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£— | REBABSENRBRBEAZLER B
Fin
20 29 147 33.0% 55 12.3% 66 14.8% 178 39.9% N=1,875
30 39 161 35.2% 65 14.2% 91 19.9% 141 30.8% df=12
40 49 150 35.3% 65 15.3% 54 12.7% 156 36.7% X 2=72.25%**
50 59 92 39.8% 40 17.3% 13  5.6% 86 37.2%
60 163 51.7% 47 14.9% 22 7.0% 83 26.3%
713 38.0% 272 14.5% 246 13.1% 644 34.3%
e 2]
344 35.4% 137 14.1% 127 13.1% 363 37.4% N=1,879
372 41.0% 135 14.9% 120 13.2% 281 30.9% df=3
716 38.1% 272 14.5% 247 13.1% 644 343% X 2=9.648*
yeieE
295 50.1% 70 11.9% 23 3% 201 34.1% N=1,873
121 27.2% 76 17.1% 87 19.6% 161 36.2% df=6
296 35.3% 126 15.0% 136 16.2% 281 335% ¥ 2=101.72**
712 38.0% 272 14.5% 246 13.1% 643 34.3%
85
84 36.4% 42 18.2% 36 15.6% 69 29.9% N=1,840
48 25.5% 54 28.7% 76 40.4% 10 53% df=6
569 40.0% 170 12.0% 129 9.1% 553 38.9% X 2=226.10***
701 38.1% 266 14.5% 241 13.1% 632 34.3%
UM
255 44.0% 73 12.6% 69 11.9% 183 31.6% N=1,848
208 33.5% 101 16.3% 101 16.3% 211 34.0% df=6
239 36.9% 95 14.7% 74 11.4% 239 36.9% x 2=21.04**
702 38.0% 269 14.6% 244  13.2% 633 34.3%
HhIREEIE
35 385% 14 15.4% 16 17.6% 26 28.6% N=1,874
189 47.0% 44 10.9% 42 10.4% 127 31.6% df=9
223  40.0% 85 15.3% 43 7.7% 206 37.0% X 2=51.78***
267 32.4% 128 15.5% 145 17.6% 284 34.5%
714 38.1% 271 14.5% 246 13.1% 643 34.3%
N df degreesof freedom X 2 Chi-square *p<.05 **p<.01

* kK p<001

level of significance for two-tailed test
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146 36.4% 66 16.5% 56 14.0% 133 332% df=6
174 21.9% 123 155% 146 18.4% 350 44.1% X %=193.45***
672 37.0% 265 14.6% 243 13.4% 634 35.0%
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230 35.0% 97 14.7% 89 13.5% 242 36.8% df=6
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BEER
516 51.7% 133 13.3% 86 8.6% 264 26.4% N=1,616
59  9.6% 111 18.0% 137 22.2% 310 50.2% df=3
575 35.6% 244 15.1% 223 13.8% 574 355% X 2=307.43***
NI
219 30.2% 110 15.2% 99 13.7% 296 40.9% N=1,494
122 34.1% 60 16.8% 54 15.1% 122 341% df=6
154 37.4% 48 11.7% 78 18.9% 132 32.0% X %=19.21**
495 33.1% 218 14.6% 231 155% 550 36.8%
PRI
150 34.5% 57 13.1% 65 14.9% 163 37.5% N=1,697
453 35.9% 199 15.8% 173 13.7% 437 34.6% df=3
603 35.5% 256 15.1% 238 14.0% 600 35.4% x *=2.80
xE$58E
251 34.9% 70  9.7% 33 4.6% 366 50.8% N=1,825
51 34.9% 44 30.1% 32 21.9% 19 13.0% df=6
380 39.6% 153 16.0% 180 18.8% 246 25.7% X *=206.69***
682 37.4% 267 14.6% 245 13.4% 631 34.6%
B
127 27.6% 106 23.0% 117 25.4% 110 239% N=1,720
78 25.4% 22 1.2% 7 23% 200 65.1% df=6
398 41.8% 128 13.4% 117 12.3% 310 325% x %=231.09***
603 35.1% 256 14.9% 241 14.0% 620 36.0%
RABEERSTE
87 17.1% 21 41% 18 35% 383 752% N=1,576
166 31.3% 151 28.4% 163 30.7% 51 9.6% df=6
284 53.0% 62 11.6% 45 8.4% 145 27.1% X °=689.15***
537 34.1% 234 14.8% 226 14.3% 579 36.7%
(=3 P NClpe A
122 34.3% 82 23.0% 79 22.2% 73 205% N=1,539
155 47.4% 49 15.0% 44 13.5% 79 242% df=6
252 29.4% 92 10.7% 94 11.0% 418 48.8% X *=144.06***
529 34.4% 223 14.5% 217 14.1% 570 37.0%
N df degrees of freedom x > Chi-square *p<.05 **p<.01

