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ABSTRACT

In the year of 2000, Mexico faced its
first political power shift to the form of
divided government, transforming from
one-party political dominance to the present
multiparty political system. In a game of

99 7 31

multiparty cooperation and competition over
legislative processes, the political parties
operation and interaction thus had to change
to fit in the new governing environment.
What kinds of reform or adjustment on earth
would such party cooperation and consensus,
as well as competition and conflicts, bring to
the legidative reviews and approvals in such
interactive party relationships? What are
the causal factors leading to such
political-party interactions? What are the
strategic offense-and-defense  mechanisms
exercised in all concerned parties’ cross- and
multidimensional dialogues? These issues
are the foci of the present research that will
strive to induce meaningful party-politics
orientations and possible political-party
developments through examining party
interactions and legidative processes,
particularly, in the Chamber of Deputies
under the divided government since the
power shift in Mexico.

The present research adopts the
“descriptive-inductive” and  “in-depth
interview” methods. It will probe at

significant and politically representational
legislative process cases with integration of
theories of “divided government” and
“political party systems’ as theoretical
framework. It will cross-examine various
data sources and interpret, integrate and
analyze pertinent theoretical perspectives
with hope to possibly contribute to the
theory of divided-government party politics
and development, as well as to provide
valuable reference and comparison for the
comparative studies in other multiparty
divided-government countries.

KEYWORDS.
divided government, unified government,



the Chamber of Deputies, political -party
politics, political-party cooperation,
incumbent-opposition consultation,
descriptive-inductive method.
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