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WHERE WE'RE HEADED

® \VWhat was at stake

® Presidential election:
candidates, campaign,
results

® | egislative election:
parties, campaign, results
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WHAT WAS AT STAKE?

Presidency: Ma Ying-jeou term-limited out

Legislature: always controlled by KMT or pan-blue
majority

President Ma and KMT very unpopular for last
four years

Sunflower Movement: students occupied
legislature for three weeks in March 2014

DPP did well in December 2014 local elections



KEY QUESTIONS GOING INTO 2016
CAMPAIGN

. Would KMT be able to recover from 2014 defeat?

. Would DPP be able to capitalize on unhappiness
with MaYing-jeou and KMT?

. Would so-called “Third Force” parties and
candidates convert protest energy into actual votes,
especially the New Power Party (NPP)?
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PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGN

PFP: James Soong

(FRZETa0) N
DPP: Tsai Ing-wen (35 7) KMT: Eric Chu (JR3Z{f)




KMT DYSFUNCTION

® President Ma very
unpopular for most of
2nd term




& 4B &0 R R (S {E RE %% —={fE  ~O-FfEHE —e=HE ~-O-FHE

W

EEEEEEE 3 § 9
ERRNNNERNNRNER 7 CUEROCCCER

3 b 9 28

LT RGO |111111]]1| MEMCRCH T T
BN w0 o i

#2019 HARARBPT - T3 smEn (2012 AL ARGMEFRAURLLAKER) - T ISR &8WIsiRKiA

Source: Taiwan Indicators Survey Research, 1.14.2016

71.5%
69.3%

63.7%

162.3%




KMT DYSFUNCTION

® President Ma very
unpopular for most of
2nd term

® Sept.201[3: Ma split with
LY Speaker Wang |in-

Pyng




KMT DYSFUNCTION

® President Ma very
unpopular for most of
2nd term

® Sept.201[3: Ma split with
LY Speaker Wang |in-

Pyng

® March 2014: Sunflower
Movement




KMT DYSFUNCTION

President Ma very
unpopular for most of
2nd term

Sept. 201 3: Ma split with
LY Speaker Wang |in-

Pyng

March 2014: Sunflower
Movement

KMT trouble with
nominee: Hung—>Chu




KMT DYSFUNCTION

President Ma very
unpopular for most of
2nd term

Sept. 201 3: Ma split with
LY Speaker Wang |in-

Pyng

March 2014: Sunflower
Movement

KMT trouble with
nominee: Hung—>Chu




KMT DYSFUNCTION

President Ma very
unpopular for most of
2nd term

Sept. 201 3: Ma split with
LY Speaker Wang |in-

Pyng

March 2014: Sunflower
Movement

KMT trouble with
nominee: Hung—>Chu




ECONOMIC DOWNTURN IN
3RD-4TH QUARTER 2015

TAIWAN GDP ANNUAL GROWTH RATE
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KMT DYSFUNCTION + ECONOMIC DOWNTURN:
TSAI WIN EXPECTED FOR MONTHS

23 +3%

19+ 2%
14 = 2%

0 r : : ; |
22/08/2015 15/09/2015 15/10/2015 15/11/2015 10/12/2015 05/01/2016

. BEX L KM RIEH) SR

Tsai Ing-Wen Eric Chu " James Soong ~ No response




PRESIDENTIAL RESULTS: 2012 vs 2016

@ KMT ® DPP @ PFP
2012




PRESIDENTIAL RESULTS: 2012 vs 2016

@ KMT @ DPP @ PFP
2012 2016




2016 PRESIDENTIAL RESULT MORE ABOUT
KMT AND MAYING-JEOU THAN DPP



2016 PRESIDENTIAL RESULT MORE ABOUT
KMT AND MAYING-JEOU THAN DPP

® Ma’s cross-Strait policies increasingly unpopular



2016 PRESIDENTIAL RESULT MORE ABOUT
KMT AND MAYING-JEOU THAN DPP

® Ma’s cross-Strait policies increasingly unpopular

® |ack of progress in many domestic areas: tax base,
inequality, youth employment, etc.



2016 PRESIDENTIAL RESULT MORE ABOUT
KMT AND MAYING-JEOU THAN DPP

® Ma’s cross-Strait policies increasingly unpopular

® |ack of progress in many domestic areas: tax base,
inequality, youth employment, etc.

® Tsai had to be “not MaYing-jeou,” and she was.