Kk ok p<001

level of significance for two-tailed test
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AZ6RBRA THRE. -

FHAEB A RENEE > FE R EHEEEA 1> A8 Tl - ELAEES 0 24>
MWET M WRUEOZSHWEOEER BEHHB :0ZLBA TR - 2E3FRATH
Bl ~AZES5BR TREL -

% TEDS2001 M w » #FHEAUNB EREARER  AXEREFZHHE - 2 LR
AT£EA2BEERAE | NERAINEBRNSLEELEE (HHAY - 2H2HREY
HEF S FHL199) A ESRERUELEIANA : THAR  BF—METHHBEF
WL BEEABE) FEEATAEERAE? IRTHAAH RHEELEET (&
HoFeE) R -—MEERANEE FHLCAEERTRABERAE 21 - NETRER
BEREA THAAR REARBARET FURMEEREARTE(GE - FEL) -
FHEREBEERTABEEEAE ) - BRAEZ VIR THHRAFEHIHTEET
AP IMENEDREREEZHMEALES TN MAEAAE S RERET KB REHE
BENAESBEEL AN ERKEEAH - i E44 Bach(1974) H = FAHAZ WG Z 047 -
EANE EXM TERUAREN VA TEETET I BT HRBEEH 24 F
EFHBLIEZEIRATME] - 4Z5BN THE] -6Z8BA THEL - ENEIRKE
BAE wRERTTEFFAE HAKED AU TEEFRAEIETTREL &6
HBzATHENESRER) TMIEFREIETRAE] 26 BZA TRENEDRE
B oo
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nonordered polytomous variable
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pseudo coefficient of determination, pseudo R?

16
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15
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Prezams + Pgaozrg + Pargans + Porgany =1
HEZ o EBRANFE U TxM) ASBU -ERFEEFE UTEHELU L) A5 R
HMoALEFTE UTALHEEALl ALBUA - EFHEWNFTE U TERKI AL B4 - &
HEEBFE UTLH IAZBA - EREERBTE WEKBRATAF £ 5 %% 1 (ordered
polytomousvariable) » U TR&E 1 A2 B - AREEAHG > U THABREEL ) 5%
BUH - NENKRERTBRTAF L2085 UTGEIASZRBU -ANEYRERF@ »
UTHKE ] ASBH ERBARDN > UTHELRIALBE - ERB I TE UTH
HHMR) AL BU - EHEHEBHETFEFTE O UTZL 2 ) AL B - EEBRRARFT
GHE U TRE ) A B4 -
EFAEAMFEN XY REBELAHREEZTEHANRCAME — T T E
(bottom-up) # T g1 A\ %% | (specific to general approach) : % —fHZ T LT T J
(top-down) #y T g1 % N\ 1% 1 (genera to specificapproach) (3t &% » 1999 : 72-73) - &
HFHRERBHEN AL ES WAL THRABREINEZ2H BUZRRERGER &
REZEEEN LT > U FTAMEREHREA - F LA HEHF NG AERR - dANE R
EARLEERAGAGE  —FBIBRISEENZY A AN GREH AR T RYE
BE TRZ) (based) » BUERWEREATMANEZ RN G RE > EZBEHEL - &
MomEANHENEERE WERBETRENEALR Z S EHE 2 HHREANE
Bl - BBERABENEE  —HBHAETRA ¥ EAE LRENEZY > ERHAZD
AURF TR 1 (unbiased) » RRZEHEH K - AMAR T4 BUEHN FEHHE
THEZH2E  TETEREEHRES R AR T O G ERF X TER &£
(efficient) (Judgeetal., 1988:842) - H it » — Mt L AL > HENHEEEE 2T &
BEREBANEE AXHRRBENEE > RETEHHAXRAIRATE LN ERER &
Y —BEEBREWHEE > REETHIF LM -
multicollinearity
correlation coefficient r 0.85
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K= ERHRERRAZRBEHBIRR DT

