 national
election. The NP captured 13 percent of the totmhlmer of seats and the DPP 33 percent,
two percentage points more than the previous elecin the 1998 national election, the party
nominated 51 candidates but only eleven (3 peroktdtal number of all elected legislators)
got elected. The ruling KMT captured 55, the DPP&1d the remaining seats were taken by
minor parties and independents (see Table 3). Tiessdts seemed to have put an end to op-
timism about a three party system emerging in Taiwa

The Rise and Decline of Minor Parties

During the period of pluralism in Taiwan'’s partysggm (1986-2000), there were a total of 32
political parties competing against the ruling KMilparliamentary elections. Aside from the

DPP and the NP, no opposition party succeededimnggsignificant popular support, that is

5 five percent of the total votes cast for candidatominated by political parties. These par-
ties are referred to as minor parties in the foifmy*

11. Amendments in May 1992 stipulated that the nespf the Control Yuan be nominated and,
with the consent of the National Assembly, appalnity the president. Further constitutional
amendments were made in April 2000. Article 1 @sidamendments turned Taiwan’s parliament
into a semi-bicameral one. The term of all NatioAstembly members expired on 19 May 2000.
After that day, members to the assembly will ordydbected by proportional representation within
three months of the expiration of a six-month pefimlowing the public announcement of a pro-
posal by the LY to amend the constitution or albter national territory, or within three months of
a petition initiated by the LY for the impeachmefitthe president or the vice president. Elected
members have to convene of their own accord wiiindays after the confirmation of the elec-
tion result and have to remain in session no lotigemn one month, with the term of office expir-
ing on the last day of the convention.

12. In this election, a total of 101 members ofiparent were elected: Taiwan Province: 58; Aborigi-
nes: 4; Special Municipalities (Taipei, Kaoshiungp; Fukien Province: 1; functional seats
(workers, farmers, business-people, industrialiigeermen and teachers): 18

13. New PartyQing xiu nei zheng ai Taiwghange the political system, love Taiwan] (Taipéew
Party, 1995), 16-30.

14. Apart from minor parties, four political alliees took part in parliamentary elections. Although
these alliances are registered as political pattieg are not in practice. Alliances have merely
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As illustrated in Table 4, political parties compgtin national elections proliferated at the
end of the 1980s and the beginning of the 1990®t& of fourteen minor parties (sixteen
parties in total) took part in the 1991 Nationals@sibly election—the highest number of
participating political parties ever in Taiwan. €rryears later, only three minor parties (Six
parties in total) took part in national electioAfter 1995, the number of (minor) parties par-
ticipating in national elections increased slighfiyable 4) but never reached the 1992 total.
Between 1986 and 2000, there were only five miraditipal parties of political significance
(the Labor Party, Workers Party, Chinese Social baatic Party, Green Party, and the Tai-
wan Independence Party), and only three that aede@émough popular support to have a can-
didate elected. In 1991, the Chinese Social DentiodParty (CSDP) captured one seat in the
Legislative Yuan. The Green Party (GP) was sucuaesgsfone constituency in the 1996 Na-
tional Assembly election, and the Taiwan IndependdParty (TAIP) in the 1998 Legislative
Yuan election. Most of the remaining minor partresminated one or two candidates who
garnered no more than a few hundred votes in ¢aesties where at least 30,000 votes were
necessary for a victory. With the exception of @&DP, all of the politically important minor
parties were single-issue oriented and part ofvireous social movements that emerged at
the end of the 1980s.

Table 4: Minor parties in parliament elections (198-2004)

Numb_er of Candidates Elected Total \_/otes re- % of total votes

parties ceived cast
LY 1989 11 25 0 125,258 1.3
NA 1991 14 81 0 222,976 2.54
LY 1992 12 45 1 182,332 2.25
LY 1995 3 4 0 7,456 0.08
NA 1996 4 21 1 129,859 1.24
LY 1998 5 24 1 155,443 1.55
LY 2001 7 52 2 289,265 2.78
LY 2004 4 7 1 18,068 0.18

Table compiled by the author based on data provigetie Central Election Commission

Among these, the Labour Party was the first to €stnh national elections. Socialist intellec-
tuals and labor activists under the leadership asimér DPP legislator Wang Yi-hsiung
founded the party in November 1987. At the enchef1980s, labor disputes were on the rise
and Wang Yi-hsiung thought that a party representite interests of Taiwan’s 3.4 million
industrial laborers would have a political futunedemocratizing Taiwan. The 1989 Legisla-
tive Yuan election was the first national electaifter the lifting of martial law. Wang Yi-
hsiung had great expectations and his party noetneandidates in eight constituencies.
Wang himself ran in the industrial city of KaoshgurThe party, however, garnered only
about one percent of the total votes cast, and nbtiee hopefuls was elected. Nevertheless,
compared with the other minor parties, the reswkse impressive. In 1992, the party took
part in elections for the last time. Hope was wsteartist Hsu Hsiao-tan, who contested in
the city of Kaoshiung. The party adopted a rathesrthodox strategy in the election cam-

been formed so as to get access to free TV advgrtied to be eligible for nationwide seats allo-
cated by proportional representation. See ChrisSietmafferer;The Power of The Ballot Box: Po-
litical Development and Election Campaigning inwan (Lanham, Md.: Lexington, 2003), 72.

15. Two in Kaoshiung City (1st and 2nd electoraitrilit); one in 12th electoral district of Taiwan
Province (Kaohsiung County); one in the 14th eledtdistrict of Taiwan Province (Taidong), one
in the 7th electoral district, of Taiwan Provin€gh@ng Hua), and three in the functional constitu-
encies representing workers (lao gong tuan ti).
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paign. The candidate, Hsu Hsiao-tan undressedgbylain various occasions and promised
anopencampaign. The party's strategy almost worked osti Hsiao-tan succeeded in get-
ting 32,349 votes and would have needed anothev@@ to be elected. Instead of her, an-
other, lesopen female candidate (KMT) captured the parliamentaagt. The defeat of Hsu
Hsiao-tan ended the party’s existence. The LabadiyReas not the only political vehicle of
the labor movement at that time. In March 1989, Mwi-wen, together with a number of
other socialist intellectuals, founded the WorkBesty (ao dong danyy Most of its 3,000
members were workers and socialist intellectuals Wwllonged to branches of the Chinese
Communist Party and had been former political prise’® Before establishing the Workers
Party, Luo Mei-wen was the vice-chair of the Lalarty. There were several differences
between Luo Mei-wen and the chair of the Laboryyaktang Yi-hsiung, which led to Luo’s
decision to quit the party. Firstly, Wang had ne¢erast in grassroots activities. He only
wanted to win elections and provide legal advicevtwkers. Luo argued that a party had to
achieve more than just providing services to waker his view, the party had to be a sym-
bol—a revolutionary force that struggles fiercelyamst capitalist exploitation. A further
difference was the attitude towards unification aondialism. Wang was of the opinion that
unification with the People’s Republic of China w@worsen the situation for the workers
since a large number of mainland workers would rehtéwan and lower wages. Wang was
not interested in Marxism and saw pragmatism asyatesimprove the lives of workers. Luo,
however, thought that only through unification abtthe working class get strong enough to
fight effectively against capitalist, imperialisir€es. Luo was an adherent to Marxist ideol-
ogy and wanted to significantly reduce the influzi€ the capitalists, by revolution if neces-
sary. Apart from the ideological differences, Wafighsiung and Luo Mei Wen belonged to
different social classes. Wang studied Law at Natid@aiwan University and pursued further
studies at academic institutions in Japan, Fraame the UK. Although he had been a legisla-
tor representing the industrial city of Kaoshiumgtihe past, he had never been directly in-
volved in the labor movement. Luo, on the otherdhavas at that time a veteran activist of a
powerful trade union in Hsinchu Countyu@n dong cuan gong HuiThe Workers Party filed
three candidates in the 1989 parliamentary elechione gained enough popular support to
be elected. In 1991, the party concentrated itsuregs on the campaign of Luo Mei-wen,
who ran for office in Hsinchu County, where he wage popular due to his active role in the
1989 Hsin Pu-chen striké.Luo garnered 18,008 votes (10.35 percent of thesveast),
which ranked sixth in his electoral constituencyolMei Wen would have needed another
5,613 votes (3.2 percent) for his victdfywith the failure of Luo Mei-wen in Hsinchu, even
members of the party began to doubt the possilwiitgaving a powerful labor party in Tai-
wan. Others blamed the weak financial capabiliied the KMT-dominated media for the

