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An Analysis of Future Development of Party System in Taiwan

LIN Gang

( School of International and Public Affairs Shanghai Jiaotong University Shanghai 200030 China)

Abstract: As the 2009 county magistrate elections supplementary legislator elections and 2010 municipal elections

indicated the political momentum of the Democratic Progressive Party ( DPP) has resumed from its lowest point in 2008.

Given the fact that both the Kuomintang ( KMT) and the DPP have their basic supporters from different social strata and re—

gions respectively and that a “blue or green” dichotomy exists among the Taiwanese people in terms of identity issues on

unification and secession cross-strait relations and Taiwan’s external ties it is reasonable to expect a symmetric two party

system and frequent power transfers between the two main parties in the years to come.
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