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English Title

Abstract

This study aims to apply the Theory of Economic Voting to County
Magistrates and City Mayors Elections in Taiwan and attempts to investigate
determinants of party rotation for county magistrates and city mayors elections
in Taiwan for the sake of being the supplement to the existing literature related
to this research field which primarily consider the political factors and
concentrate on the central government election. For the research period, this
study focuses on county magistrates and city mayors elections held in 1989,
1993, 1997, 2001, and 2005 due to the emergence of the political party
competition in Taiwan after 1988. The total number of sample used in this
study is 105, i.e., 21 counties and cities for 5 elections, and the empirical
employed in this study is Probit Model.

The purpose of this study is thus to investigate the following five issues
based upon the official county- and city-level data provided by Taiwan
government and empirical model: 1. Understanding the phenomenon of party
rotation for county magistrates and city mayors elections in Taiwan and
economic situation for each election period during the research period. 2.
Investigating the determinants of party rotation for county magistrates and city
mayors elections in Taiwan. In addition to the national and local economic
factors, this study also considers political factors in the empirical model. 3.
Analysis on respect influence of economic factors and political factors on the
party rotation for county magistrates and city mayors elections. 4. Providing
some policy implications and election strategies to local and central
government for the purpose of renewing incumbent’s term of office.

The key points of this project are as follows:

1. Review and summarize the existing studies regarding the relationship
between economic voting and party rotation. In addition, this project
attempts to construct a theoretical model to examine the primary issue of
this project.

2. Using the 21 official county- and city-level data for 1989, 1993, 1997, 2001,
and 2005 and Probit Model to examine the determinants of party rotation
for county magistrates and city mayors elections in Taiwan.

3. Providing some policy implications and election strategies to local and
central government for the purpose of renewing incumbent’s term of
office.

Keywords: economic voting, local election, party rotation, renew term of office.
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