OO0 00 O R 0
RRPF89090314 (/O .P)

THREAEZHZLEE e LA TS AR HE
XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX%%XXXXXXX%
i (—EBARGBE? — 4B (FEBRE) H :

§ BOEF (HEEFE) RESH 2 WBH K]
P The End of One-Party Dominance?—
P
o
RS

N
g

A Comparative Study of the Democratic Transfqrmation
of the KMT in Taiwan and the PRI in Mexico

PR PP IZPY

ORI IO
sHRlgA: B AR a8 Ol 42t )

345 NSC 89—2414--H—034—005
PATEAR]: 8944 8H 1B E 9047 AH318

T EFHA ® A =
£ R EHA &

AMRBELIELT R4
MIA RS £ R T wiFRE— 5
LA KRB B £ KB OBRE—1y
CIH A RS2 B o RERBEAIBLE—H
LR B At R H BRI RREE 5

AT AL ¥ B XL AL

Y ER B AT E+ A=+ AR




TEREAFHERR & LA RRRE

”"EJ%?’%'
PATEAMR

— ~ HhA g

BHSERA: — ¥ K - —F M - BEH
¥ EERMERE PR EE B
£ - A s REEA S A8

# > BERLLEUE A - —3M

AR F E_:&Ri/!b(The Third Wave)
R RT %réﬁﬁﬁﬁjmw
Kuomintang) 7FU EEF THEESTE
(the Institutional Revolution Party) > & Jk
MEFREHER A " — € XA (one-
party authoritarianism or authoritarian uni-
partism) F2A > A BB S H ER A 2
4% % ¥ ¥ , (predominant party)$g %!
B % i M8 K A7 & Bt 69 ¥ ¥ (dominant
party) » B E P EE 0 2 EH— %y
Eiiéi%é@éﬁiﬁ?ﬁﬁiiiﬁi C KR Y

BRHKGIES  CREEMEE -F{ﬁﬁ"‘
?ﬁ%ﬂﬁﬂk*@ﬁ%ik°“
OOO0#+=ZAREAH " é‘f*‘%‘ﬁnﬂﬂaﬁr‘
FIAATHRAEKRE > DHAH LGNk
B MAAEER BRI RET R~
¥ 78 X (one-party dominance) = # # /&
%o HEMATHRTREIEBRS SN
e AHEHEBET  REREZ
BUGRRARERYZBE > ATLR
BiREMMEE? AR SE 8
W ERELRYE PR RTRE—
ﬁiﬁkéﬁﬁﬁﬁ%*ﬁ *ﬁf\iﬁ‘{fi?‘*akz.?i
Lo BEAMRHBAERARHHESR
BREELfLB S EDL -

AAEHEAXN TTRARE | &
"HEEAE RrEanmiex TR
B — fﬁ.ﬁft Aatbt—REL,; £
B BEEMARE S AUEHETR
ToEARIZnBEEGDHAE ORER
B -KEA ) ARG RE L
HE DEBVN KRB ERMN - #E
Fota My M 2 vt Of T B EuE—
BRb—adhib—REML ) 2 @y
AP FHLEHBHERN & H i

NSC 89--2414—H—034--005
89$SH 1 81904—7}5} il d

£ #H AL PR XA LITHAEE A
%Hiﬁk &
ELHMABR: Ml - HEH - BFREE

B OmEgeuilis) Mgk
z%i:%%fﬁ&ﬁﬁéﬁ@%’ﬁ
NERRECHS  ERBEEERS
AE o THERA G BRERAE
REEEZNIL - R EABUS - B
fh(the clientelism)% ¥ » ¥ A &£ $ £ @
o ik — %ﬁ%ﬁrﬁ D4 + 4 R
ZERER > B R E PR
FZHMEEY P RARERYE
T 4 R Ao 2k -

s HAIHEEE (Abstract)

Under the world’s “Third Wave”
democratization, the Chinese Kuomintang
(the KMT) in Taiwan and the Institutional
Revolutionary Party (the PRI} in Mexico, two
incumbent parties have both undergone a
structural transformation from once non-
competing political parties into now
competing ones. As both used to be long-
term dominant in nature, each party had been
able to maintain one-party dominant control
over various political reforms and economic-
opening policies by taking its incumbent
advantages in the country’s political system
for more than half century.

In March and July 2000, Taiwan and
Mexico respectively held presidential elec-
tions. Both the KMT and PRI lost their one-
party dominant advantages under the strong
opposition challenges in the elections, which
for the first time opened a new era of political
power shift in both countries. To wrestle with
such power shifts in the course of party
transformation and development, what kinds
of democratic transformation similarities did
both parties share on earth? In particular, the
critical impact of each party’s transformation
mechanisms led to the ending of authoritarian
governance of the one-party dominance and,
thus, brought forth an era of political power




shift. These reflected significant aspects and
focal points, which this study explores,
analyzes and compares to a profound extent.

The present study takes the KMT and the
PRI, two similar models of democratic-
transformation from authoritarian governance
to modernization to democratization, as the
main analytical framework. The analogically
comparable phases of both models under the
framework include: 1) background and
formation of the long-term “one-party domi-
nance” authoritarian polity, as well as both
political parties’ attributes, characteristics,
and organizational structures before and after
transformation; 2) the impetus and factors
having led to the two parties’ transformation
from authoritarian governance to moderniza-
tion to democratization; 3) a further compari-
son of the two parties’ similar mechanisms
empioyed in their political and economic
transformations, such as: amending the Con-
stitution under cooperation with opposition
parties, working toward internal democratiza-
tion, reforming election laws and statutes,
liberalizing and internationalizing market
economy, and insisting on unveiling party
assets and  eradicating  “money-gangs”
politics, as well as clientelism; and 4) an
assessment of the two parties” power shifts
within the central and local governments
through evaluating and comparing major
election results of the past ten years to predict
some possible post-transformational out-
comes and effectiveness.

By using the “focused-comparison me-
thod” of case analysis of political science
research, the study has compared and
analyzed specific similaritics of political and
economic transformations of the KMT in
Taiwan and the PRI in Mexico during the
course of democratization. The study derives
some generalizabe and conformable conclu-
sions of transformation tendencies and the
development of the one-party authoritarian
polity applicable to both the KMT and the
PRI, which may provide useful lessons and
references to nations ruled by dominant
authoritarian political parties today.

Keywords: one-party dominance, one-party
authoritarianism, dominant party, predo-
minant party, the Third Wave, moderni-

zation, liberalization, democratization,
democratic transformation, the focused-
comparison, generalizability, conformity
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