16. The party’s vice chairman, for instance, waye&drs and 7 months in prison.

17. In 1989, Luo Mei Wen was the leader of a tnagien (yuan dong cuan gong hui) belonging to Far
Eastern, one of Taiwan’s top 50 business congla@ei@otal assets). The factory was situated in
Hsin Pu-chen, Hsinchu County. Employees there wasgatisfied about the working conditions
and payment; Luo Mei-wen demanded improvements framEastern. However, as a result of
the union’s activities, the union had its officesacked by the police. That incident led to the un-
ion’s final decision to stage a protest againstdbmpany. According to him several thousand
workers took part in the demonstration, which ewaly proved unsuccessful. Tang Shu, a lead-
ing party official, blamed the government for tlaudre, claiming that government officials had
put pressure on the families of the participangsnity members were told that there would be no
work for them in future unless they withdrew theupport for the union. (Interview with Tang
Shu, Secretary-General, Workers Party, August 198ipei).

18. There were nine candidates running for offitehe same constituency. The district magnitude
was four.
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poor results? Popular support for the party diminished over ykars, and after another de-
feat in 1996, the party decided to refrain fronrmlcandidates in national elections.

Apart from the Labor Party and Workers Party, theeee two other important minor par-
ties, which tried to become vehicles for Taiwarosial movements, namely the Green Party
and the Taiwan Independence Party. Prof. Kao Chamgof National Taiwan University
founded the Green Party in January 1996. The pgiety 16 hopefuls in the 1996 National
Assembly elections. In total, the Green Party ol@diabout 1 percent of the vote, and only
one hopeful was elected with 11 percent of thesvotest in Yunlin County. In the beginning,
the party had a variety of objectives, such asisglhiolg the National Assembly and promoting
social welfare legislation, and did not primarilycfis on environmental issu@sAfter the
defeat in 1996, the party, under the leadershigad Cheng-yan, developed into a single-
issue party. Kao ran a highly focused—though ursssfal—campaign in 1998, and later in
2001. His objection to the construction of Taiwafosrth nuclear power plant became the
only issue raised in his campaign speeches, patspdhel newspapers ads. The Green Party
was thus not able to repeat its 1996 success giolleeand disappeared from Taiwan’s politi-
cal landscape after its defeat in 2001.

In March 1996, the people of Taiwan could for thistftime directly elect their president.
Incumbent President Lee Teng-hui of the ruling yatained 54.0 percent of the vote,
whereas independence activist and former prisoheorscience Peng Ming-min (DPP) only
garnered 21.1 percent. The result was a setbadkhdéoindependence movement. Their sup-
porters blamed the DPP leadership for the disastoaicome of the election. Independence
activists believed that the perceived weakeninthefDPP’s adherence to the founding prin-
ciple of pursuing Taiwan’s independence had diseged many core DPP supporters who
either refrained from voting or cast their votessimpport of Lee Teng-hdt. The Taiwan
Communiqué, a major news organ of the independemsement, wrote at that time:

19. Interview with Tang Shu, Secretary-General, k€os Party, August 1996, Taipei.

20. With the president directly elected by popuwlate, the Green Party as well as other opposition
parties considered the National Assembly futile aretl to abolish it. Until its abolishment, the
Green Party regarded it as “garbage” that shoulcebgcled. Party candidates elected to the Na-
tional Assembly were expected to use their seassipport constitutional changes allowing for the
abolition of the chamber, and to use 80 percetitaif salaries to financially support Taiwan's so-
cial movements. The Green Party initiated the fdionaof the Social Legislative Campaign Alli-
ance (she fa lien) in September 1996. The allianwresisted of sixteen major social groups: the
Taiwan Environmental Protection Union (taiwan hgiag bao hu lian meng), Animal Protection
Association of the ROC (zhong hua min guo guan Bhang ming xie hui), Alliance for the Dis-
abled (can zhang lian meng), Taiwan Journalistsogiation (taiwan xin wen zhi che xie hui),
410 Education Reform League (410 jiao yu gai cam theng), Social Workers' Association of the
ROC (zhong hua min guo she hui gong zuo zhuan iygyuan xie hui), Foundation for the En-
couragement of Social Welfare Institutions (li xdhe hui fu li shi ye ji jin hui), Taiwan Labor
Front (taiwan lao gong zhen xian), Legislative AntiCommittee of the Workers (gong ren xing
dong li fa wei yuan hui), The Eden Social Welfamufdation (yi dian she hui fu li ji jin hui),
League for the Promotion of Welfare for the Ageab(fen fu li tui dong lian meng), Car Accident
Rescue Association of the ROC (zhong hua min geohtlo jiou yuan xie hui), Taiwan Associa-
tion of University Professors (taiwan jiao shou Rig), and the Modern Social Welfare Associa-
tion (xian dai she hui fu li xie hui). The alliansenain purpose is to push welfare legislation.

