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An Explorative Study Assessing the
Effect of the Internet Use on Political
Participation in Taiwan

Kenny Chen
Assistant Professor
Department of Journalism
Shih Hsin University

Abstract

In recent years, major events such as the Jasmine Revolution have demonstrated the powerful
influence of the Internet in motivating political participation among people. However, scholars are
divided over how the Internet use relates to political participation. Through the secondary analysis of
the data from the 2013 Taiwan’s Election and Democratization Study, the current study intends to
explore the nature of the political participation among the Taiwanese people. Meanwhile, the attempt
was made to test both “instrumental” and “psychological” perspectives regarding the effect of the
Internet use, by assessing the association among the Internet use, political participation and political
efficacy. The result showed the Internet use among the Taiwanese people was positively associated
with their political participation. In addition, there was an interactive effect between the Internet use
and political efficacy, which in turn affects the political participation among the Taiwanese people.
Thus theoretically, both “instrumental” and “psychological” perspectives can be applied in assessing
the effect of the Internet use on political participation. However, the analysis also demonstrated the

lower level of the political participation among the Taiwanese people.

Keywords: Internet, Internet use, political participation, political efficacy
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