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THESIS STATEMENT
Fistfighting in legislatures is the result of political instability and weak
parliamentary procedures. It may be caused by legitimacy crises, a culture of fistfighting
or violence in the country’s politics or a genuine policy disagreement. Genuine policy
disagreements are the most difficult to separate from other causes because highly
unpopular policies may result in undermining the ruling party’s legitimacy, thereby
creating legitimacy crises.
Fistfighting between legislators during parliamentary sessions is an underresearched topic. In this paper, I explore the role of fistfighting as a form of policy
formation and its effect on policy outcomes. I analyze this role by examining fistfighting
examples which have occurred in legislatures around the world by determining whether a
given country experienced a crisis near the time of legislative fistfighting, by evaluating
the significance of political history of that country, and by analyzing media reports of
fistfighting in the legislature of that country.
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CHAPTER 1:
I.

INTRODUCTION

Legislative fistfighting is a rarely-studied topic requiring a unique approach. In
this paper, fistfighting is examined by analyzing different incidents within the context of
the political history of specific countries. The background of each country’s incident is
determined and incorporated into a broader study of the phenomenon of fistfighting as a
whole. The data for this paper was assembled through research of news sources,
academic journals, and international newspaper databases. The various causes and
effects of legislative fistfighting are explored below.
A.

DEFINITIONS

Heated political disagreements and clashes over policy occasionally result in
physical violence in national legislatures. Fistfighting appears to be a departure from
legislative norms, and an apparent loss of control by individual legislators who cannot
resolve their disagreements peacefully. Physical violence, hand fighting, or brawls do
not have an academic definition, and the causes of legislative fistfighting have not yet
been comprehensively researched.
The scope of this thesis is limited to fistfighting occurring between legislators
within the legislative body of a nation-state during a parliamentary session. Within this
thesis, the terms “fistfighting” and “brawling” can be used interchangeably. This focus is
essential to avoid broadening the scope of this paper to all acts of violence occurring in
relation to political activity. Importantly, legislative fistfighting differs from previous
studies of violence within political processes in several key ways.
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First, legislative fistfighting is not a form of traditional violence normally
associated with electoral violence. Most definitions of electoral violence focus on the
electoral process itself, such as voter intimidation, blackmail, or assassination. 1 However,
these forms of violence could be the stimulus for a legislative fistfight. For example, an
appointment decision or a scandal could cause a physical confrontation, but just as often,
a fistfight can be over a particular piece of legislation contested by two parties.
Second, legislative fistfighting by itself does not typically threaten state control in
the same way organized violence does. 2 However, fistfighting may be a symptom of
weakened state legitimacy. 3 Fistfighting by legislative leaders is a form of violent
political expression that emerges in a formal setting, unlike terrorism, street violence or
assassinations. Since fighting takes place in the same location as political discourse,
within the legislative building, it is unlike backroom politics and negotiations, which are
decidedly less visible. However, fistfighting should not be mistaken with systematic
violence that seeks to suppress or eliminate the opposition. If fighting politicians sought
to conclusively eliminate their rivals through violence, they could engage in widespread

1

See e.g. Fischer, J. Electoral Conflict and Violence, IFES. Washington, DC. (2002). “any random or
organized lack that seeks to determine, delay or otherwise influence and electoral process through threat,
verbal intimidation, hate speech, disinformation, physical assault, forced ‘protection,’ blackmail,
destruction of property or assassination;” Igbuzor, Electoral Violence in Nigeria, Asaba, Action Aid
Nigeria. (2010). ““any act of violence perpetuated in the course of political activities including pre, during
and post election periods, and may include…use of force to disrupt political meetings or voting…use of
dangerous weapons to intimidate voters and other electoral processes or to cause bodily harm or injury to
any person connected with electoral processes;” Megan Reif (2010), cited in Majekodunni and Adejuwon,
Electoral Administration and the Consolidation of Democracy: An overview of 2011 general elections in
Nigeria. IJPSS 2(5) 1-26 (2012). “any spontaneous or organized act by candidates, party supporters,
election authorities, voters, or any other actor that occurs during an electoral process aimed at influencing
the electoral process or its outcome.”
2
See Davis, Diane E., Irregular Armed Forces, shifting patterns of commitment, and fragmented
sovereignty in the developing world, 39 Theor. Soc. 397-413, p398 (2010).
3
See e.g. Adesote, Adesola Samson, and John O. Abimbola. "Electoral Violence and the Survival of
Democracy in Nigeria’s Fourth Republic: A Historical Perspective." Canadian Social Science 10, no. 3:
140-48 (2014).
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paramilitary electoral violence, as found in the Philippines, 4 in proxy violence through
gangs, as found in Jamaica, 5 or in selective assassination 6 and imprisonment 7 of political
opposition leaders, as found in the Russian Federation. By contrast, fistfighting is rarely
lethal. It is, however, a highly visible form of political violence that differs greatly from
the generally-accepted diplomatic format for policy negotiation.

4

Tanglao, Lezeel. "Suspect in Deadliest Election-Related Philippine Massacre Killed." VICE News RSS.
June 23, 2014. Accessed May 14, 2015. https://news.vice.com/article/suspect-in-deadliest-election-relatedphilippine-massacre-killed.
5
Feiling, Tom. The Candy Machine: How cocaine took over the world. Penguin UK, 2009.p119.
6
Browder, William. "Boris Nemtsov Murder: Message to Vladimir Putin Enemies - CNN.com." CNN.
March 04, 2015. Accessed May 8, 2015. http://www.cnn.com/2015/03/03/opinion/boris-nemtsov-putinmessage/.
7
"Putin Critic Alexei Navalny Given 15-day Jail Sentence - BBC News." BBC News. February 20, 2015.
Accessed May 1, 2015. http://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-31545047.
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CHAPTER 2
I.

FISTFIGHTING CAUSES

To citizens of a developed democracy, legislative fistfighting may appear to be a
fundamentally irrational act. Ideally, developed nations foster legislative change through
informed discussion and debate, ultimately voting, rather than brawling. However, if
legislators are not acting out of the best interest of the state itself, they must be acting out
of a different set of interests which may actually be rational. From an academic
perspective, fistfighting in political competition can have three bases as described by Carl
Haub: resources, differences, and glory. 8 Legislative fistfighting in a country can also
occur in response to a legitimacy crisis in leadership, a policy crisis or an ongoing culture
of political violence that glorifies brawling. Thus, violence is either a departure from the
official legal regulations or a ritualized form of policy formation.
This paper addresses the tendency of politicians in countries outside the United
States to engage in fistfighting. It includes legislative fistfighting episodes, the bases for
these, the political climate, and the outcome.
A.

Legitimacy Crises

Legitimacy crises are most common in countries facing rapid social change, as
typified by a middle-income country 9 having recently undergone a successful
independence movement or a fundamental regime change. Legitimacy can be defined as
public faith resulting in obedience to authorities, governmental regulations and laws. 10

8

Haub, Carl. 2012. “Steven pinker, the better angels of our nature: Why violence has declined.” Population
and Development Review 38 (1): 168-9. P.3.
9
"Country and Lending Groups." Country and Lending Groups. Accessed April 12, 2015.
http://data.worldbank.org/about/country-and-lending-groups.
10
Levi, Margaret, and Audrey Sacks. "Legitimating beliefs: Sources and indicators." Regulation &
Governance 3, no. 4 (2009): 311-333.
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Legitimacy crises can arise in a systemic form where an entire governing institution is
perceived as illegitimate, or it can manifest in a more specific form, where a specific
party or politician is perceived as illegitimate. This section will identify the causes of
violence aimed at removing or discrediting an opposing party, without a specific policy
goal, as fistfighting provoked by an “institutional legitimacy crisis.”
Institutional legitimacy crises can be better understood by looking at the historical
changes in the corruption perception index provided by Transparency International.
Corruption is defined as “impairment of integrity, virtue, or moral principle.” 11
Corruption, or the public’s perception of a government as corrupt, can harm the
legitimacy of the political process and of lawmaking. 12 The correlation between
legitimacy and corruption is evident, because corruption lowers the performance of a
government’s laws and regulations. 13 This frequently occurs in developing countries,
where perceptions of corruption are strong and public trust is low. The level of
corruption in each country examined will be presented relatively, as a place in the overall
ranking of Transparency International’s corruption report, from the least corrupt (1) to
the most corrupt (174-180). 14
The graph below shows national corruption perception levels in studied countries
measured by Transparency International data. One sees that some countries in this study
experience large changes in perceptions of corruption over time, whereas others remain
stable.
11

"Definition of Corruption." Merriam-Webster. Accessed May 4, 2015. http://www.merriamwebster.com/dictionary/corruption.
12
Seligson, Mitchell A. "The impact of corruption on regime legitimacy: A comparative study of four Latin
American countries." The journal of Politics 64, no. 02 (2002): 408-433.
13
Gilley, Bruce. "The determinants of state legitimacy: Results for 72 countries." International Political
Science Review 27, no. 1 (2006): 47-71.
14
"Corruption Perceptions Index 2014." Issuu. Accessed May 14, 2015.
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Figure 1
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2014. http://www.transparency.org/research/cpi/overview. 15

Transparency International data is useful for this analysis, because it only
measures perceptions of corruption through surveys given to people reporting on their
own country’s perceived corruption. Using in-country respondents can reduce
misunderstandings arising from cultural differences. Focusing on perceptions of
corruption is also useful, because it avoids any inconsistencies that may arise when
objective indicators of corruption are successfully hidden from the population.
B.

Policy Crises

Countries undergoing policy crises are also highly prone to fistfighting. Policy
disputes between rival politicians or rival political factions occasionally reach a point
where fistfighting is seen as a reasonable tool within the legislative arena. Domestic

15

See generally Transparency International’s Corruption Perception Index results for the years 2006, 2009,
2012, and 2014.
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policy crises may arise in recessions, natural disasters, epidemics, and civil disturbances.
Foreign policy crises include wars, refugee flows, and trade disputes.
Policy crises and legitimacy crises are intertwined fundamentally. Policy failures
can add to a growing level of dissatisfaction with a ruling administration and result in a
kind of mixed crisis. It is possible that all crises resulting in fistfighting are mixed to
some degree. Resourceful politicians may not forego an available way to advance their
position. For the purposes of this thesis, it is not important whether there is only one
cause of a fistfight or not. Identifying any of the causes of a fistfight is valuable in
understanding how a fistfight can appear in a modern state.
C.

