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Abstract

After observing the campaigns of the political parties in Taiwan, especialy in the
phase of aprimary election in the party, | found that there is a common phenomenon
in which the authorities of the party dissuaded the beginning candidates from running
for the elections. This paper establishes a model of game theory by using the concept
of sequential equilibrium. | attempt to take use of the authorities’ political techniques
to supply the researching basis for the theory. The model predicts that it is more
difficult for the authorities to dissuade candidates from running for elections under the
following conditions: the position in the party to be campaigned is higher, the interests
of winning eections are higher, and the opponent of the other party is not tough.
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