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Abstract

In Taiwan, the question of voter's
over-reporting in vote choice has been
long neglected. This negligence and its
possible consequences are the main
reasons of this research project. It
explores this not yet well-known
question in the study of voting behavior

NSC 89-2414-H-004-050
lp2x

91 & 77 31 P

EIRZs A RERAY Y S

in Taiwan.

Methodologicaly, in addition to
examine past surveys, this project
further conducts a panel telephone
survey to investigate those important
characteristics of over-reporting voters.
In the design of telephone survey, the
complex of voter's socia desirability
will aso be included as possble
explanations for voter's over-reporting.
From the analysis of both the secondary
research data and new data, this study
indicates the percentage of voter's
over-reporting in the 2001 magistrate
election for Tapei county. It then
continues to provide a socid and
demographic characteristics of those
over-reported voters. Lastly, it finds a
close relations between  voter's
over-reporting and socia desirability

Key Words:
over-reporting, voting decision, social
desirability
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