21. Lee Teng-hui was very popular due to the flaat he was the first president born in Taiwan and
that he was believed to be a disguised independmstngst. See lan BurumaTaiwan’s New Na-
tionalists: Democracy with Taiwanese Charactesdstiéoreign Affairs (July/August 1996)x
http://www.foreignaffairs.org/19960701faessay424d/burumal/taiwan-s-new-nationalists-
democracy-with-taiwanese-characteristics.html> (@ydst 2003).
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The attempts by DPP leaders Shih Ming-teh and Hsim-kang to play political
power games, first by co-operating with the profioation New Party and recently
with the ruling KMT, has deeply disappointed mariyhee DPP’s core supporters. In
December 1995, then-chairman Shih Ming-teh orchtsdra “grand reconciliation”
with the pro-unification New Party and aligned helfisvith the NP in an unsuccess-
ful attempt to run for the presidency of the Legjfisle Yuan. In the spring of 1996, in
a peculiar zigzag change of course, the new chaiwh#he DPP, Mr. Hsu Hsin-liang,
offered to join the KMT in forming a coalition gowenent??

In October 1996, a group of leading members ofTthisvan Association of University Pro-
fessors together with over two hundred other inddpace activists formed the Taiwan Inde-
pendence Party. The party was supposed to becqia¢farm for those dissatisfied with the
current DPP polices regarding Taiwan’s status asm@ependent nation-state. The party ex-
clusively focused on the independence issue. lohigster, the party declared that it was “the
eternal, changeless and highest objective of thiy p@aestablish a new and independent Re-
public of Taiwan.” Three DPP legislators joined tbarty shortly after its formation. The
Taiwan Independence Party was thus representedriiarpent prior to the 1998 Legislative
Yuan election. The party leadership vested grepeho 1998 national election and filed 20
candidates; however, only one was elected. In,tthtalparty secured 1.45 percent of the vote.
The election results were disastrous, and the Taiwdependence Party, too, was soon dis-
solved.

Apart from these three single-issue parties, theas one catchall party, namely the Chi-
nese Social Democratic Party (ChSDP). Former DP/lme Zhu Gao-zheng, who had be-
come famous due to his verbal and physical attack&KMT legislators at parliamentary
meetings, founded the party. Zhu modeled his pantyhe German CSU (Christian Social
Union), and it addressed all aspects of Taiwantsesp. Zhu Gao-zheng intended the party to
become a third force in Taiwan’s politiéd The ChSDP, therefore, nominated 58 candidates
in the 1991 National Assembly election—the highastiber of candidates ever nominated
by a minor party. However, none of the candidatas elected. The ChSDP garnered 2.12
percent of the total vote. A year later, the paokyk again part in a national election. How-
ever, only one out of the 25 party candidates viested. With about 65,000 votes—18 per-
cent of the votes cast—Zhu Gao Zheng was the seugheést vote getter in Yunlin County.
This time, total popular support, however, dropped.5 percent. After the 1992 defeat the
party dissolved and Zhu Gao Zheng joined the NestyRbIP)2*

Why did all these political parties fail? Both command indigenous factors led to the
downfall of each of the minor opposition partie@n@non factors include the limited finan-
cial capabilities of minor parties, the KMT’s mediranopoly, and the lack of prominent po-
litical figures.

Indigenous factors include strategic errors madéénnomination process of party candi-
dates. Local and national elections have been énetd since—with the exception of several
small constituencies—in multi-member constituengvéh the application of a system known
as the single non-transferable vote (SNTV). Unds system, more than one hopeful is

22. “Towards the fourth party;Taiwvan Communiqu@2 (October 1996): 14.

23. Interview, Zhu Gao Zheng, August 1996, Legigtalvuan, Taipei. See also Chinese Social De-
mocratic Partyzhonghua shehui minzhu dang: jiben gangli@binese Social Democratic Party:
Basic Principles] (Taipei: ChSDP, 1991).

24. In an interview with the author, Zhu Gao Zhetgmed that the NP merged with his party. Inter-
view, Zhu Gao Zheng, August 1996, Legislative YUuBaipei.
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elected in each constituency, namely those gaméhia highest voteS.Multi-seat constitu-
encies require each political party to assess hawynvotes it reasonably hopes to poll in a
certain constituency. If the party nominates tocmynaandidates in the constituency, party
votes may be split to the extent that rival caniisldake the seats away. By nominating too
few candidates, the party runs the risk of wastiatgs. The former led to the disastrous de-
feat of the Chinese Social Democratic Party in 1881 National Assembly election. The
party nominated forty-three candidates in Taiwaovprce and the special municipalities of
Taipei and Kaoshiung. Only the KMT and DPP had marpefuls. Although the party gar-
nered over two percent of the total vote, nondéotandidates was elected. The expectations
of the party were too high, and far too many hojsefeere nominated in as many as ten con-
stituencies.

Apart from nominating too few or too many candidatde overall success of the party
depends also on its ability to coordinate populgapert. If the party network fails to support
each candidate with the same degree of enthus@senef the party’s candidates may take a
disproportional number of votes away causing theateof the party colleague. As to ensure
a proportional distribution of votes among the gdates contesting in the same constituency,
the NP and the DPP practiced the so-cafledpiao system (forced vote distributionPei
piaois a rational system based on the fact that thead of someone being born on Monday
is the same as of someone being born on Tuesdpgrt could, for instance, nominate five
candidates in an electoral district, and give eaiclis candidates two single-digit numbers,
that is zero and one to the first candidate, twa thinee to the second and so forth. Party sup-
porters could then be urged to vote for the candigdhose number coincides with the last
digit of their ID. If most party supporters follod¢he strategy, each candidate should receive
an equal amount of votes. Thei piaosystem has been regarded as one of the key reasons
for the success of the NP and the DPP in parliaangretlections® The ChSDP failed to
adopt such a strategy, and consequently no evérbditon could be achieved in those con-
stituencies where the party filed more than onalickate.

The WP and the LP made a similar mistake. Candidatéed to contest against each other
in key constituencies instead of forming a coatittamd nominating a common candidate. The
split within the LP and the subsequent formatiomthef WP led to the downfall of both parties.

The TAIP failed because it nominated rather unkngwiiticians as its candidates. Promi-
nent party leaders, such as Lin Shan-tian, refusedke part in national elections since they
questioned the legitimacy of the KMT governmé&rithe party’s influence thus diminished
within a few years.

25. The number of electoral districts has changs@ral times since 1945. In Legislative Yuan elec-
tions, for instance, provinces and special muniitipa were electoral districts in the 1948 elec-
tion Eight members were elected in the provinc&aifvan in that election. In the last election of
legislators (2001), the province of Taiwan was didd into twenty-seven constituencies. With the
exception of two thinly populated counties—Penghd &aitung—an average of seven hopefuls
were elected in each of these constituencies.

26. For the use of this system in the 1995 parligarg election see Cheng-hao Pao, “Xin dang ping
jun pei piao ce lue jiao jie zhi yan jiu: yi ba shinian li fa wei yuan xuan ju wei li [The Effeot-
ness of the New Party's Strategy of Forced Votdrbigtion in the 1995 Legislative Election],”
Journal of Electoral Studies, no. 1 (May 1998): 95-138.

