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Abstract
The purpose of the project is to

explore the following problem -

(1) to test the effects of Forecasting election
models :

(2) to explore the factors affecting voters’
choice in Taipei city .

(3) to understand the contipuities and
changes of voters’ electoral behavior

(4) to understand the change of voter’s party
identification and the development of
party politics in Taipei city ;

(5) to undesstand the effects of ethmic ideatity
and ethnic background on the volting
behavior.

Keywords :

Electoral Behavior, Voting Behavior, Party
Identification, Ethnic ldentity, Unification-
independent Attitude, Candidate Image.
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