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Abstract

It is routine for city government who allocates sidewalk resources to
each village. The ruling party should give appropriate sidewalk resources
according to the needs of each administrative region. However, some
loopholes may exist in the real world. For example, councilors are likely
to provide more sidewalk resources for their electoral base to obtain
political benefits. In order to achieve services for the public, borough chiefs
will also seek more sidewalk resources from the budget of the city
government.

This research is based on the theory of distributive politics. Case study
method is adopted in order to explore the politician distribution behavior.
The previous studies showed that ruling party will have a tendency to give
rewards as feedbacks to the stronghold, and try to distribute more resources
to where they gained higher electoral support.

This study is to discuss whether the ruling party will tend to give more
resources to the area of same party. It is worth noting that councilors and
borough chiefs may also involve in the distribution process. What kind of
chemical effects has occurred in the intervention of the three parties?

There are several interesting findings in this research. First of all, in
terms of sidewalk budget resources allocation only a small part of
councilors tend to distribute more resources to their own electoral bases.
Secondly, ruling party is not as expected, that they do not distribute more
sidewalk resources to the electoral bases or the stronghold they owned.
Thirdly, the objective demands in each region are the most important
reason for the government to allocate sidewalk resources. In conclusion,
there is no political distribution on the sidewalk resources.

Key words: distributive politics, sidewalk resources,taipei city councilors,
borough chiefs
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