27. Lin Shan-tian is one of Taiwan’s leading crialitaw experts. He became famous as the leader of
a movement calling for the abolition of 8100 of @aminal Law (also known as the Sedition
Law). In an interview with the author, he emphaditeat the KMT government is a foreign re-
gime without legitimacy to govern Taiwan. He, tHere, could not take part in elections of repre-
sentatives of an illegitimate institution. Interwigvith Lin Shan-tian, National Taiwan University,
March 2000.
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Polarized Pluralist Party System

Taiwan’s party system was about to undergo sigamficchanges at the turn of the century.
The 2000 presidential election caused a deepwsiphitn the KMT and led to the formation of
the People First Party (PFP). Its founder, Song-@ihwquit the KMT a year earlier after the
party announced that it would not nominate himtees arty’s presidential candidate. The
national elections of December 2001 made Song’sy fiae third strongest force in parlia-
ment (20 percent of seats). Song’s move led teetiteof a KMT majority in the legislative
body. The KMT obtained 30 percent of the 225 saatstake and the DPP 38 percent. The
DPP thus became the largest political party repitesiein parliament. This constellation may
suggest a three party system, but what has dewkloper the last few years in Taiwan in-
stead is a polarized pluralist party system.

There have emerged four political parties of gEghificance since the 2001 national
election: the DPP, KMT, PFP and the Taiwan Soltgiddinion (TSU). The latter is the small-
est party of these four and captured about 6 pefetine 225 parliamentary seats in 2001.
Former President Lee Teng-hui is the spiritual ézaaf the party, which was founded in July
2001 with the aim of stabilizing Taiwan’s politiceystem and of assisting the DPP to secure
a majority in parliament® Currently, Taiwan’s political landscape is dividetb the blue and
the green camp. The terms ‘blue camp’ and ‘greemptaerive from the main colour in the
party flags of the KMT and DPP, respectively. Theebcamp comprises the KMT, PFP and
the NP, whereas the DPP and the TSU belong tordengamp. The blue camp favors unifi-
cation with the People’s Republic of China undex tbrmula “one country, two systems,”
whereas the green camp is actively seeking intemelt recognition as an independent na-
tion-state with formal representation at the UN antder international bodies. The 2004
presidential election divided Taiwan’s society @agparty lines and seriously endangered
Taiwan’s political and social development. Parliataey elections held in December of that
year helped to improve the situation and will midetly depolarize Taiwan’s party system
and society.

Developments leading to a polarized pluralist paygtem and society

When the KMT arrived in Taiwan in 1945, gentry fioB dominated the island. With the
introduction of local self-governance in 1950 unthex 1946 constitution, powerful local fac-
tions @difang paix) emerged and soon began to replace the poweedajehtry. The nature of
local politics in Taiwan changed with urbanizatiomjustrialization, and liberalization. In the
1950s, the era of gentry and factional politicsiwba was an agrarian society. Most people
lived in the countryside. In the 1960s, local positchanged in urban areas but remained
dominated by gentry and local factions in ruralaardn urban areas, there was an increasing
involvement of business groups in local politiesthe mid-1970, more than half of Taiwan’s
population resided in urban areas and only 30 peneere employed in the agricultural sec-
tor. In urban and rural areas, a new era of looétips appeared. Apart from the traditional
political forces, party politics came to light: tKT versus thedangwai(non-KMT). With
industrialization, wealth accumulated and moneyitipsl surfaced. Vote-buyingrai piad
emerged at this stage.

28. It is interesting to note that it is now therat speaks out in favour of a fully independEait
wan nation-state. The DPP has become pragmatiaous issues such as cross-straits relations
and the official name of the island-state. Mosthe TSU legislators and senior party staff are
former members of the KMT, not of the DPP.
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Further significant changes occurred in the 1980siwrban areas, money politics became an
even more decisive factor in politics. More and enmterest groups emerged. Social move-
ments began to dominate the political scene. Wighlifting of martial law in 1987, political
parties mushroomed. It was about that time thadva phenomenon entered Taiwan’s politi-
cal landscape—a phenomenon that led to the polemizaf Taiwan’s pluralist party system
and to the coup attempt of March 2004. Some arglgsth as Chao Yung-mau, spoke of an
over-politicization of Taiwan’s sociefy.However, it was perhaps more than just an over-
politicization of Taiwan’s society. It may have Ibene beginning of a new era in Taiwan’s
political culture—the era of populism.

Defining populism

The existence of populism as a political ideologyn be traced back to the early 1870s. Its
founders, members of various agrarian organizatiengaged in a social analysis of contem-
porary American society and wanted to reform theietal structure. Lawrence Goodwyn
writes, “Populist reformers felt that business doation of the political process—through
massive campaign contributions to friendly officlelers and persistently effective lobbying
in the national Congress and the state legislatdhesl proceeded to the point that the prac-
tice had begun to undermine the democratic idedf.it¥’ In other words, populists at that
time held that an elite in society oppresses thranson people, and they considered it their
mission to grasp the power from the self-servingg eind use it for the benefit and advance-
ment of the oppressed masses. By the late 1880mjayorganizations had developed into
broad networks that included thousands of blackwamitle chapters of the Farmers Alliance.
In 1891, these Populists established the Peopbaty Bo contest the 1892 presidential elec-
tion. The party was quite successful at the begmrand joined with the Democratic Party to
support William Jennings Bryan’s unsuccessful giesiial bid in 1896. Thereafter, the party
lost much of its own identity and gradually dissahafter the 1904 presidential electfdn.

At its early stages, populism was believed to balanlogy capable of solving the various
societal problems that existed in late nineteerghtury America. It was, however, soon
blurred with primitive and demagogic elements, &ndlly developed into a political instru-
ment to instigate the masses. In other words, veldped into a vehicle of racism, anti-
Semitism and other similar ideologies. Goodwyn dbss it as “a behavioral manifestation
of deep-seated prejudices and ‘status anxietied, ansensible product aimed at correcting
unbalanced or generally exploitative economic [izestpervading American society’”

The modern usage of the word populism mainly réfleéoodwyn’s description. The
Collins English Dictionary defines populism as “alifical strategy based on a calculated
appeal to the interests or prejudices of ordin@gpte.” According to this definition, a popu-
list would then be a person, especially a politiclho appeals to the interests or prejudices
of ordinary people as to reach a certain goak Itmiportant to note that a populist makes a
“calculated appeal,” rather than just an appeapdople. Populism can also descend into
demagogy and cultism. West and Langone definetaasufa group or movement exhibiting a
great or excessive devotion or dedication to somesqgm, idea, or thing and employing

29. Chao Yung-myoTaiwan di fang zheng zhi de bian gian yu te[@ianges in Taiwan Local Poli-
tics] (Taipei: Han Lu, 1998), 248-63.

30. Lawrence Goodwyn, “Populism,” ifihe Reader's Companion to American Hisfoegl. Eric
Foner and John A. Garraty (New York: Houghton Niiffl1991), 854.