Cultural Fistfighting

Some political cultures have a tradition of fistfighting that has become a part of
normal political life. When fistfighting occurs without a specific crisis, the politicians
involved can be using violence to achieve increased prestige with their constituencies or
political parties. Alternatively, fistfighting among legislators could develop into a routine
form of policy dispute. In becoming a customary practice, legislative fistfighting loses its
ad hoc nature and does not emerge from or cause substantial political disruptions.
Regular fistfighting that happens several times per year may be due to a broader
culture that embraces legislative fistfighting, rather than any particular policy
disagreement. In examining fistfighting episodes, this study included multiple searches
of news sites, international newspaper databases, and academic journals.
In the absence of state authority, many cultures develop concepts of honor and
personal reputation which are cultivated with the periodic episodes of interpersonal

8

violence. 16 Politicians engaging in public fistfighting could be tapping into the need to
show their constituents that they are honorable and reputable in a highly expressive way.
Violent politicians may be seeking popular appeal in the earliest stages of democratic
state-building by appealing directly to the values in a culture that is undergoing transition.
Thus, violent acts are a means of establishing personal credibility in societies with
concepts of honor and personal reputation tied to interpersonal violence.
II.

FUNCTIONS OF FISTFIGHTING

Fistfighting may serve two functions: temporary control of a legislative body and
a signal to supporters. However, the impact of fistfighting in some countries has
diminished due to audiences growing tired of the spectacle. Frequent occurrences of
fistfights quickly erode their shock value and undermine their value as a rebellious act. It
is interesting that in countries such as Ukraine, South Korea and Taiwan, such behavior is
becoming a norm and some members of the parliament consider legislative fistfighting as
an effective way to advance their political ideas. This routine nature has led to efforts to
create rules and penalties for legislative fistfights, but such efforts have rarely been
successful.
A.

Fistfighting as Policymaking

Fistfighting can function as a way to advance a policy or defend a position,
effectively providing a “prize” for the fight itself. Established democracies such as the
United States and the United Kingdom did have episodes of political rivals attacking each
other in order to pass a particularly controvers

16

Haub, Carl. 2012. “Steven pinker, the better angels of our nature: Why violence has
declined.” Population and Development Review 38 (1): 168-9.
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ial piece of legislation, or to ensure victory in an election. 17 To be sure, this kind of
focused, localized violence is not the exclusive type of violence used as a way of passing
laws. Prior to the adoption of democracy and the establishment of formal and legitimate
procedures of lawmaking, warlords, knights, and rival factions could simply attack each
other to shape policy.
Fistfighting can influence policy formation that affects resource distribution and
political power distribution. Fistfighting can enhance political power by creating
physical disadvantages to opposing a minority party’s position if it is defended with
sufficient violence. Social scientists describe this phenomenon as the “credible
commitment problem.” 18 In many situations, political conflict happens due to bargaining
for the expansion of power which will benefit members of the parliament of a particular
group, party and their constituents. Changes in society, upcoming elections, changes in
demographic structure, or expansion of state programs might signal that a party will have
broader responsibilities, enhanced powers, or a majority. 19
Based on available media sources, it seems that fistfighting sometimes occurs in
democratic political systems when a verbal conflict escalates into a physical
confrontation. Fistfighting is more likely to occur during vote counts on issues when the
result will be close. 20

17

Seymour, Charles, and Donald Paige Frary. How the World Votes: The Story of Democratic Development
in Elections. Vol. 1. CA Nichols, 1918.
18
Beaulieu, Emily. "Huge Brawls in Legislatures, Explained." Washington Post. October 14, 2013.
Accessed December 1, 2014. http://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/monkey-cage/wp/2014/10/14/hugebrawls-in-legislatures-explained/.
19
Gandrud, Christopher. "A Brief History of Parliamentary Brawls and Fistfights." A Brief History of
Parliamentary Brawls and Fistfights. October 14, 2014. Accessed November 28, 2014.
http://www.dailykos.com/story/2009/07/22/756452/-A-Brief-History-of-Parliamentary-Brawls-andFistfights.
20
Ibid.
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B.

Fistfighting as Theater

Fistfighting may provide violent politicians with rewards from the fight itself; a
public image of power and credibility. Fistfighting often reflects true policy differences,
but it may not be necessary to physically attack other party members. In fact, fistfighting
may restore a politician’s lost credibility in the eyes of the electorate by showing his
passion and dedication. It may also be a way to develop visibility and demonstrate loyalty
within the party. Former Minnesota governor Jesse Ventura once said that politics is just
like professional wrestling in that all the competition is staged, and that all the conflict is
exaggerated. 21
Members of parliament may try to gain more credibility in the eyes of their
constituencies by showing dedication to the cause through violence. A Ukrainian
political psychologist, Viktor Ribachenko, stated that “in case political powers are unable
to offer their constituents an interesting program voters will be interested in, they offer an
interesting picture.” 22 There can be disagreements whether such an image will be
interesting for people, but it will definitely draw more attention to the fighting legislators,
and the possible cause of the brawl.
III.

HISTORICAL FISTFIGHTING EPISODES

Although televised fistfighting may be a new phenomenon, legislative fistfighting
has a long history in developing and developed countries. For example, the British
Parliament has seen a large number of e fights. As an early measure to reduce violence
21

Graham, David A. "Jesse Ventura on How Democrats and Republicans Are Like Crips and Bloods." The
Atlantic. June 19, 2012. Accessed March 14, 2015.
http://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2012/06/jesse-ventura-on-how-democrats-and-republicans-arelike-crips-and-bloods/258652/.
22
Tsiganenko, Igor. "Верховная Рада: ни дня без драки." Информационно-аналитический портал
Inpress.ua. October 13, 2013. Accessed May 14, 2015. http://inpress.ua/ru/politics/17435-verkhovnayarada-ni-dnya-bez-draki.
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during legislative sessions, two red lines were drawn in the carpet in the House of
Commons in Westminster, with each party keeping its members on their side. The two
lines are separated by the length of two swords, which was originally a practical measure
to prevent sword fights from breaking out between armed groups during parliamentary
sessions. 23 In the United States in 1798, a major fight broke out on the floor of the House
of Representatives in Congress over removal of a legislator from the House. 24 Politicians
in Europe, Asia and the Americas still choose to use fists in intense moments, although
fistfighting has almost disappeared from the legislatures in developed nations. 25
International media routinely covers fistfighting episodes in the legislatures of South
Korea, Taiwan, Mexico, Bolivia, Ukraine, Venezuela, and Nigeria.
In the fistfights researched in this work, a large number of legislators are involved
in most cases. The participants are divided along party lines and the country is struggling
with legitimacy crises. In Chapter 3, the paper discusses fistfighting within different
countries’ legislatures to determine the underlying issues that triggered the behavior. For
each country examined, fistfighting will be analyzed in three parts. First, each country’s
recent political history will be examined. Second, media accounts of each country’s most
visible fistfighting episodes will be examined and analyzed to find a correlation with any
legitimacy or policy crises. Third, the results of each fistfight will be analyzed and the

23

Goodsell, Charles T. "The architecture of parliaments: legislative houses and political culture." British
Journal of Political Science 18, no. 03 (1988): 287-302.
24
"Historical Highlights Search | US House of Representatives: History, Art & Archives." Historical
Highlights. Accessed November 3, 2014. http://history.house.gov/HistoricalHighlight/Search/.
25
An exception may be Italy, where one legislative fistfight occurred as a result of competition over
pension reform. Fabio Ranieri, in 2011 was accused by Claudio Barbott in illegally assigning a high
pension to Ranieri’s wife.25 These accusations forced Ranieri to defend the name of his wife. A fistfight
broke out when Fabio Renieri grabbed Barbott’s throat and started striking him. Minutes later both of the
legislators were joined by their parliamentary allies who all participated in an active brawl.

12

underlying cause will be determined to identify why fistfighting occurred in the country
in question.
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CHAPTER 3: FISTFIGHTING BY COUNTRY
In this thesis, all accounts of fistfighting are physical fights occurring in countries
with multiparty parliamentary systems during an active parliamentary session. For each
country, the recent political history leading up to the current political system is presented,
including a brief description of the most significant crises affecting recent political
developments. Then, a series of media accounts of each major fistfight is presented,
including the legislation or election at issue and an account of all active participants.
Finally, the conclusion will be drawn based on the findings.
I.

UKRAINE

Recently Ukraine’s parliament has experienced a large number of parliamentary
fistfights during its parliamentary session. For example, a 2010 argument over whether
to extend the presence of Russia’s Black Sea Fleet in the Crimea caused a massive
fight. 26 In this incident, the opposition (Ukrainian Nationalist) party physically blocked
the presidium, tribune, and parliamentary lounge. 27 They then pelted the pro-Russian
members with eggs, resulting in a chaotic brawl. In the aftermath of the fight, several
members of the parliament had to be escorted to the emergency room to treat broken
bones and other injuries. This particular eruption of fistfighting was preceded by a period
of prolonged political turmoil since Ukraine gained independence from the Soviet Union
in 1991.

26

It was named one of the best fistfights in the world by the Guardian.
Marusenko, Maxim. "Fighting Breaks out in Ukraine's Parliament." Theguardian.com. April 27, 2010.
Accessed October 13, 2014.
www.theguardian.com%2Fworld%2Fgallery%2F2010%2Fapr%2F27%2Fukraine.
27
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A.

Recent Ukrainian Political History

1.