04 -3335*** 678 -4.639%** 759 -2.118%* 776
FH 031%* 011 042%*% 012 .020 013
145 267 226 -.053 258 -119 267

HEEE
-.569 349 -1.014* 408 -1.237+* 462
- .560* 272 -.183 300 -.241 305

=E ]

636 344 243 395 555 385
1.804%* 643 2.252+%% 623 2.746** 601

RS
.609* 284 344 332 .356 345
.598* 268 .266 296 265 306

BRI
347 527 -.057 658 435 582
824+* 297 314 351 235 354
351 268 761* 301 049 335

BUBERE
849> 271 444 320 155 333
304 268 111 309 -.084 320
BUaRIES: -.249* 109 143 129 054 135
HEES 2.565%** 287 453 270 -.142 278

NEDREE

-.289 263 840+ 313 -.077 314
328 305 647 363 356 353
REIDW =S 511* 246 .086 .286 369 292

IREERE
-.636** 237 -376 278 -1.145%** 308
907 473 1.060* 488 526 507

RBIS
067 261 666* 281 580* 284
-.865** 307 -1.054%* 399 -2.048+* 589
-1.789%** 260 -1.877*%* 355 -1.850*** 308
.887+* 297 1.654*** 319 2.023*** 331

BERRAHRTE
AT71 290 1.179%** 313 781* 323
669+ 280 884+ 335 343 355
X 2=891.195 McFadden Pseudo R?=0.351 N =969.18
X 2 Chi-square N .05 t=1960 .01
t=2576 .001 t=3.201

2¥p<05 **p<.01

* kK p<001

level of significance for two-tailed test
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Who are Partisans and I ndependents?

-- Determinants of Party Identifications of
Taiwan'sVotersin 2001

Chung-li Wu™ and Wen-pin Hsu**

Abstract

With respect to avariety of political attitudes, it is generally accepted that “party
identification” is an important psychological component associated with a wide range
of politica behaviors. Preceding literature has also empiricaly shown that the
distribution and intensity of party identifications are profoundly related to the
stability, integration, and development of political systems.  In this study, we review
some research, summarizing four major controversies over party identification: 1) the
meaning of the concept “party identification;,” 2) the measurement of party
identification the; 3) the relationship between party identification and political
behaviors; and, 4) differences between partisans and independent voters.  This study
concentrates on the fourth as the research topic, and we take advantage of the 2001
Taiwan's Election and Democratization Study (TEDS 2001) survey data and
examine the associations between party identification and individual-level variables,
consisting of objective socio-demographic and subjective cognitive variables. The
methodology adopted in this study involves two steps.  The first approach is the use
of cross-tabulation analyses, and the second method employs the multinomia logit
model in order to evaluate the simultaneous effect of independent variables on the
dependent variable.  As hypothesized, the findings reveal that the socio-
demographic variables of age, education level, ethnicity, and region exert an
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University.
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important influence on on€e's identification with the mgjor politica parties. The
results also indicate that the cognitive variables of political interest, party ideal,
ethnic identification, Chinareunification or Taiwan-independence position,
evaluation of presidential performance, and prospective assessment of Taiwan's
future have significant differences between partisans and independents. In the
conclusion, we review the mgor findings and limitations of this study and note that
party identification is a field worthy of continued research by comparative political
scientists.

Key words: party identification, independent voter, political attitude, voting
behavior