31. Goodwin, “Populism.” See also Omar H. Ali, “TRkaking of a black Populist: A Tribute to the
Rev. Walter A. Pattillo,” Oxford Public Ledger 121, no. 25 (28 March 2002) <
http://www.geocities.com/salika4/Oxford PublicLedg@evWAP.html> (1 August 2003).

32. Goodwin, “Populism,” 855.
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unethically manipulative techniques of persuasiod eontrol [. . .] designed to advance the
goals of the group's leaders to the actual or plessietriment of members, their families, or
the community.®®* Henry Louis Mencken, one of the most influenti@hérican writers of the
early twentieth century, defined a demagogue ae Yaino preaches doctrines he knows to be
untrue to men he knows to be idiof§.Populism, cultism and demagogy can go hand in hand
and are not mutually exclusive.

Populism in Taiwan

In Taiwan, populism emerged in the late 1970s amchime a common political strategy a
decade later amid political, social, and environtakchanges. Until the end of the twentieth
century, populism was a predominantly local andjlsiissue oriented phenomenon. It sur-
faced as a byproduct of competitive local and maicelections. In order to win votes and
attract the masses, an increasing number of pattictried to understand the grievances of
the electorate—especially those of the middle chss$ the various social movements that
surfaced as a consequence of the worsening seoaladra/ironmental conditions. There were
at least eight major social movements promotingititerests of consumers, environmental-
ists, laborers, women, aborigines, farmers, stisdant teachers. Even though some of these
movements emerged earlier than the 1980s, theyasaled considerable political significance
in that decade. The social movements of the 1986@et not only in the degree of threat
they posed to the state, but also in their caggloh mobilizing internal resources. Some of
the movements, such as those focusing on laboeavidonmental issues, did in fact pose a
serious threat to the government, and caused tnadifiog of cabinet-level agencies. More-
over, they succeeded in determining election issuekthus the political agenda of the re-
gime. In the 1983 national election campaign, cor&uprotection emerged as the primary
issue. Three years later, “environmental protecti@as the issue raised by almost every can-
didate.® It was this combination of powerful social moverseand electoral competition
that introduced populism to Taiwan’s political cult and at the same time speeded up the
democratization processes.

Populism in the 80s and early 90s was predomindottgl and single-issue oriented.
Rather than becoming full-fledged populists, pola#ns merely used populist rhetoric and
campaign strategies. At the end of the 1990s, Traayaolitical system not only experienced
a deep split within the KMT but also the birth dketnation-state’s first powerful populist
leader and movement—a movement that radicalizedarés society and political culture.
Populism was no longer local and single-issue tetknlt encompassed a large variety of
issues and swept the whole island. The movemenit$esots in the right wing of the KMT.
After the death of President Chiang Ching-kuo, Teag-hui took over the presidency. Lee
was the first president who was born in Taiwan—ea that contributed to his popularity
among the population of Taiwan and caused discdnaimong the more radical pro-China
forces within the KMT and society. Although Lee waf§icially supporting unification, his
real intentions were no secret. In his view, Taiweas not only a political entity separate
from China but also a nation in its own right. thesithe KMT, members of the non-

33. L. J. West and M. D. Langon@ultism: A conference for scholars and policy mak8ummary
of proceedings of the Wingspread conference onisoult September 9-11(Weston, MA:
American Family Foundation, 1985.

34. Cited in Giovanni Carbon®opulism’ visits Africa: the case of Yoweri Musevamnd no-party
democracy in UgandaPaper presented at the Crisis States ReseardhrSeftnnual Workshop,
Delhi, December 2004, 4.

35. Mao-gui ZhangShe hui yun dong yu zheng zhi zhuan fB@cial Movements and Political
Change] (Taipei: Institute for National Policy Rasgh, 1994), 57.
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mainstream faction, such as Jao Shao-kong and YeoumMg, established the New KMT
Alliance (xin guo min dang lian xignn May 1990. Within three years, the faction deped
into a political party of its own. The New PartyRNgained significant support at the polls
and soon became a third force in Taiwan politicab{& 3). At the end of the 1990s, however,
the party lost most of its appeal. A number of iné& conflicts and accusations of illegal ac-
tivities carried out by some of its leaders harrtiedparty’s image as a ‘clean’ party.
Moreover, democratization marginalized the pro-@hiiorces in Taiwan whereas it
strengthened the position of the pro-Taiwan paditis. The people of Taiwan, being isolated
from the mainland, developed their own cultural atithic identity, despite the efforts of the
former KMT government to assimilate the Taiwanesethe end of the 1990s, pro-China
oriented political leaders could no longer win swtiy with radical views regarding ethnic
identity and unification with Communist China. Thelgerefore, became populists and even
demagogues. One of the most popular and succgsgbulist leaders (demagogues) in Tai-
wan’s political history is Song Chu-yu, who wastor China in 1942. Song was educated in
the US and held several leading positions withenKIMT apparatus. Between 1979 and 1984,
for instance, he was Director of the Governmenbrimiation Office and after that he was the
head of the Department of Cultural Affairs, a cahtirgan of the KMT. While holding these
positions, Song became one of the key figures loethia KMT’s attempt to “clean” Taiwan’s
society from “illegal thoughts” (any critical assegent of KMT rule), and to prohibit the use
of Taiwanese as a means of communicaifdn.1993, he was appointed governor of Taiwan
and in the same year, he contested successfulheifirst direct election of that post. At the
end of the 1990s, Song was more and more margeobliy the KMT under the leadership of
democracy-oriented Lee Teng-hui, especially whenkNT agreed with the DPP to stream-
line the Provincial Government and to suspend ralVipcial elections. In 1997, the constitu-
tion was amended accordingly. Song fiercely prettshe amendment since it crossed his
plans for serving a second term. A second ternmoasrgor would have given him the oppor-
tunity to improve his Taiwanese, which by that tilvee developed into the lingua franca of
politics, and as to further extend his power baseauthern Taiwan, which was one of the
prerequisites for his ambitions to win the prest@ggnmace of March 2000. When his term as
governor ended in 1998, he was still hoping to iobifae KMT’s presidential nomination. Lee
Teng-hui, critical of Song’s understanding of demaggy and questioning his passion for Tai-
wan, picked the less powerful bureaucrat Lien Cieathe presidential candidate. Because the
KMT leadership had passed him over, Song felt lterftaother option but to run as an inde-
pendent. It was at that time when Taiwan’s firstiaravide populist movement appeared.
Song’s campaign strategy was to attack the pdligstablishment, to blacken the image of
the KMT and label the DPP as anarchists. His cagmpaiessages reached out to the ordinary
people. He talked much about the economy and sth@al concerns, and often stressed that
he wanted to serve the people of Taiwan. His malifplatform was named accordingly: New
Taiwan People Service Teamir( taiwan ren fuwu tuandpi Song ultimately lost the presi-