Pre-Euromaidan Political History

Similar to other countries in this study, Ukraine’s legislative history began at its
independence from an imperial power. Before then, Ukraine’s history was dominated by
foreign wars and invasions. Since the late 18th century, the territory of modern Ukraine
was governed by rulers based in either Moscow or Saint Petersburg, Russia. Despite a
brief period of independence after World War I, Ukraine was conquered by the Red
Army in a short and bloody war before being incorporated into the Soviet Union. 28
During Soviet rule, the people of Ukraine were subject to regular pressure from the
government in Moscow, including deportation schemes and state-engineered mass
starvation (Holodomor). 29 Ukraine’s borders were re-drawn within the Soviet Union by
the political elites of Moscow in 1954, effectively awarding the region of Crimea to
Ukraine. 30
Ukraine was one of the richest and most defiant Soviet Republics. It was a center
of Soviet agriculture, industry, and mineral production, possibly one of the most
prosperous regions of the USSR outside the Russian Soviet Federative Socialist Republic.
Increasing ethnic tensions, radical separatism, and a stagnation of the state’s repressive
mechanisms allowed Ukraine to secede peacefully from the Soviet Union. 31 Soon after,
the rest of the Soviet Republics followed, including the Russian Federation.
Beginning with Leonid Kuchma, Ukraine’s presidents often leave power on a
wave of popular unrest. A high-ranking communist Leonid Kravchuk became Ukraine’s
28

Snyder, Timothy. Bloodlands. Politikens Forlag, 2011., p5-8
Holodomor, Ibid., 20-24.
30
Roman Solchanyk, Ukraine and Russia: The Post-Soviet Transition." Political Science Quarterly – New
York - 116, no. 3; SEAS AUT (2001): 165
31
Kuzio, Taras, and Andrew Wilson, eds. Ukraine: Perestroika to Independence. CIUS Press, 1994., p191.
29
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first president in December 1991, and remained in power until 1994. His successor,
Leonid Kuchma took over and presided over a turbulent period in Ukraine’s history until
he was forced from power in 2004 after the “Ukraine without Kuchma,” movement
which organized after the highly criticized 1999 elections. 32 Viktor Yanukovich took
power in the 2004 elections in another highly criticized election. He was forced to resign
in January 2005 by a vociferous opposition political movement called the “Orange
Revolution.” 33 President Yuschenko entered office in Yanukovich’s place and ruled a
politically-divided nation until an attempted assassination that left him physically
scarred. 34 Yuschenko’s divided bloc was unable to prevent Yanukovich from returning
to power after the 2010 elections and assuming office. 35 Ukraine endured a continued
period of turbulence and instability from November 2013 to late 2014.
2.

Euromaidan

In the last eighteen months, Ukraine has suffered a visible and intense policy
crisis. The crisis serves as a proxy for the ongoing political tensions in Ukraine. On one
side, pro-Russian sentiment in Ukraine advocates for a stable, subservient, client-state
relationship with Moscow. On the other side, pro-West politicians are pushing for greater
integration with the West and greater distance from Russian policies. The series of
demonstrations called Euromaidan resulted from these tensions between supporters of
Moscow and the West, which represents a fundamental challenge for Ukraine
In 2013, Ukraine’s then-president, Viktor Yanukovych, made a deeply unpopular
political move that sparked a battle between Ukraine’s pro-Russian population and its
32

Wolchik, Sharon L., and Jane Leftwich Curry, eds. Central and East European Politics: From
Communism to Democracy. Rowman & Littlefield, 2014., p. 493
33
Wilson, Andrew. Ukraine's Orange Revolution. Yale University Press, 2005, p. 1-6.
34
Ibid., 96-100.
35
Ibid.
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pro-Western population. The Yanukovych government rejected the European Union’s
Deep and Comprehensive Free Trade Agreement (DCFTA), a key initial step in joining
the EU. Immediately thereafter, on November 21, 2013, a series of protests broke out
called the Maidan protests (also called Euromaidan) in honor of the Maidan square in the
center of downtown Kiev. After the pro-Russian government of Ukraine under Viktor
Yanukovych declined to sign the DCFTA with Europe, it exacerbated the Euromaidan
protests by rapidly switching course to join the Russia’s recently-formed competitor
organization the Eurasian Union. 36 This change in course was despite opposition to the
majority of the Rada (parliament) and the Ukrainian people.
Euromaidan’s major goals were the signing of the DCFTA, restoration of the
2004 Ukrainian constitution, and forcing the resignation of the Pro-Russian government.
The Euromaidan protest was initially peaceful, but its scale and persistence attracted the
attention of people throughout Ukraine and outside its borders. 37 Euromaidan was able to
declare victory after a violent crackdown was halted and president Yanukovych fled the
country, thereby allowing pro-Western leaders to fill the power vacuum.
Russia reacted by using military and political power to invade its neighbor with
the sudden annexation of the Crimean peninsula. In exile, Yanukovych acquired support
in Russia from Putin’s government. 38 Russia declared the actions of Ukraine’s pro-West

36

Saeed Ahmed, Greg Botelho, and Marie-Louise Gumuchian, "20 questions: What's behind Ukraine's
political crisis?," CNN.com, February 20, 2014, accessed October 8, 2014
http://www.cnn.com/2014/02/18/world/europe/ukraine-protests-explainer/.
37
Hanna Shelest, "Ukraine's Euromaidan: Questions from the (R)evolution," NATO, NDC Research
Report, last modified February 21, 2014, accessed October 8, 2014,
http://www.academia.edu/6154109/_Ukraines_Euromaidan_Questions_From_The_R_evolution.
38
Walker, Sean. "Ousted Ukrainian Leader Viktor Yanukovych Reported to Be in Russia." The Guardian,
February 27, 2014. Accessed October 27, 2014. http://www.theguardian.com/world/2014/feb/27/viktoryanukovych-russia-ukrainian-president-moscow.
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government unlawful and accused the West and the EU of helping Euromaidan. 39 Russia
continued its aggressive military action in a new form by launching a so-called “hybrid
war” in Eastern Ukraine using irregular formations of unmarked Russian troops and
special forces, and by supplying Ukrainian militants with essential provisions and
advanced military equipment. 40 The West and the US had a particular interest in trying
to resolve the conflict diplomatically, but Russia would not negotiate and continued its
hybrid warfare in Ukraine, thus creating strategic threat to the West. 41
The policy and legitimacy crises presented by Russian aggression quickly took on
an ethnic character. To justify its imperial ambitions, Russia expressed concern about
suspected persecution of ethnic Russians living in Ukraine, using this as a pretext for
taking further action. 42 At least 17% of the people living in Ukraine consider themselves
to be of Russian ethnicity. 43 More than one-third of Ukrainians speak Russian as their
first language, but consider themselves to be ethnically Ukrainian. 44 No evidence of
persecution was found, but this issue was contentious enough to allow the clashing pro-

39

Rosenberg, Steve. "Ukraine Crisis: West Wants to 'seize Control' - Russia." BBC News. April 25, 2014.
Accessed November 03, 2014. http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-europe-27153909.
40
Grove, Thomas. "Special Report: Where Ukraine's Separatists Get Their Weapons." Reuters. July 29,
2014. http://www.reuters.com/article/2014/07/29/us-ukraine-crisis-arms-specialreportidUSKBN0FY0UA20140729. Accessed May 1, 2015.
41
George Friedman, "Ukraine and the 'Little Cold War,’" Stratfor Global Intelligence, October 4, 2014,
accessed April 1, 2014, http://www.stratfor.com/weekly/ukraine-and-little-cold-war.
42
Lally, Kathy. "Putin Says He Reserves Right to Protect Russians in Ukraine." Washington Post. March 4,
2014. Accessed October 8, 2014. http://www.washingtonpost.com/world/putin-reserves-the-right-to-useforce-in-ukraine/2014/03/04/92d4ca70-a389-11e3-a5fa-55f0c77bf39c_story.html.
43
Kaplan, Rebecca. "A Look at Ukraine's Internal Divisions." Cbsnews. March 5, 2014. Accessed October
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Western and pro-Russian sides to continue widespread violence, culminating in the
Russian seizure of parts of Ukraine. 45
Shortly after Russian forces appeared in Crimea, Putin claimed that the Russian
military units in Crimea were actually an autonomous Crimean self-defense force
assembled by local residents, which were trying to protect the Russian population of the
region. 46 This occupying force allowed Russia to stage a fake 47 popular referendum for
the Crimea to secede from Ukraine and to join Russia as a new federal republic. The
referendum was seen as a fraud by the international community. The annexation of
Crimea has not been recognized by most UN member states. 48
In addition to annexing the Crimean peninsula, Russia has continued to sponsor,
train and support separatists in eastern Ukraine, who have engaged in widespread
violence and an armed insurrection against the pro-Western government. In response, the
Ukrainian government that was elected in May 2014 and in October 2014 has launched
and continued an anti-terrorist operation against the insurgents to this day.
B.

Ukrainian Political Structure

Ukraine is a democratic republic with a mixed political system that combines a
parliamentary-presidential government with separate branches; legislative, executive and
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judicial. The parliament of Ukraine, the Verkhovna Rada, holds legislative power and has
a multi-party system in which factions form and form a governing the majority
The executive power is vested in the highest body of the country, the Cabinet of
Ministers of Ukraine, and is responsible to the President of Ukraine, but accountable to
Verkhovna Rada. The highest law in the country is the Constitution of Ukraine, as
amended in 2004. The 2004 amendments weakened the power of the President of
Ukraine, removed his power to appoint a prime-minister, and stated that parliament will
be formed by coalitions and not individuals. In 2010 the Constitutional Court
controversially annulled the 2004 amendments to the Ukrainian constitution and thereby
returned power to the president at the expense of coalitions in the Rada. In February 2014
during the Euromaidan, the constitutional amendments of 2004 were reinstated.
The legislative branch of Ukraine has 450 members elected to four-year terms by
coalition groups. As of the 2014 parliamentary elections, the largest parties are Petro
Poroshenko’s Bloc, the People’s Front, the Opposition Bloc, Self-Reliance, the Radical
Party, and Fatherland.
Party Svoboda (Freedom) is a Ukrainian nationalist party founded in 1991 as the
Social-National party of Ukraine. It is currently being led by Oleh Tyahnibok, who joined
the party in 2004. Since 2010, the party is politically active after achieving electoral
breakthroughs. Svoboda is perceived as a nationalistic, sometimes radical, antiCommunist party that considers Russia a national threat to Ukraine. The party’s antiSemitic and radical views in the aftermath of the Euroaidan ruined the party’s popularity,
only gaining 0.29% of the vote in 2014.
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The Communist Party of Ukraine is a successor of the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union in Ukraine and since 1993 has been led by Petro Symonenko. Until the
Orange Revolution in 2004, it was one of the biggest parties in the Rada. The Communist
Party’s popularity suffered from its ideology favoring a soviet legacy, from its beliefs in
Marxist concepts, from supporting a pro-Russian government, from sponsoring terrorism,
and from supporting the annexation of the Crimea. The party was banned from the Rada
in 2014.
Our Ukraine (Razom or Our Ukraine) used to be known as the People’s SelfDefense Bloc of the former Ukrainian President Yuschenko. The primary ideology of the
party focuses on the Europeanization of Ukraine and on the implementation of reforms
benefitting the country, which involve further distancing Ukraine from Russia.
The Bloc of Yulia Tymoshenko is now known as the Batkivschina or Fatherland,
which was formed in 2001. The major ideology of the party is Ukraine’s solidarity with
Europe.
The Party of Regions is the party of the former President of Ukraine, Viktor
Yanukovich. In current Ukrainian politics, the Party of Regions is being presented as part
of the Opposition Bloc. The party was founded in 1997 but was reformed in 2000 to
become an umbrella for several smaller parties. The party’s ideology focuses on
cooperation with Russia, and on the support of the Russian population in Ukraine.
C.

