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How to examine the health of democracy
at a micro / citizen level?

Can democracy be the cause of its own destruction?







DPP vs. KMT (2016)










Partisans vs. non-partisans (independents)

* Most self-claiming non-partisans or intendent voters
are less likely to be pure independent voters than
“closet partisans”

*Very little attention has been paid to whether or not
and how partisanship and orientation toward
rejecting party identity associate with their views
about democracy.
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Data with multiple

variables
[ ]
Types of variables?
| |
PCA: Principal “ Number of
Component Analysis variables?
1

1
>2
2 variables categorical
variables

(M)CA: (Multiple)
Correspondence CA
Analysis

R packages for the
analyses: FactoMineR
(PCA, CA, MCA); aded

Use factoextra to
easily extract and

((lggg,) .cc;::, (%%?)h fgt; visualize the results
(CA)
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Data for Exploratory Data Analysis

 Taiwan’s Election and Democratization Study:
Survey of the 2016 Presidential and Legislative
Elections (TEDS2016)

e January 17 ~ April 28, 2017 (N=1,690).

* Representative.



Survey Questions

How closely do you follow politics on TV, radio, newspapers, or the Internet?

How interested would you say you are in politics?

’

Some people say: “People like me don’t have any say about what the government does”.

Some people say: “Sometimes politics seems so complicated that a person like me
cannot really understand what is going on.”

Some people say: “Public officials do not care much about what people like me think.”

Some people say: “Most decisions made by the government are correct.”

Some people say: “Government officials often waste a lot of money we pay in taxes.”




When the government decides important policies, do you think “public welfare” is its
first priority?

You feel you understand the most important political issues of this country.

Most politicians are trustworthy.

Politicians are the main problem in our country (i.e. Taiwan).

Having a strong leader in government is good for our country even if the leader bends
the rules to get things done.

The people, and not politicians, should make our most important policy decisions.

Most politicians care only about the interests of the rich and powerful.




Would you say that over the past twelve months, the state of the economy in Taiwan
has gotten much better, gotten somewhat better, stayed about the same, gotten
somewhat worse, or gotten much worse?

Would you say that in the forthcoming year, the state of the economy of Taiwan will
get better, stay about the same, or get worse?

Different people have different opinions about voting. Some people think that voting

is a responsibility, and you should vote even if you don’t like any of the candidates or
parties. Other people think that it is all right to vote or not to vote, and the decision
depends on how you feel about the candidates or parties. Do you think that voting is
a responsibility, or do you think that it is all right either to vote or not to vote?

Which of these three statements is closest to your own opinion?




Some people say that no matter who people vote for, it won’t make any difference to
what happens. Others say that who people vote for can make a big difference to what
happens. Where would you place yourself? (a 5-point scale)

In Taiwan, some people think they are Taiwanese. There are also some people who
think that they are Chinese. Do you consider yourself as Taiwanese, Chinese or both?

Do you believe that cross-Strait relations will become warmer, more tense, or remain
unchanged?

| like to know what you think about each of our political parties. After | read the name
of a political party, please rate it on a scale from 0 to 10, where 0 means you strongly
dislike that party and 10 means that you strongly like that party. If | come to a party you
haven heard of or you feel you do not know enough about, just say so. The first party is
KMT. (a 10-point scale)

Using the same scale, where would you place, DPP?

Q1. Do you usually think of yourself as close to any particular party?
Q1la. Do you feel yourself a little closer to one of the political parties than the others?




Two factors / latent
variables emerge from
the combination of
the set of the 25
survey questions.

Dimensions
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Naming/Labeling the Two Emerging Latent Concepts

e X axis: Trust vs. distrust in government and political actors
Y axis: Indifference to vs. zeal for democratic values



Major Components of “Trust in Government” (X)

 (dis)trust of politicians
* “most politicians care only about the interests of the rich and powerfu
* “politicians are the main problem in our country”
* “most politicians are trustworthy”

III

 (dis)trust of public officials
* “public officials do not care much about what people like me think”
* “government officials often waste a lot of money we pay in taxes”

 (dis)trust in government

* political self-efficacy

* political interest



Major Components of “Zeal for Democracy” (Y)

Party identification with the DPP or KMT
ethnic identity

prospective views about economy

democracy as a preferable regime

voting matters

voting as a responsibility

interest in politics



non-partisans vs. partisans

all reponsdents
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Dim2 (8.9%)

the division between the partisans:

KMT supporters DPP supporters
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Conclusion

1.

this study as the beginning of a series of comparative works that aim to
discover “what is going on” under the bright outlook of democracy

If democratization does bring hope, freedom of choice, and
opportunities to change to citizens, one should expect that most citizens
would agree with democratic values, such as “relatively speaking,
democracy is a superior regime type”, no matter the results of an
election. Ironically, this study demonstrates that democracy can allow its
enemy into its open system and undermine its own legitimacy.

non-partisans who are sick or indifferent to party competition are very
likely to turn their back to democratic values



When “Democracy” is emphasized only by a party...

Will the supporters of
the opposing political
party feel the same
level of passion?




It seems too quickly for the
Taiwan’s society (particularly DPP
supporters and elites) to label and
cast hints that KMT supporters are
not supporters of democracy.

The value of their belief system,
“trust in the government and
political actors,” can be as well
important for a functioning
democratic society.




Future plan

* More analysis on data and interviews collected during non-electoral
seasons.

* Think and study deeper about the phenomena identified by this study.