2016 PRESIDENTIAL RESULT MORE ABOUT
KMT AND MAYING-JEOU THAN DPP

® Ma’s cross-Strait policies increasingly unpopular

® |ack of progress in many domestic areas: tax base,
inequality, youth employment, etc.

® Tsai had to be “not MaYing-jeou,” and she was.

® But long-term trends bode poorly for KMT: lost
youth vote (age 20-29) 5-1, no young leaders.



Blue vs. Green:
Yoting Trend

in Taiwan
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THE BASICS:
TWO TIERS, THREE GROUPS OF SEATS

® /3 single-member district seats chosen through
plurality rule

® 6 reserved aborigine seats chosen through SNTV
in two national districts

® 34 closed-list proportional representation seats,
chosen through a separate party vote, with a 5%
threshold
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THE CAMPAIGN IN THE DISTRICT RACES

® Minor party district candidates a challenge for
both major parties

® For KMT: PFP, MKT (Republic Party), New Party,
independents

® For DPP:TSU, New Power Party, Social
Democratic-Greens alliance

® DPP cooperated fairly well, but pan-blue
coordination failures were rampant



EX: HAU LUNG-BIN IN KEELUNG

® Hau (KMT): 36.1%
® Liu (PFP): 12.1%

® Yang (MKT): 10.0%
® Tsai (DPP):41.5%




KMT CANDIDATES RAN AWAY FROM THE
PARTY AND MA YING-JEOU




DPP CANDIDATES EMBRACED TSAl,
BUT PLAYED DOWN PARTY
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THE PARTY LISTVOTE

® |8 (!) parties qualified
for the party list ballot

® Open question how

viable new parties would
be

® Coordination problem
within camps, e.g. DPP vs
NPP vs Green-SPD




RESULTS



REGULAR DISTRICT RACES

DPP won 49
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New Power Party won 3

Independents won |
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ABORIGINE DISTRICT RACES

® 4 KMT incumbents won
® | DPP challenger won

® | independent
incumbent won




PARTY LISTVOTE

Existing LY Parties: 80%
DPP:44.1% = 18 seats
KMT:26.9% = 11

PFP: 6.5% = 3
TSU:2.5% =0

New Parties: 20%
NPP:6.11% =2
New Party: 4.18%
Green-SDP: 2.51%
FHL: 1.70%

MKT: 1.62%
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LY CAMPAIGN TAKE-AWAYS

DPP cooperation with minor parties helped it
avoid splits.

Came at cost of yielding winnable seats to New
Power Party, which will have a party caucus.

KMT incumbents wiped out: 19 lost, 9 didn’t run.
Those close to MaYing-jeou did especially badly.

“Third Force” and other minor parties only played
spoiler roles, except NPP replaced TSU.
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and the world: vigorous campaigns, smooth voting
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SOME FINAL THOUGHTS

® Taiwan’s election practices are a model for Asia
and the world: vigorous campaigns, smooth voting
and efficient counting

® Turnout very low for a national election
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SOME FINAL THOUGHTS

Taiwan’s election practices are a model for Asia
and the world: vigorous campaigns, smooth voting
and efficient counting

Turnout very low for a national election

Year of the Woman in Taiwan: 38% of incoming
legislators are women



THANKS!
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PARTY VOTE TOTALS BY EXECUTIVE ELECTION,
2004-2014
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PARTY VOTE TOTALS BY EXECUTIVE ELECTION,
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PARTISAN ID 2004-2015
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PARTISAN ID 2004-2015
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Seat Rank LY District
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Tainan City 1
Tainan City 2
Chiayi County 1
Kaohsiung 4
Chiayi County 2
Pingtung County 1
Pingtung County 3
Kaohsiung 1
Kaohsiung 2
Yunlin 1

Tainan City 3
Kaohsiung 9
Tainan City 5
Yunlin 2
Kaohsiung 5

llan County
Kaohsiung 6

New Taipei 2

New Taipei 3
Pingtung County 2
Chiayi City

Tainan City 4
Kaohsiung 7
Kaohsiung 8
Taipei City 2

New Taipei 4
Changhua County 3
Changhua County 1
New Taipei 5
Taichung 3
Taichung 8

New Taipei 6
Taichung 1
Kaohsiung 3
Changhua County 4
Taichung 7

New Taipei 7
Penghu

Taichung 2
Taichung 6

New Taipei 10

Tsai 2012 lead Swing to flip district
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Kinmen County
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as Tracked in Surveys by Election Study Center, NCCU ( 1994~2015.06 )
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