Ukrainian Fistfighting Episodes

Ukraine has endured a large number of fights during its parliamentary sessions,
often provoked by legitimacy crises. In May of 1997, a massive brawl broke out in the
Rada involving almost one hundred members of the parliament from the far right and far
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left. That day, by the request of the Communist Party, a statement was read by a
parliamentary member named Symonenko, who blamed a clash in L’viv between War
World II veterans and police officers on the government and requested that the Minister
of the Interior and the Attorney General give a summary of the events in L’viv. An
independent member of the parliament from L’viv, Stepan Khmara, physically dragged
Symonenko off the stage and started to attack him. Khmara and Symonenko were soon
joined by their political allies and proceeded to fight their way across the legislative floor.
In another example of fighting provoked by illegitimacy, on December 16, 2010,
legislators from the BYT-Batkivshina (Fatherland) Party and the Party of Regions started
a fight over a criminal case that was initiated against the leader of the Batkivshina Party,
Yulia Timoshenko. Timoshenko was subjected to an apparently politically-motivated
investigation for abuse of her official power when she tried to resolve one of Ukraine’s
many gas disputes with Russia. 49 Members of Timoshenko’s party blocked the
presidium and stated that they would stay in the Rada overnight. 50 A fight quickly broke
out which resulted in five hospitalized lawmakers. 51 The fighting solved nothing, and the
BYT-Batkivshina Party and the Party of Regions remain rivals for power in the
Ukrainian Parliament. 52
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Ukrainian legislators have fought over issues that mix legitimacy and policy
crises. In 2005, a fight broke out between legislators from the Svoboda Party and the
Communist Party. This altercation was sparked by two political developments: the
proposed changes to the salaries of the executive leaders of rural and city governments,
and the changes to the taxation system for types of grain for export. The Communist
Party members physically surrounded the tribune as well as the seats of the Speaker,
Vladimir Litvin, and the Vice-Speakers. Despite a physical struggle, the Svoboda Party
successfully passed the law. However, the Speaker of the Rada had to leave the hall
afterwards due to a broken chair and a broken microphone.
Fistfights break out in the Ukrainian Rada during moments of extreme policy and
legitimacy crisis. At the end of July 2013 another brawl happened in the Ukrainian
Parliament which involved the Communist Party and the Svoboda party. The Communist
Party’s leader, Petro Symonenko, stated that thousands of Ukrainians that are being killed
in anti-terrorist operations in eastern Ukraine and are having their organs harvested for
sale. This statement caused a legislator from the party Svoboda, Aleksey Kaida, to call
for removing the leader of the Communist Party from the meeting hall, which Turchinov
declined for procedural reasons. 53 Symonenko’s continued presence caused major brawl
between legislative members of the rival parties. The next day, the parliament took
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historic action by officially dissolving the Communist Party of Ukraine and expelling its
members from the Rada. 54
Fistfighting is not the only means of resolving political disputes, because
Ukrainian politicians can simply imprison their rivals. One of the first things
Yanukovych did after becoming president was to imprison his political rival, Yulia
Timoshenko. 55 She was convicted of misuse of her official power when she signed a
natural gas contract with Russia to end the 2009 gas conflict. 56 Vladimir Putin and
Timoshenko, then the Ukrainian Prime Minister, signed a ten year agreement for gas
supply and transit in 2009 to end the dispute. 57 The contract at issue included an
important passage in which the “necessity for uninterrupted transit of gas across Ukraine
on a long term basis was recognized.” 58 However, many members of the Ukrainian
Parliament criticized this contract and later expressed a desire to renegotiate. 59
Ukraine’s culture of fistfighting can be seen with violence provoked by insults in
the Rada. In May 2013, the fight between Svoboda and Yanukovych’s Party of Regions
happened because members of Svoboda stated that “Regions” has to be more Ukrainian
and speak the state language, Ukrainian. 60 In reply, Svoboda was called a neo-Nazi
party, which abruptly provoked a massive fistfight. Some Rada members fought
ferociously, including one episode where one legislator walked across the top of several
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desks to reach the epicenter of the fight. Alexander Ribak, who was the Speaker of the
Rada, had to leave because he could not bring order to the body. 61
Ukraine’s culture of legislative fistfighting might be self-protecting, in that
politicians will violently defend their right to fight. A brawl broke out in the Ukrainian
Rada right after the leaders of the legislature decided that there will be no more fistfights
in the Rada. The confrontation began during the speech by the leader of the Communist
Party of Ukraine, Petro Symonenko. 62 He criticized the Ukrainian government which
was formed due to an economic, political and social crisis in Ukraine. 63 In reply members
of Svoboda came to the tribune and tried to force Symonenko off the stage. At the same
time, Symonenko’s allies came to protect him. Fists began to fly, and about 15 members
of the parliament got involved in the fight. 64 It is interesting to note that during the fight
Speaker Alexander Turchinov remained calm, and only intervened by briefly asking
members of the parliament to calm down in an effort to preserve the dignity of Rada.
D.

Ukrainian Fistfighting Rationale

Ukrainian fistfights have occurred due to policy crises, legitimacy crises, and due
to a vibrant culture of political fistfighting. As indicated by the Transparency
International data, the Ukrainian people regularly perceive their government as one of the
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most corrupt in the world, comfortably within the bottom third of all countries, as shown
in the figure below. 65 Entrenched cynicism inherited from the Soviet era has not changed
after twenty-five years of independence. Corruption perceptions have skyrocketed since
the end of the Yuschenko administration, moving Ukraine from about 100 to above 140
in the world corruption rankings.
Figure 2
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Ukrainian crises blending legitimacy and policy issues have increasingly resulted
in fistfights in the Rada. The 2005 fight over increased compensation for politicians and
changing grain tariffs combined both a protest against the existing government and a
protest against economic hardships created by increased taxation. In a more extreme
example, the Euromaidan crisis began as a policy crisis and later developed into a
legitimacy crisis. A botched trade policy quickly undermined the legitimacy of the
65
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government in power such that it had to resort to violence outside the legislature to
protect itself. The parallel violence within the legislature may have resulted in an
important change in government. Unlike the Orange Revolution and the “Ukraine
without Kuchma” movement, the Euromaidan was not an election protest, and it was not
focused on any particular political opponent.
Brawls preceding the Euromaidan violence further indicate that Ukraine’s
legitimacy crises can provoke legislative violence. In 1997, a political disagreement over
responsibility for a highly unpopular act was the source of the fistfight, a chance to
discredit one side of an ongoing political contest. Under Yanukovich, brawling routinely
involved attacks on his political opponents, or their resistance to his apparently
illegitimate actions. At the end it was a collapse of legitimacy in Euromaidan that led to
violence, the flight of Yanukovich and the takeover by pro-Western politicians. If he had
resolved the policy conflicts without social turmoil, there might not have been any
legitimacy crisis.
Post-Euromaidan fistfighting also appears to be part of a legitimacy crisis.
Although deaths caused by the ongoing anti-terrorist operation are serious policy crises
themselves, the prevailing sentiment was that the opposition only wanted to discredit the
party in power by raising such an issue. The fistfight did not break out due to a
difference of opinion on whether deaths were occurring or how to best handle preventing
deaths. Instead, brawling occurred based on a perception that one side was attempting to
advance itself at the expense of the other party, resulting in a fight over legitimacy.
Importantly, the incidence of legitimacy-related fistfighting appears to track the
increase in corruption perceptions. The two most famous episodes of legitimacy crises
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resulting in a brawl occurred in 2010 and 2013, after the rise of the Yanukovich regime
and the plunge of Ukraine in the global corruption perceptions ratings. Notably,
Ukraine’s corruption perceptions suddenly worsened after Yuschenko was poisoned and
remained low as long as pro-Russian politicians remained in power. With Ukraine’s
political history at a turning point with the Euromaidan conflict, it remains to be seen
whether the country will continue to be plagued with legitimacy crises that provoke
further fistfights. Physical violence in these contexts is a clear manifestation of the
frustrations of parliament members over the instability and turmoil their government is
experiencing. Unable to resolve their differences through discourse, politicians make
their positions clear by pummeling their opponents in a public forum, thereby attempting
to gain some small amount of authority. In the case of the Ukraine, we see fistfighting
increase with perceptions of corruption and with disintegrating legitimacy of government.
In chaotic circumstances, participants perceive themselves and their constituents as
cheated by the system, and therefore choose to bypass the formalities of that system by
fighting.
Ukraine’s recent history of political violence and repression speak to the strength
of its culture of fistfighting. As shown with the imprisonment of Tymoshenko and the
street violence after Euromaidan, Ukrainian politicians such as Yanukovich can achieve
their ends without resorting to fistfighting. But, fistfighting persists as a form of political
struggle within durable legislative institutions and can survive regulation. Politicians
could fight over the right to continue to engage in fistfights. It is not surprising that in
this context, an insult such as “Neo-Nazi” can provoke a brawl.
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II.

TAIWAN

Fights in Taiwan’s parliament are almost a tradition, sometimes occurring more
than twice a month over the past several decades. 67 During these regular fights, members
of the parliament use media to directly address the nation and to show dedication to the
principles and to the ideology or their party. The largest and most famous fight happened
in 2007, when the opposition party decided to block the tribune before the upcoming
elections to prevent the Speaker of the parliament from addressing the body. 68
A.