36. The Chinese nationalist (KMT) government under @gi&ai-shek and later his son Chiang
Ching-kuo promoted Han nationalism with the aimegéntual “liberalization” of the mainland. As
part of this attempt, the KMT government was deteea to assimilate the native population of Tai-
wan through social control and education. The Hatien-building process severely affected the daily
lives of the native population. Regulations forbdke use of Japanese, aboriginal and Sinitic lan-
guages other than Mandarin. Ethnic origin and thktyato speak Mandarin worked as keys to power
and became instruments of social control. The KMVegnment purged state institutions of the local
people, the Taiwanese, and within a few years thaldnders, the ethnic minority, held the majority
of key positions in government and state-run indesst The Han nationalists justified the purgeshwit
the claim that the “primitive prostitute culturef ihe “local population” lacked the ability to gawe
the island.
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dential election by a small margin to Chen Shuntoe the DPP. His defeat was, however,
still a victory, considering the fact that he didich better in the election than his rival Lien

Chan. In light of these results, populism could nmwiewed as an effective political strat-

egy. Song, therefore, attempted to extend his pbyéeading a populist movement based on
his own political party. No other name would bettiesscribe the nature of Song’s political

party (movement) than People First Party, which exentually founded on 31 March 2000.

Within a short period, it resembled more a natisha@hovement similar to the Austrian Free-

dom Party led by populist leader J6rg Haider. Patdyf and legislators became an army of
sycophants. Whenever they appeared in public traydwvear orange vests and convey the
message that they were there to serve the peoflaiwhn, that they were guardian angels—
those who would help the ordinary people to dedhwhe corrupt government, those who
would defend the rights of thaobaixing the common people.

Apart from the People First Party, Song foundedosganization named the Friends of
Song. According to its statutes, all members hadttmly Song’s philosophy, to identify
themselves with Song’s beliefs, to follow him, toquestionably support him, and never
criticize any of his action¥. This all leads to the question of whether Song dsilt leader, a
demagogue, or both.

The 2004 presidential election, populism, and tlemiSong Rebellion

The March 2004 presidential election was differi@nthany ways from the previous two di-
rect presidential elections. Previous electionsjrietance, had a number of presidential can-
didates representing a variety of views. This @acthowever, polarized society and led to
violence and hatred among the population. The @aiton was triggered by an attempt by
senior political leaders of the blue-camp, espbctabng Chu-yu and Lien Chan to stop the
marginalization of their political and economic pawThey had one common enemy, namely
Chen Shui-bian. The PFP and the KMT were awaréefact that only if they agreed to run
under a joint presidential ticket could they deféaen Shui-biar®

Although Lien Chan received fewer votes in the mes presidential election than his
more charismatic rival Song Chu-yu, he was nomthase the presidential candidate with
Song as his vice president. The fact that Song'sy paceived fewer votes and seats in the
2001 parliamentary election than the KMT and penfed poorly in the 2002 local elections
may explain this awkward situation. Still the Li8ong ticket itself was rather incongruous.
During the presidential race four years earlieg, o espoused widely divergent views and
made malicious accusations against each other. Chlaan, for instance, described Song as
cruel and unscrupuloutafg xin gou féi Song, on the other hand, stated that Lien Claah h
proved incompetent while serving as vice presidem thus questioned Lien’s ability to
function as the head of state. Four years latergshappeared to be completely different.

Another difference between the 2004 presidentittein and the previous ones was the
nature of the electoral campaign. In previous cagmsa candidates seemed to have their own
platforms and ideological backgrounds. During thist fpart of the election campaign, the
DPP dominated the campaign by announcing majocyadisues, such as the drafting of a
new constitution. At that time it became obviouattthe opposition had no concrete agenda.
The Lien-Song ticket appeared to be ideologicakbgst. The second part of the campaign

37. These rules are summarized in a pamphlet fadliby the organization (song you hui xu zhi shou
ce)

38. Under the current law, the president and viesigdent are elected on a single ticket by a ptyral
vote.
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(about two weeks before the election) consistedatntof personal attacks on Chen Shui-
bian. No policy issues were discussed.

The first campaign issues emerged at the beginoirfgeptember, when a group of one
hundred-fifty thousand people gathered in fronthef presidential office urging the president
to change the official name of the island-statenfi@epublic of China to Taiwan. A month
later, two hundred thousand people took to theetstref Kaoshiung, Taiwan’s second largest
city, in support of President Chen Shui-bian’s abjer a new constitution. Chen had repeat-
edly said that a new constitution would be compldte 2006 and implemented by 2008, with
its contents being decided by referendum. The appogarties opposed Chen’s plans. KMT
chair and presidential candidate Lien Chan repéatealled them “silly” and “nonsense.”
Opinion polls conducted in early November by then@HPost, Taiwan’s leading daily news-
paper, other media outlets, and private pollstéssenl President Chen in the lead. Chen’s
new constitution and referendum law seemed to bee mpopular among the electorate than
the blue camp had assumed. Consequently, the Blap made a policy U-turn. On 15 No-
vember, Lien Chan came out with his own constindlglans, and a few days later he even
supported a referendum law. At the end of Novemiber,blue camp—having a majority in
parliament—pushed through their version of the |&eting in the LY resembled a circus
performance by blue-camp legislators. They ranratorelling and holding self-made posters
saying that President Chen had once more cheategettple. Lien Chan’s bowing to public
opinion polls raises the question of whether Lidra€had not changed from a bureaucrat to
a populist as Song had. In the past, Lien Charelhckarisma, leadership, and political mar-
keting skills. The 2004 election campaign made hirione of Song—a person he admired
for his talent of inciting the masses. Lien Chareggad as the protector of the Taiwan people,
the true leader who would wipe out all evil thinggnder his leadership, the KMT joined
Song’s populist movement.

Anyhow, the DPP was quite at a loss and had topa¢hat the blue camp had taken their
issues away. Damage control was necessary ande@sulChen Shui-bian’s plan of holding
two national referenda on national security issigsciding with the presidential electidh.

Adolf Hitler and Chen Shui-bian: the climax of pbgiurhetoric

In February, Chen Shui-bian and former Presidert Teng-hui came up with the idea of
forming a human chain from the very north of Taiwarthe very south of the island. The
human chain would symbolize resistance to Chinalgary threat and be in remembrance of
the 2-28 Incident’ Two million people took part in the rally, whichrprised the blue camp.

Lien Chan and Song Chu-yu, both born in China, seduChen Shui-bian of creating ethnic

39. Chen's referenda plan led to several discussiofocal and foreign academic circles. The major-
ity of scholars—most notable here are Flemming €iasen of Leeds University and Huang
Kuang-Kuo of the Department of Psychology, Natiohaiwan University—branded Chen Shui-
bian a populist causing tensions between the Tatamits and instigating racial unrest in Tai-
wan.39 Chen Shui-bian may have used the referentdadst his popularity, but the content and
meaning of the referenda do not in any way cortsetitucontradiction to his beliefs and ultimate
goals. Thus, Chen may be called a populist foryapglpopulist methods, but he certainly is not a
demagogue. Moreover, Chen’s populism is by far tedgcal and less institutionalized than Song
Chu-yu’s populist movement. It is astonishing theither local nor foreign scholars have looked
into the question whether Song Chu-yu is a popustiagogue or even a cult leader..

