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The Institutional Difference Between France and Taiwan- 

Possible Ways of Reform When changes into the 

Premier-presidentialism 

Wei-Yang Su * 

Abstract 

The government performance in semi-presidential system will be inferenced by 
the relationship of the president, the congress, and the premier and will resulted into a 
very complex form of government, such as the congruent government or the divided 
government. The divided government will affect the efficiency. Furthermore, scholars 
have classified the semi-presidential system into two sub-types that are 
Premier-presidentialism and President-parliamentarism. The Premier-presidentialism 
is the one with better performance between the above two sub-types. The sub-type 
which just mentioned. This thesis discovered that France and Taiwan both have the 
same constitution act that regulates the premier appointed by the president. However, 
France and Taiwan both went separate rout and France becomes 
Premier-presidentialism while Taiwan is President-parliamentarism. Therefore, this 
thesis tries to find out the reason behind the difference between the constitutional 
convention and the regulation issue. This thesis studied the matter from the regulatory 
and practical perspectives and explained the differences between them. Lastly, this 
thesis proposed some methods that Taiwan government could consider changing into 
Premier-presidentialism in the future. 
 
Keywords: Congruent Government, Divided Government, Minority Government, 

Cohabitation, Constitutional Convention. 
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