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Abstract: Since the 1990s, the issue of unification and independence has played an important

role in party competition in Taiwan. In recent years, due to the economic recession and a widening

income gap between the rich and the poor in Taiwan province, the influence of social distribution

has gradually increased. During the 2012 elections, the issue of social justice and inequality became

one of the acutely debated issues between the ruling Kuomintang (KMT) and the opposition

Democratic Progressive Party (DPP). Which issue, social welfare or unification/independence options, is

more important for Taiwanese voters This paper investigates the association between the voting behavior

of Taiwanese and their issue orientations in the abovementioned two subjects via two models of spatial

theories by employing the TEDS2012 data. It has reached a conclusion that different issues have various

impacts on voting behavior of Taiwanese voters under different circumstances.
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