40. On 28 February 1947, protests against the KbMegiment were brutally suppressed and several
thousand Taiwanese killed.
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division and conflict in Taiwafit To counter the success of the green camp, the RFF/
planned to stage a rally on 13 March attractingnawere participants. It was at that time that
the electoral campaign entered its second stagegdtsonal attack on Chen Shui-bian. In the
run-up to the planned rally, the blue camp stastededia barrage against President Chen.
More than a dozen different ads were placed in &aisvleading newspapers and aired by
major television stations, most of which were égdit' Change the President, Save Taiwan,’
and contained the message that incumbent Preditteent was the scum of the nation. The
tone and language used in the opposition’s campagftets and ads were without doubt the
worst ever found in any election campaign on theng Newspaper ads even compared
President Chen Shui-bian with Adolf Hitler and atkke electorate to end Chen’s dictator-
ship by voting for Lien Chan and Song Chu-yu. A tohof Hitler was added to drive home
the insinuatiorf’? In central Taiwan, the KMT campaign headquartistributed posters
showing terrorist Bin Laden expressing his adnoratf Taiwan’s ‘dictator’ Chef® In an-
other ad, an image of former Iragi president Sadétrmesein was used. Apart from other
claims, the ad stated that the referenda werealllsmce they were to be held concurrently
with the presidential election. The KMT referredAdicle 17 of the referendum law, which
according to the party clearly forbids the holdimigreferenda on the same day a national
election takes place. Mysteriously, Article 17 bétlaw does not mention such a regulation.
To put it differently, the KMT deliberately mislgtie public into believing that the referenda
were illegal and that President Chen was actinp@sgh he were above the law: in effect, a
dictator like Saddam HusselfiThe 3-13 rally attracted four million people ardtthe island,
which marked a new record in Taiwan’s electiondrigt The rally itself resembled more a
revolution than an electoral campaign activity, atichaxed when the Lien Chan made a
dramatic gesture in Taipei prostrating himself gkide his wife and KMT Secretary-General
Lin Fong-cheng, and kissing the ground in fronttled Presidential Office. Shortly before
Lien's surprise prostration, Song Chu-yu, leadimgaach in central Taiwan, also knelt on the
ground with his wife and kissed the ground. Sondj laen said that the gesture was meant to
demonstrate their love for Taiwan.

One day prior to the election, incumbent Presidémen Shui-bian and Vice President Lu
Hsiu-lien were both shot while campaigning in seathcity of Tainan, in an apparent politi-
cal assassination attempt. The injuries were m@tireatening, and both Chen and Lu were
released from hospital on the same day. Neverthelles attack provoked shock and unease
among the population. Subsequently, both presidleasindidates agreed to cancel all cam-
paign activities. The election, however, had tcetakace as scheduled on the following day
since the election law only allows for suspensibrlection upon the death of a candidate.
Supporters of Lien Chan and Song Chu-yu doubtedditigenticity of the attack and worried
that it would influence the outcome of the electibman attempt to win back sympathy votes,
supporters of Lien Chan and Song Chu-yu spreaccioa$i rumors accusing President Chen
of having planned the assassination attempt. LagisIChen Wen-chien, for instance,
claimed in her live talk show broadcast on one aifwBn’s most popular TV channels that
she would have proof that Chen faked the wholeclatt8he claimed that a nurse working at
the hospital Chen and Lu were treated after treclkathad called her. During their conversa-

41. Basically, the population can be divided into tgroups: those people of Chinese origin who ar-
rived in Taiwan before the end of Second World \Atad those afterwards. The latter group is re-
ferred to as the ‘mainlanders.’

42. The ad can be viewed at http://www.eastasi@ldt/ 1/ad1.htm

43. The ad can be viewed at http://www.eastasi@l&t/ 1/binl.htm

44. The ad can be viewed at http://www.eastasi@l&t/ 1/saddam.htm

45. A photo of the event can be viewed at: httputntaipeitimes.com/News/front
/photo/2004/03/14/2003113135
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tion, the nurse allegedly told the legislator t6aen’s wound would not stem from a gunshot
and that security police had already arrived inrttegning to prepare for the arrival of Chen
and Lu. Apart from making such malicious claimsg ststructed viewers to boycott the ‘ille-
gal’ referenda by yelling at polling station stdff,refuse to take the ballots for the refer-
enda.” During the TV show, other prominent figuresch as author Li Ao, described Presi-
dent Chen as a ‘slick trickster.” The claims ansuits let to an uproar, especially because of
the fact that Chen Wen-chien failed to offer aniglemce to substantiate her claims.

The next day, incumbent President Chen Shui-biam tlve election by a slight margin of
29,518 votes. Voter turnout averaged 80.28 pertentpercentage points lower than in 2000.
Compared with the previous election, Chen Shui-liath Lu Hsiu-lien garnered ten percent-
age points more votes. In the counties of Nant@lTaichung, the DPP presidential hopeful
increased his share of votes by fifteen percenpagets. Lien Chan and his running mate
Song Chu-yu lost support in every one of the twdaty counties and cities. Even in the
capital, the alliance’s stronghold, the blue caogt five percentage points (Table 5).

The aftermath: the Lien-Song Rebellion

After the election defeat, Lien Chan and Song Chumade public their intention to file law-
suits nullifying both the election result and thection itself. The first lawsuit was based on
Article 104 of the presidential election law anchad at Chen Shui-bian and his running mate
Lu Hsiu-lien. Lien and Song accused Chen and Lbaving (i) staged the assassination at-
tempt, (ii) prevented some 300,000 soldiers anttedfficers from exercising their rights to
vote, (ii) holding the two referenda together witle presidential vote as to influence the out-
come of the election. The second lawsuit was basedirticle 102 of the presidential election
law and accused the Central Election Commissiomodé rigging and of illegally holding
referenda together with a national election. Theslats seemed to be an appropriate way of
dealing with the blue camp’s suspicions. The matibehind the lawsuits were, however,
guestionable. When Song Chu-yu and Lien Chan wdoemed about their defeat, they were
also made to understand that there was no chanckamifging the result within legal and
moral boundaries. Song and Lien, neverthelessddddio continue their media war against
Chen Shui-bian. What started as a protest movedhaintg the election campaign soon de-
veloped into a rebellion, or even a coup attempmt.ddtion seemed more feasible to Lien
Chan and Song Chu-yu than the highly questiongtyeoach of discrediting the president by
any possible means. The aim of the rebellion wadmwin the lawsuits in court (for it was
already clear that the blue camp would lose boits)shut to discredit—or even topple—the
government headed by Chen Shui-bian. It would Hseen a de facto coup d'état—a silent
coup from within the system against the systemauthanks and soldiers on the streets.