Recent Taiwanese Political History

Taiwan’s political history in the twentieth century has been turbulent and subject
to power politics. In the 19th century, Taiwan was part of China. After gaining initial
independence in 1912, China’s disintegrated statehood gave rise to warlords and political
chaos until control was briefly consolidated under the nationalist party, the Kuomintang.
Kuomintang rule was conclusively interrupted by the Japanese with the invasion that
began the Sino-Japanese War. This costly and devastating conflict left the surviving
nationalist government unable to resist growing communist power in the postwar years.
The Soviet-supported communist forces’ guerilla and terror tactics gradually eroded
nationalist power until a complete seizure was achieved. As a result, Kuomintang forces
were effectively routed and expelled from China, being forced into exile on the island
once known as the Chinese province of Formosa.
Nationalist Chinese forces in exile established a government on the island of
Formosa within China’s borders in 1949. The Kuomintang established the “Taiwan
Provincial Government” in Taiwan that ruled under an officially-declared state of
67
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emergency that was renewed regularly until the late 1980s. Taiwan’s status as the
official government of China was a major international issue until the United Nations and
the United States officially recognized the People’s Republic of China as the rightful
successor to China’s place in the United Nations. After the threat of communist
infiltration into Taiwan subsided and after Taiwan gained a level of highly advanced
economic development, the Taiwanese government began to democratize. Restrictive
ethnic and social policies were eased, and a presidential election was allowed in 1996.
Taiwan’s young democracy saw a relatively peaceful transfer of power away from
the Kuomintang in 2000 with the election of Chen Shui-bian. President Chen’s
administration was interrupted by an assassination attempt in 2004 that allowed him to
declare a new state of emergency. After winning a second term, President Chen’s
administration has been plagued by accusations of corruption. As soon as Chen’s second
term ended, he was arrested along with several of his government’s high-ranking officials
on corruption charges. The Kuomintang regained power with Ma Ying-Jeou’s victory in
2008 and his reelection in 2012. Nonetheless, reunification with the mainland and
allegedly undemocratic governance has produced increasing discontent within the
electorate, culminating in 2014 student protests.
B.

Taiwan’s Political Structure

Taiwan is a democratic republic. It is represented by the Head of State that
publicly represents the Republic and the President (or Premier of the Executive Yuan).
The government of Taiwan is divided into five branches called Yuan – the Executive
Yuan, the Legislative Yuan, the Examination Yuan, the Judicial Yuan and the Control
Yuan. The legislative Yuan (Parliament) is a multi-party body that has lawmaking
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powers vested in it. After the 2008 Constitutional Amendments, it has 113 members,
much less than the previous 225, each serving a 4 year term. As of November 2014, the
dominant parties are the Kuomitang, the Democratic Progressive Party, the Taiwan
Solidarity Union, the Peoples First Party, and the Minkuotang. Most commonly involved
in the fistfights parties are Kuomitang and Democratic Progressive Party.
The Kuomitang of China (KMT) is the successor party to the Revolutionary
Alliance which promoted creation of the Chinese Republic. The KMT was founded in
1911. Currently, it is chaired by the Ma Ying-jeou. Although the KMT supports
unification and cooperation with mainland China, in 2008 a policy of “three no” was
adopted by the party – no reunification with China, no complete independence, and no
use of force.
The DPP (Democratic Progressive Party) is a liberal party in Taiwan that was
founded in 1986 and was the first opposition party to the KMT. Its ideology emphasizes
Taiwanese independence, human rights, democracy, and social welfare. It is currently
led by the Tsai Ing-wen.
C.

Taiwanese Fistfighting Episodes

Taiwan’s legislators frequently fight during parliamentary sessions. The current
Parliament of the Republic of China (Taiwan) is sharply divided, which causes fierce and
passionate battles over proposed legislation or during vote counts. Unfortunately,
Taiwanese fistfighting has become so common that the national parliament has a
reputation for its regular brawls. 69 Taiwanese legislators are very resourceful in their
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choice of weapons, occasionally resorting to food fights. 70 In 2004, one politician said
that violence-prone legislators should be checked with a breathalyzer before attending
parliamentary sessions. 71
Taiwanese legislators fight over legitimacy issues, such as the aftermath of the
2004 presidential election. This was just after President Chen narrowly escaped
assassination. 72 Chen’s narrow victory margin of 0.2% of the vote prompted opposition
politicians, including the Kuomintang, to demand a recount. Chen’s opponents further
claimed that he staged the assassination attempt in a bid to win sympathy. Chen
responded by proposing a bill that would require recounts for victory margins of less than
1%, but only after fights broke out in both the legislature and in committee meetings.
Taiwanese legislators have fought over policy issues, such as the July 8, 2010
brawl over a trade deal with China. This was right before their November elections. 73
Legislators used garbage bins, tea cups, books and other improvised weapons to attack
each other. The minority party DPP refused to agree with the KMT to finalize a trade
deal with China that included tax incentives for almost a thousand goods from China
which would be imported to Taiwan. 74 KMT members who were loyal to the China deal
were pushing for the faster ratification while DPP members were saying that Chinese
goods would flood into Taiwan and hurt local small businesses. This deal represented the
strongest economic partnership between China and Taiwan to that point.
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The fight was intense and ended with a couple of legislators being sent to the
hospital for emergency treatment. The original trade agreement was signed in June by the
president of Taiwan, but it had to be ratified by the parliament. Surprisingly, both parties
agreed to ratify the agreement but fundamentally disagreed over how fast to ratify it. 75
The key to this disagreement was Taiwan’s economic isolation from other countries at
the time, which had a direct impact on the lifestyle of Taiwanese citizens. 76 Nonetheless,
there was a long history of animosity between China and Taiwan, creating a fear in the
DPP that quick ratification would bring Taiwan under unacceptably strong influence
from the mainland.
Political tensions in Taiwan before this fight were exacerbated by upcoming
municipal elections, thus incentivizing legislators to fight as a way of increasing their
media exposure. 77 This political tension added credibility to legislators’ positions of
supporting or opposing the trade pact with China, because the elections would serve as a
barometer for 2012 presidential elections. 78
Taiwanese legislators can fight over issues that combine policy issues and
legitimacy issues. On May 8, 2007 a brawl erupted in Taiwan’s Parliament over a budget
bill and an electoral bill. The minority party at that time, the Democratic Progressive
Party (DPP), accused the Speaker of the parliament and member of the Nationalist Party,
or Kuomintang (KMT), of delaying the budget for 2007 because he wanted to pass the
electoral bill first. When the Speaker of the Parliament stood to give a speech, members
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of the DPP tried to push him off the podium. 79 Legislators from the KMT Party rushed to
protect the Speaker and a sprawling fight broke out. Members of both parties used their
fists and pens to strike, while employing other methods such as throwing paper stacks,
spraying water, and climbing one on top of another. 80 The fight ended with several
parliamentarians taken to hospital. 81
Both bills proposed at the session were important and controversial. The electoral
bill had caused a five-month filibuster in a previous legislative session. It proposed to
change the make-up of Taiwan’s electoral commission, to reflect partisan representation
in the parliament. At that time, members of the electoral commission in the Republic of
China were nominated by the government and approved by the president. That bill did
not pass. 82
D.

Taiwanese Fistfighting Rationale

Taiwan’s legislative fistfighting often occurs due to legitimacy crises, policy
crises, and a culture of fistfighting. Taiwan is consistently perceived as a country with a
low levels of corruption, despite its relatively violent political past. Although there have
been recent fluctuations in Taiwan’s corruption levels, as seen in the Graph 3, it has
remained stable at the 34-37 out of 180, well within the top 25% of low-corruption
countries. However, after the 2012 brawl the corruption level dropped. Considering
Taiwan’s lower levels of perceived corruption and its political power structure, one might

79

Reuters. "Taiwanese Legislature Fight 3." YouTube. May 12, 2007. Accessed November 29, 2014.
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=g10PAsvZFoQ.
80
"Fight in Taiwanese Parliament." Theguardian.com. May 8, 2007. Accessed November 11, 2014.
www.theguardian.com%2Fworld%2Fgallery%2F2007%2Fmay%2F08%2Ftaiwan.
81
"Lawmakers Brawl in Parliament, Again." Reuters. May 08, 2007. Accessed November 29, 2014.
http://www.reuters.com/article/2007/05/08/us-taiwan-parliament-idUSTP21135920070508.
82
Shih Hsiu-chuan. "Wang, Su Seek Results on Stalled Budget - Taipei Times." Wang, Su Seek Results on
Stalled Budget - Taipei Times. May 8, 2007. Accessed November 19, 2014.
http://www.taipeitimes.com/News/taiwan/archives/2007/05/08/2003359981.

34

conclude that legitimacy crises can arise as a result of individual political parties and their
leadership.
Figure 3
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Taiwan’s fistfighting also correlates with important changes of power between the
two ruling parties. Taiwan’s democracy is fairly young at twenty years old. There have
been two parties which held power in that time, the Kuomintang, and President Chen’s
opposition party, the Democratic People’s Party. Emergency measures have been
declared on multiple occasions. After President Chen’s reelection victory in 2004, a fight
broke out regarding the legitimacy of his victory and whether a recount should occur.
Legitimacy struggles resulted in 2007 over an electoral bill. After this fight, the
Democratic People’s Party and President Chen were thrown from power.
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Taiwan’s fistfighting episodes correlate with acute policy disagreements that
cause existing political tensions to boil over. As noted above, some policy disagreements
resulting in fistfighting are largely unaffected by the fistfight itself, whereas others are
affected by a violent and active opposition.
Because of the mixed record of fistfighting and the perception among Taiwanese
political elites that fistfighting is expected on many issues, Taiwan’s legislators will
likely continue to fight as a part of regular political discourse. The series of fights that
erupted over the 2010 trade deal with China show that fistfights are part of ongoing
political discourse in Taiwan. The two most prominent parties, the KMT and the DPP,
fought vigorously over the trade deal, and then agreed to ratify it. 84 In this case, a
fistfight may not have actually cowed one party into agreeing with the other, but it could
have served as an important stage to allow politicians to show their popular appeal before
upcoming municipal elections and the 2012 presidential elections. 85 This further
underscores a culture of political violence in that there was no underlying legitimacy
crisis, as with the 2007 fight over passing a budget bill and electoral bill in tandem.
Thus, even in a wealthy country enjoying low levels of corruption, a unique culture may
emerge that values public displays of legislative fistfighting.
III.

SOUTH KOREA

South Korean parliamentary proceedings are synonymous with fistfighting. The
tendency to engage in a fistfight has increased in recent years. According to the LA
Times, fights among legislators in South Korea rose from five in 2006 to 47 in 2008, and
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the number keeps growing. 86 During one particularly intense fight, "politicians dived into
the crowd like fans in a mosh pit, one was carried out on a stretcher," says
the Guardian. 87 Occasionally, weapons are used, such as when a debate over press
ownership rules prompted some Korean politicians to use fire extinguishers and an ax
instead of their fists. 88 However, such use of weapons in a fistfights rarely cause serious
injury.
A.

South Korean Political History

Korea as a nation was created by superpower interests at the end of World War II,
divided between the United States and the Soviet Union. In its early years, Korea’s lowlevel democracy was challenged by multiple coups, military interventions, and social
unrest. This kind of high-level political violence eventually stabilized into a more routine
Western-style democracy, but legislative fistfighting remained. Perhaps it was South
Korea’s history that created this culture, for Korea’s historic experience is unique itself.
The history of the Korean people is long and nuanced, but the history of the
country of South Korea is short and often unstable. Korea as an independent nation was
established only after World War II, declared independent from Japanese-occupied
China, and before that a province of the empires of China and Mongolia. Korean
independence came at a terrible price after a devastating civil war that left the country
physically and economically broken.
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Meaningful political discourse in pre-1980 South Korea was routinely contained
by the military state. The various regimes used the National Security Law and the
Korean Central Intelligence Agency to stay in power. 89 The National Security Law was
strictly applied to any anti-government organization, communist or not. Some offences
carried the death penalty. 90 The Korean Central Intelligence Agency engaged in active
monitoring and censorship of the media. 91
After generations of military coups, near-despotism, and three decades of state-led
economic growth, 92 the social unrest of the 1980s culminated in democratization by
1987. 93 South Korea’s untested democracy went through multiple crises in its first thirty
years, which often resulted in violence in its legislature. In 1997, South Korea endured a
shattering financial deflationary crisis, which preceded the first peaceful transfer of
power between political parties in its history with the 1998 inauguration of President Kim
Dae-Jung. 94 President Kim Dae-Jung’s election started a positive trend of peaceful
power transitions in South Korea, including the landslide election victory of Roh MooHyun in 2003 95 and the victory of Lee Myung-Bak in 2008.
B.

Political Structure of South Korea

The Republic of Korea is led by the Chief of the State (currently President Park
Geun-hye) and the Head of the Government. The government is divided into the
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Executive branch, the Legislative branch, and the Judicial branch. The legislative body or
National Assembly (Kuk Koe) has vested lawmaking power. Members of the National
Assembly are elected for a term of five years by majority vote in single member
constituencies and through closed-list proportional representation. Currently, the most
popular parties are the Justice Party (Cheon Ho-Sun), the Liberty Forward Party or LFP
that recently merged with the New Frontier Party (NFP), and the Saenuri Party. Important
for this research parties are the MDP, the GNP and the Uri Party.
The Yeollin Uri Party or Uri Party was active from 2004-2007 and led by the
Chung Sye Kyun before merging with the New Democratic Party in 2007. The Uri Party
supports social services spending at the expense of economic growth, to give limited
support to North Korea, and to impeach then-president Roh
The Saenuri Party (formerly Grand National Party - GNP) is also called the
Democratic Party (DP). The DP is a center-right conservative political party that was
founded in 1997. In 2000 it regrouped and won more seats. 96 It supports free trade,
privatization, reduction in government spending, and the promotion of human rights. The
current president of Korea is Park Geun-Huy, a former chair of the Saenuri party.
The Democratic United Party or Minju T’onghap Dang (MDP), or Millennium
Democratic Party (MDP), or the United Democratic Party (DP) was founded in 1995 by
Kim Dae Jung. The party stands for the support of human rights and the improvement of
the relations with North Korea. It was a rival to the GNP until the Uri Party won a
majority of seats in the Parliament and then merged with GNP in an effort to impeach the
President.
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C.

South Korean Fistfighting Episodes

Brawls are common in the National Assembly of South Korea where legislators
regularly turn to violence to get their way. Violence in South Korea can appear both as a
challenge to perceived illegitimate acts, and as a way to defend from accusations of
illegitimacy. In March, 2004 during an effort to impeach the president of South Korea,
Roh Moo-Hyun, the president’s supporters resorted to violence in order to stop the
impeachment vote from being finalized. 97 Although the president was ultimately
dismissed from his position and was replaced by then prime-minister Goh Kun as acting
head of the state, the replacement was controversial because it was executed right before
the April 15 general elections. Soon after Roh Moo-Hyun was impeached, a public
protest quickly developed in support of the dismissed president. Roh Moo-Hyun was
later reinstated by the decision of the South Korean Supreme Court. 98
The Millennium Democratic Party (MDP), which was in charge of the
impeachment process in cooperation with the majority party Grand National Party
(GNP), was seeking a two-thirds vote to impeach president Roh Moo-Hyun, who was
accused of taking illegal election funds through his aides and family members. Uri Party
legislators supported the president and tried to stop the announcement of votes by
pushing the Speaker of the Parliament off his seat and by breaking into the ballot box.
The MDP and GNP rushed to save the box and the Speaker, causing a major brawl
among lawmakers.
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In South Korea, policy clashes can provoke legislative fistfighting, such as the
massive 2008 brawl over the ratification of a Free Trade Agreement between South
Korea and the United States. 99 Members of South Korea's GNP built a barrier to prevent
entrance to the foreign affairs committee hall, the only place where the bill could be
introduced, and where legislators were intending to vote to ratify the agreement. The
GNP created an improvised obstacle by using furniture to block the opposing Democratic
Party members.
The GNP supported the free trade deal with the United States. However,
Democratic Party members who opposed the free trade deal broke into the conference
room using sledgehammers, crowbars, and a chainsaw to destroy their opponents’
obstacles. Despite using such dangerous tools, the brawl only resulted in one person
suffering a head injury while others suffered some minor injuries. 100
The defending GNP prevailed, and the deal was signed by representatives from
South Korea and United States, but it could not be fully implemented until ratified by the
National Assembly. 101 The free trade deal became one of several that have served as a
cornerstone of South Korean economic policy under both President Lee Myung-bak and
his predecessor Roh Moo-Hyun, who both used international trade agreements as a
means of altering the high levels of taxation in South Korea. 102 Democratic Party
members opposed some of these measures and tried to prevent voting on them by seizing
control of the National Assembly’s floor. The opposition reasoned that decreasing trade
99
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barriers could hurt vulnerable Korean farmers, hurt the nation’s economic independence,
and cause an uncontrollable loss of jobs. The ruling party wanted to ratify the agreement
by the end of the year and stated that it would improve South Korean competitiveness
and ties with the United States. Advocates of the agreement further reasoned that the
trade agreement with the United States would improve South Korea’s standing among
world economies, would increase South Korea’s GDP, and would spur further foreign
investments in South Korea. Along with an ongoing series of legislative fistfights,
massive protests rolled across the country in opposition to ratification.
The 2008 free trade deal was finally ratified by the National Assembly in 2011.
Nonetheless, the trade pact’s ratification continued to provoke violence between the same
warring groups of legislators for surprising reasons. The opposition party introduced the
original free trade deal in 2008, but the party then violently opposed the 2011 version.
The opposition argued that subsequent changes allowed U.S. car manufacturers to enter
the South Korean market. 103 The ruling GNP party wanted to vote without support of the
opposition and pass the free trade deal anyway. One lawmaker from the Democratic
Labor Party used improvised riot control techniques by throwing a canister with tear gas
at the Speaker of the National Assembly in an attempt to block the voting. 104 The
resulting gas cloud forced many lawmakers to leave the National Assembly, however the
deal was ratified.
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Another policy contest erupted in a fistfight in July 2009 over a contentious law to
ease restrictions on media ownership. 105 To prevent their political opponents from
voting, the opposition party created a furniture barricade to prevent the majority party
from entering the main hall. The ruling Grand National Party was able to force its way
into the voting room where the brawl continued in an effort to block the Speaker’s
seat. 106 The opposition Democratic Party considered this bill to be another means for
enrichment and expansion for large newspaper monopolies which would then provide
much more favorable media coverage of President Lee Myung-bak. 107 By creating a
legislative brawl during parliamentary session members of rival parties may have
attempted to draw media attention in order to keep the opposition party from dominating
the media.
On December 8, 2010 a legislative brawl erupted over a bill covering a seemingly
innocuous topic – providing free lunches to school children. The ruling party, the GNP,
opposed the bill, reasoning that free lunches should be provided only to fifty percent of
students using the taxpayer’s money. However, the MDP wanted to provide lunches to
all the elementary and middle school students. 108 This issue caused a fight, where

105

Our Foreign Staff and Agencies in Seoul. "Brawl Breaks out in South Korean Parliament." The
Telegraph. July 22, 2009. Accessed November 29, 2014.
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/asia/southkorea/5886733/Brawl-breaks-out-in-South-Koreanparliament.html.
106
Richard Grigonis. "Brawling Lawmakers: 8 Images of Physical Fights on the Floor." Newsmax. April 9,
2014. Accessed November 18, 2014. http://www.newsmax.com/TheWire/brawling-lawmakers-fightimages/2014/04/09/id/564706/.
107
Sabloff, Nicholas. "Brawl Breaks Out In South Korean Parliament." The Huffington Post. July 22, 2009.
Accessed November 18, 2014. http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2009/07/22/brawl-breaks-out-insouth_n_242533.html.
108
"Fight Erupts in South Korean Parliament over Free School Meals." The Telegraph. October 31, 0035.
Accessed November 16, 2014. http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/newstopics/howaboutthat/8175512/Fighterupts-in-South-Korean-parliament-over-free-school-meals.html.