Table 6: Legislative Yuan Election Results (2004 ah2001)

2001 2004 Change ( %)
Affiliation Votes % Seats % Votes % Seats % Votes Seats
DPP 3,447,740 33.4 87 38.7 3,471,429 357 89 39.6 7.0 2.3
KMT 2,949,371 28.6 68 30.2 3,190,081 328 79 35.1 15.0 16.2
PFP 1,917,836 18.6 46 204 1,350,613 139 34 15.1 -25.2 -26.1
TSU 801,560 7.8 13 58 756,712 7.8 12 5.3 0.3 -7.7
others 1,211,34811.7 11 49 948,524 9.8 11 4.9 -16.8 0.0
Total 10,327,855100.0 225 100.0 9,717,359 100.0 225 100.0 - -

Compiled by the author based on data provided &yC#ntral Election Commission
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Table 5: Vote share in presidential elections, Taian, 2004 and 2000

Administrative Area Chen Shui-bian, Lu Hsiu-lien (DPP) Lien Chan (KMT), Song Chu-yu (PFP)

2004 % 200C % 2004 % 2000 %
Taipei City 690,37¢ 43.47 597,46¢ 37.64 897,87( 56.5& 979,10:  61.6¢
Kaoshiung City 500,30¢ 55.6% 597,46¢ 45.7¢ 398,76¢ 4435 467,567  53.7t
Keelung City 90,27¢ 40.5€ 69,55¢ 30.84 132,28¢ 59.44 154,577  68.5:
Hsinchu City 96,81¢ 44.8¢ 69,76( 33.7¢ 118,92 55.12 134,64¢  65.2%
Taichung City 267,09t 47.34 193,79¢ 36.8¢ 297,09¢ 52.6€ 328,877  62.5€
Chia-yi City 85,70z 56.0€ 70,124 47.01 67,17¢ 43.94 78,44:  52.5¢
Tainan City 251,39] 57.71 191,26: 46.0€ 183,78¢ 422 221,97¢  53.4¢
Taipei County 1,000,26! 46.94 741,59¢ 36.7< 1,130,61! 53.0¢€ 1,264,52{  62.6<
Yilan County 147848 57.71 123,157 47.0¢ 108,36: 42.2¢ 137,63:  52.5¢
Taoyuan County 448,77( 44.6¢ 299,12( 31.7z 555,68¢ 55.32 622,25,  65.9¢
Hsinchu County 92,57¢ 35.94 61,53 24.7¢ 165,021 64.0€ 179,67:  72.27
Miaoli County 123,421 39.2¢ 86,707 26.81 191,05¢ 60.7% 232,33.  71.84
Taichung County 440,47¢ 51.7¢ 305,21¢ 36.51 410,08: 48.21 525,33. 62.84
Changhua County 383,29¢ 52.2¢€ 298,57: 40.0t 350,12¢ 47.74 442,99  59.4Z
Nantou County 146,41¢ 48.7% 106,44( 34.4¢ 153,91: 51.2¢ 200,88¢  65.0¢
Yunlin County 243,12¢ 60.32 193,71¢ 46.9¢ 159,90¢ 39.6¢ 216,36t  52.4¢
Chia-yi County 199,46¢ 62.7¢ 157,51: 49.4¢ 118,18¢ 37.21 159,29¢  50.04
Tainan County 421,927 64.7¢ 347,21( 53.7¢ 229,28¢ 35.21 295,66(  45.8C
Kaoshiung County 425,26t 58.4C 342,55 47.14 302,93 41.6(C 380,637 52.3¢
Pingtung County 299,32 58.11 238,57: 46.2¢ 215,79¢ 41.8¢ 274,30t 53.21
Taitung County 40,20: 34.4¢ 28,10z 23.2 76,38 65.52 92,57z  76.44
Hualien County 53,501 29.8( 40,04 21.4z 126,04: 70.2 146,00t  78.0¢
Penghu County 22,16: 49.47 16,487 36.7¢ 22,63¢ 50.5¢ 28,141  62.8C
Kinmen County 1,701 6.0 759 3.11 26,43: 93.9t 23,53¢  96.31
Lienchiang County 248 5.7€ 58 1.8 4,06( 94.24 3,14¢  97.74
Total 6,471,97! 50.11 5,176,78: 39.3C 6,442,45. 49.8¢ 7,590,48!  59.94

& Compiled by the author based on data providedeyOentral Election Commission, Ministry of Intetidaipei
® Combined votes of both candidates



5.1 The 2004 Legislative Yuan election: signs of ahge

On 11 December 2004, voters in Taiwan again wetitiéqolls to elect 225 members of the

Legislative Yuan. The election result was a victfmythe KMT, and a defeat for Song’s PFP

and the green camp. Compared with 2001, the KMEeabed in increasing its share of votes
and seats by about 15 percent (see Table 6). TireddB the TSU could not get a majority in

parliament. This result was predictable for two anagasons. Firstly, both parties were too
optimistic and nominated far too many candidatesmibke things worse, there was no effec-
tive cooperation between the two parties. Votesewieus not shared among the hopefuls of
the two parties contesting in the same electomasttiniency. Secondly, President Chen Shui-
bian ran a highly focused campaign predominatetiressing national identity issues, which

was criticized by the pro-China media and the opioosparties. Stories about a possible war
with China if Chen Shui-bian obtained a parliamgntaajority were common and seemed to
work in favor of the People’s Republic of China dhd pro-China forces in Taiwan.

Song Chu-yu and his PFP, however, were the bidgssts. The party lost one quarter of
the popular support and parliamentary seats itioddain 2001. Song’s populist rhetoric and
the violent post-election protests instigated kg harty colleagues seemed to have seriously
hurt the image of the parf§.Although the KMT leadership was part of the rebellagainst
Chen Shui-bian, Lien Chan and other senior partynbe¥s and legislators were rarely in-
volved in the violent protests following the dispdtMarch election, thus giving the electorate
the impression of the KMT as a more reasonableyp&dng’s defeat was predictable when
the KMT first agreed to, but later postponed uafiler the election, a merger between the
KMT and the PFP. The election results, howevereweo impressive and the KMT decided
to cancel the planned merger. After this disgra@mperience, Song Chu-yu sought a new
partner. At the end of December 2004, there wererakindications of possible cooperation
between the DPP and PERWiill this cooperation lead to a depolarizationTafiwan’s cur-
rent polarized party system?

46. The Advocates, a local think tank, releasedmnion poll in mid-June revealing that 67.8 petcen
of the electorate strongly opposed the protesteeblue camp. Polls taken in March showed that
about 52.9 percent opposed the protests. <httpuwiadvocates.org.tw/article.asp?
Class=%A5%C1%B7N%BD%D5%ACd> (18 June 2004).

47. Kao Tian-sheng, “Song chu yu ke wang chondzui liu pai'?” [Song Chu-yu back to the main-
stream againlew Taiwan Weekl\.5-21 January 2005, 11-16.
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