43

legislators were punching each other, shoving, pushing and shouting abuse at their
political enemies. 109
The mayor of Seoul also opposed the school lunch bill. He reasoned that funds
required for free lunches at schools were excessive. He threatened to resign if the
referendum was passed. The GNP proposal would need 370 million dollars a year to feed
the children, but an alternative program to feed half of Seoul’s children would only
require 280 million dollars annually. 110 Many of those who opposed the bill were not
sure if the Korean government would be able to handle the costs of the program, still
sensitive to the 1997 Korean financial crisis that was prompted by reckless spending on
welfare programs. 111 Korea had to get a loan from the International Monetary Fund to
stabilize the South Korean currency in 1997. Since then, the government spending by the
fourth largest Asian economy has been closely watched by all parties in the National
Assembly. This issue arose a year before parliamentary elections, in which the welfare
system in South Korea was expected to be a key topic. 112
During a plenary meeting of the South Korean parliament on December 8, 2010
another brawl happened over disputes in spending one billion dollars for river and water
resources clean-up. 113 Many members of the opposition party MDP and their allies
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engaged in a fight with members of the ruling GNP opposing the bill. One GNP member
was taken to hospital after being hit on the head with a gavel during the brawl. 114
This bill had difficulties passing for the same reasons as the school lunches bill.
The so-called Four Major Rivers project is a multipurpose project proposed by the
president of South Korea, Lee Myung-Bak, to rehabilitate rivers and the infrastructure
around them to prevent flooding in several regions of South Korea, including the lessdeveloped northern region of Cholla. 115 Some of the President’s opponents argued that
this allocation was intended to increase the number of votes for his party less than a year
before parliamentary elections. 116 The president’s opponents further charged that the
President and his party used this project is to enrich the President himself, as he used to
be in charge of the largest construction company in the region which had passed to his
family and allies. 117 Despite the fighting, the bill did pass the National Assembly.
D.

South Korean Fistfighting Rationale

South Korea has a long history of political fights in its legislature, which has
developed into a culture of legislative political violence. Many fistfights stem from
policy or legitimacy crisis, as well as from the everyday political dealing that goes with
budget allocations and trade. The nature of fistfighting in South Korea’s National
Assembly is indicative of this culture. In extreme cases, South Korean legislators are
even prepared to do battle with weaponry, such as tear gas, chainsaws, crowbars, fire
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extinguishers, and axes. The routine nature of fistfighting and the growing trend of
legislative brawls underscores this conclusion. Importantly, legislative fistfighting rarely
spills out into the streets as was the case with Ukraine. Although the 2008 US-Korea free
trade agreement resulted in mass protests, most fistfighting stayed confined within the
walls of the National Assembly, keeping the average citizen safe from their brawling
leaders.
South Korea has developed a culture of legislative violence. By the early 1980s,
South Korea had developed into a fully-fledged middle-income country, on par with
Ecuador and Costa Rica. 118 South Korea has undergone a consistent series of peaceful
power transfers since 1998. South Korea’s culture of legislative violence was most
visible during the evolving 2008 free trade political clash. At an earlier stage, an
apparent policy disagreement led to an armed conflict between legislators, but then both
parties essentially switched sides. 119 By switching their positions and continuing to fight,
the legislators demonstrated that the fighting itself was a continuation of a political
disagreement or a form of negotiation that endured beyond their original policy positions.
Importantly, this fight retained its political character by falling along changing party
lines, not along the individual preferences of given politicians at the beginning of the
political disagreement in 2008.
The media ownership brawl of 2009 had strong overtones of a culture of
fistfighting. The fighting opposition wanted to protect their own positions in the face of
potentially harmful media coverage. This is a strong departure from a pure policy
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disagreement or a pure legitimacy agreement, because the politicians initiating the
fistfight are looking primarily to their own public image. They are essentially creating a
public image of violent opposition to preempt any negative publicity that would be
created by a potentially hostile media outlet. Thus, they appear to have been appealing
directly to a culture of violence, unafraid that their brawl would undermine their own
legitimacy more than unfavorable media coverage.
Despite a series of personalized political scandals that ended administrations, the
system as a whole has remained durable. As shown by Transparency International data
in Figure 4, South Korea retains relatively low levels of corruption compared to other
countries in this study. South Korea’s ranking remains stable within the 39-45 out of 180
level, putting it comfortably within the top 25% of countries enjoying low levels of
corruption.
Figure 4

South Korea Corruption Perceptions
46
45
44
43
42
41
40
39
38
37
36
2006

2009

2012

2014

Source: Transparency International, Corruption Perceptions Index
2014. http://www.transparency.org/research/cpi/overview. 120

120

See generally Transparency International’s Corruption Perception Index results for the years 2006,
2009, 2012, and 2014.

47

South Korean fistfighting is provoked by the policy disagreements, such as
spending issues raised during the US-Korea trade agreement fights of 2008. Even though
this fight demonstrates a strong culture of fistfighting, the politicians involved switched
sides as policy preferences changed. Overall, long years of Korean economic growth and
prosperity appear to have done little to curb the growing trend of fistfighting. Thus, it
seems that fistfighting may have acquired its own value in South Korea’s political
culture.
IV.

BOLIVIA

A.

Bolivian Political History

Bolivian political history has been marked by instability, inequality, and violence.
Bolivia declared its independence from Peru in 1821, and achieved full autonomy in
1825. 121 From independence until 2005, Bolivia was controlled by a string of presidents
who were themselves controlled by a ruling class of landowners in a semi-feudal
governmental structure. A series of early military defeats in its early history caused
Bolivia to lose massive amounts of territory. These troubled times set off a string of
remarkably corrupt and violent rulers that lasted until 1879. 122
Bolivian society and political elites united in the face of a military threat from
Chile in 1879. In the aftermath, an uninterrupted series of military and business elites
ruled Bolivia until 1932, offering a period of uncharacteristically stable political
conditions and economic growth. 123 During this period of relative stability, universal
voting rights were not yet adopted, allowing the political leadership to continue in power
by appealing to a limited group of Spanish-speaking, literate elites. The vast majority of
121
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Bolivians were forbidden from voting – indigenous people without any functional
knowledge of Spanish. Conservative rule ended with the 1899 Federal Revolution,
violently placing a more liberal government in power which still did not respect
indigenous rights. 124 The liberal government was then deposed in 1920 in an
uncharacteristically bloodless revolution.
From 1920 to 1943, a series of short-lived, increasingly radical administrations
ruled in Bolivia. After losing the Chaco War in 1935, 125 radical governments
continuously displaced each other until the Bolivian Revolution in 1952, which finally
granted universal suffrage to Bolivian citizens. The revolution lasted eleven years, until
1964, and was considered “unfinished” in many regards. From 1964 to 1982 another
series of small-scale, temporary military governments came and went, always failing to
garner true popular support before being overthrown by the next junta. From 1981 to
1982, four governmental usurpations in fourteen months culminated in a more stable
government that ended the cycle of short-lived regimes. 126 However, highly unstable
economic conditions coupled with increasingly illegitimate regimes associated with drug
production or old regimes’ violence 127 did not ensure a return to prosperity. Presidents
with connections to drug dealers and political violence did little to prevent increasing
social unrest.
Indigenous Bolivians’ widespread unrest resulting from the Bechtel-led water
privatization scheme and the costly Gas War of 2003 128 led to a watershed election in
2005. After a highly disputed result, the 2005 elections resulted in the election of the first
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indigenous Bolivian president since independence, Evo Morales. President Morales’
leadership has led to nearly ten years of relative political stability.
B.

Political Structure of Bolivia

The Plurinational State of Bolivia is a presidential democratic republic,
represented by the President, who is the head of state and of the government. The
Bolivian government is divided into four branches – the executive, legislative, judicial
and electoral. The legislative branch is represented by the bicameral Congreso Nacional,
which is divided into a Chamber of Senators (27 senators elected for a term of five years)
and the Chamber of Disputes (130 members are elected for five years). The Congreso
National’s most popular parties are the Revolutionary Nationalist Movement, the
Nationalist Democratic Action Party, and the Revolutionary Left Movement. This paper
will examine brawls between the Revolutionary Nationalistic Movement, the Nationalist
Democratic Action Party, and the Revolutionary Left Movement.
The Revolutionary Nationalistic Movement was founded in 1942 and is currently
chaired by the Guillermo Bedregal Gutierrez. This party promotes social democratic
values, nationalism, and populism. The Nationalist Democratic Action Party (formerly
the Social Democratic Power Party) was founded in 1979 and is currently chaired by
Guillermo Fortun. The NDAP is a right-wing party with an ideology aligning with
national conservatism and neoliberalism. The Revolutionary Left Movement, also called
the New Majority or the MIR (Movimiento de la Izquierda Revolucionaria), is a socialdemocratic left-wing party founded in 1971.
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C.

Bolivian Fistfighting Episodes

Brawls in the Bolivian Plurinational Legislative Assembly (Bolivian Parliament)
are famous for their massive scale, where almost the entire legislative body becomes
involved in a given fight. As with other countries in this paper, legitimacy crises often
provoke fistfights in the Bolivian Parliament. One such fight erupted in August of 2007
between congressmen over the issue of putting four judges on trial for corruption
charges. 129 Congressmen were arguing that the trial was politically staged. Several
parliamentarians disagreed with the politics of Evo Morales, who stepped into the post of
President in 2006, and with the president’s allies in the parliament and attempted to fight
corruption by creating the Ministry of Institutional Transparency and Fight against
Corruption. 130
The government of Evo Morales often criticized the Bolivian judiciary system
and accused judges of misconduct. The Bolivian Parliament is the primary investigative
body tasked with investigating accusations against the judiciary, during which the
Bolivian Senate must decide whether to convict based on the charges leveled against
accused judges. During the fight, legislators shouted at each other, used tables, and their
fists and elbows to resolve political disagreements. The assembly was calmed after
police were called to the floor. Another underlying reason for the fight was an effort to
control the judicial branch of one of Bolivia’s provinces. 131 The opposition to Evo
Morales’ party attempted to seize the dais to prevent legislators from bringing charges
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against several judges of Bolivia’s highest court, the Constitutional Tribunal. 132 The
charges were later upheld, and the judges were suspended for misconduct.
D.

Bolivian Fistfighting Rationale

Bolivian fistfights can erupt due to legitimacy crises, and due to a culture of
fistfighting. Bolivia has been plagued by an extended history of illegitimate rule, where
violent overthrow has been the norm rather than the exception. Until the 1980s, power
changed through juntas, not through peaceful elections. The majority of the population
has been mostly excluded from political participation. The election of the first
indigenous-born Bolivian president in history led to the massive brawl described above.
Bolivia’s history of corruption affected its perceived legitimacy. As seen
specifically in Figure 5, corruption perceptions in the country spiked until 2009, at which
point it declined again. In this sense, perhaps president Morales’ reforms achieved their
anti-corruption purpose. Nonetheless, Bolivia remains squarely in the bottom half of
corrupt countries worldwide, and has remained so for nearly ten years.
Figure 5
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When the Bolivian parliament erupted in a massive fistfight, political legitimacy
was squarely at the center of the brawl. The newly-elected party wanted to investigate
the previous party’s appointees for corruption. This was immediately opposed with
violence. Thus, both sides were fighting in direct reaction to a specific challenge to
legitimacy.
V.

VENEZUELA

A.

Venezuelan Political History

Like many Latin American countries, Venezuela achieved independence in the
early 19th century, but has nonetheless been plagued by waves of governmental instability
and popular unrest. After the Venezuelan declaration of independence from Gran
Colombia, 134 a series of national strongmen competed for and occasionally wielded
national power. 135 A typical example came in 1908 when President Cipriano Castro was
ousted by his second-in-command, Juan Vicente Gomez. 136 Gomez’s minister of war,
Lopez Contreras, succeeded him in 1935. 137 Contreras was succeeded by Medina
Angarita. Angarita legalized political competition but was removed in a coup in 1945. 138
Democratic elections in 1945 were destroyed in a 1948 military coup. In the
aftermath, Venezuela’s military government survived as a ten-year dictatorship led by a
military triumvirate. 139 In 1958, Venezuela’s period of dictatorship came to an end with
the Punto Fijo agreement among the ruling elite to allow elections. The first such
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election resulted in the victory of Romulo Betancourt as president, who had to defend his
new administration from a communist insurrection. 140 In 1969, Rafael Caldera became
the first opposition Venezuelan president to succeed an incumbent party without
violence. Importantly, the efforts of the Caldera administration to calm radical
movements led to an historic low point in radical movements trying to violently
overthrow the government of Venezuela. 141
The successor of President Perez, former president Caldera, had his second term
marred by a devastating banking crisis that began in 1994. 142 Caldera famously pardoned
Hugo Chavez as a participant in a 1992 coup attempt. Chavez won the 1998 election and
set Venezuela on a new anti-American course, reversing privatization efforts and renationalizing important industries. After surviving a coup attempt in 2002, Chavez ruled
by decree until his death in 2013. 143 Shortly afterwards his chosen successor, Nicolas
Maduro assumed power. 144
B.

Political Structure of Venezuela

Venezuela’s official name is the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela. It is a federal
presidential republic led by the Chief Executive who is the Head of the State and the
Government. The Venezuelan government is divided into five bodies – the Executive,
the Legislative, the Judicial, the Citizens Branch, and the Electoral Council. The
legislative body is represented by the Unicameral National Assembly that has 165
members, each being elected for a five-year term by popular vote. Venezuela’s most
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important parties are the United Socialist Party, the Communist Party, A New Era Party,
Democratic Action, and Justice First.
The parties that were involved in the fistfighting episodes described below
include the Social Christian Party, the Fifth Republic Party, and the Democratic Unity
Alliance.
The Social Christian Party or Copei, is a democratic party affiliated with the
Coalition for Democratic Unity. The Copei proclaims Christian Democracy as its
ideology, and was founded in 1946 by Rafael Caldera. It is currently being led by
Enrique Mendoza.
The Fifth Republic Party is currently called the United Socialist Party of
Venezuela. It was founded in 2007 by Hugo Chavez and is currently led by Nicolas
Maduro. It is a left-wing socialist party focusing on the promotion of internationalism,
patriotism, and neo-Marxism.
The Democratic Unity Alliance (Mesa de la Unidad Democratica - MUD) was
formed in 2008 to be an umbrella for a number of smaller parties in opposition to Hugo
Chavez. The main parties that are part of the MUD are Copei, Democratic Action, and A
New Era. Due to the unification of smaller parties with different ideologies, the
Democratic Unity Alliance has difficulty outlining its ideology.
C.

Venezuelan Fistfighting Episodes

Since 2000, Venezuela’s national parliament has occasionally been disrupted with
violent outbursts, often provoked by legitimacy and policy crises. A particular policy
crisis in 2003 led to Cesar Perez from the opposition Social Christian Party claiming that
he was attacked by Iris Varela from the Fifth Republic Movement Party during a
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marathon 17-hour session. 145 The parties were disputing a controversial reform package
when Varela apparently struck Perez across the face, giving him bruises and scratch
marks. In Varela’s defense, she claimed that Perez had kicked her the day before in a
previous fistfight inside parliament. From a political perspective, Varela wanted to
prevent the opposition politician from disrupting an ongoing debate that might have
resulted in passage of the reforms.
Venezuelan politicians also fight as part of a culture of fistfighting. In 2011, a
pro-Chavez Socialist Party member, Henry Ventura tried to remove an anti-Chavez
speaker, Alfonoso Maquina, from the podium. 146 Ventura’s approach quickly devolved
into a brawl near the speaker’s podium, leaving few legislators hurt. Although the
parliamentary session was broadcasted live as per usual Venezuelan practice, the feed
was abruptly cut off once the violence began. This sudden reappearance of legislative
fistfighting after a long period of peace might have been due to Chavez allowing
opposition politicians to reenter the legislative arena to create an image of the democracy
in a dictatorship.
Venezuelan legislators also engage in fistfighting during legitimacy crises, such
as the 2013 fight over Chavez’s successor. Nicolas Maduro, heir apparent to Hugo
Chavez, was elected by a controversial two-percent margin. 147 Not all members of the
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parliament were ready to accept Maduro as a president, and accused his party of stealing
the victory. 148
The opposition party, the MUD, made gains in the elections. The MUD was
especially successful in urban areas under the leadership of Henrique Capriles, who
would not accept defeat in the presidential election. Capriles offered to conduct an audit
of the electronic voting tallies and handwritten precinct logs showing who voted. He
alleged that would provide evidence to back up his claim. 149 In a partial concession, the
National Electoral Council agreed to conduct only a limited review of records. However,
this was not enough to prevent a fight from erupting after the assembly passed a measure
denying the opposition the right to speak in the chamber until Maduro was recognized as
president. According to CNN, cameras operated by government media networks in the
National Assembly were pointed toward the ceiling during the fight, while news cameras
owned by Globovision were able to record the entire fight. Because the beginning of this
fight was not recorded by major media networks, it is unclear which party started the
fight. Members of the opposition and ruling parties tried to blame each other.
D.

Venezuelan Fistfighting Rationale

Legitimacy crises cause legislative fistfighting in Venezuela. In two of the three
primary fistfighting accounts, political control was at the heart of the fight. Anti-Chavez
legislators would oppose political actions and appointments made by pro-Chavez
legislators. The 2003 fight was a direct response to the changes in procedures for
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appointing Venezuela’s judiciary. The 2013 fight was in direct opposition to the results
of an election, with no other visible reason coming to light.
Venezuela’s corruption levels have increased noticeably since 2006 as seen in
Figure 6. Venezuela’s corruption ranking increased from 138 to 162 out of 180. 150 This
sharp increase in corruption correlates with the banning of opposition politics in
Venezuela.
Figure 6
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Legislative fistfighting in Venezuela could be caused by a culture of fistfighting
that the central government wants to conceal. Although it is more common for
politicians in Venezuela than in other countries to attack each other during active
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sessions, there is no immediate way to publicize the brawl or find out details. In the 2011
and 2013 fighting episodes, direct TV coverage was cut off during the fight. This kind of
concealment during an otherwise public session may show the government’s
unwillingness to allow fistfighting politicians a national stage. This act also shows that
the central government is not willing to use legislative violence as a means to discredit
the opposition, as may be the case in other countries. Furthermore, a five year absence of
opposition legislative activity could have provoked strong opposition tendencies that may
find a legislative fight appealing, a way to figuratively fight back against an oppressive
opponent.
VI.

MEXICO

A.

Mexican Political History

Mexico has been an independent nation since 1807, allowing its political culture
to gradually develop over time and giving observers an abundance of data with which to
work. Although Mexico had periodic conflicts with the United States 152 and although
Mexico was briefly controlled by a French puppet monarch, 153 the political history of
Mexico has mostly been written by Mexican elites. Mexican democratization began in
earnest after the overthrow of the de facto dictatorship of Porfirio Diaz in 1910, a
response to a blatantly rigged election result. Subsequent democratic regimes were
unstable and subject to violent opposition by rebels until the rise of the Institutional
Revolutionary Party (PRI) in 1929. 154
The PRI turned Mexico into a de facto one-party state, not losing a presidential
election until Vicente Fox’s National Action Party claimed victory in the 2000
152

Kirkwood, J. Burton. The history of Mexico. ABC-CLIO, 2009. P. 106.
Ibid.
154
Ibid.,p xvii.
153

59

presidential race. 155 Under the PRI, key Mexican industries were nationalized, 156 and
Mexico experienced a 40-year period of prosperity. However, the Mexican economic
miracle irreversibly ended in 1970, leading to the formation of opposition political
movements. 157 PRI leadership suffered additional crises as economic troubles grew 158
and lasted until 2000 alongside a growing separatist movement in Chiapas which
threatened the state’s government control. 159 After the victory of Vicente Fox and his
National Action Party, securing both the presidency and both houses of Congress, the
PRI’s monopoly on power was successfully broken for the first time in over seventy
years. 160
The 2006 election was one of the most hotly contested in Mexico’s history, where
the victorious Felipe Calderon of the National Action Party had his election results
contested by the runners-up from the Party of the Democratic Revolution. 161 The PRI
saw its influence shrink even further. 162
B.

Political Structure of Mexico

Mexico is a presidentially-dominated federal republic led by the President of the
United Mexican States who is the head of the government and the state. Legislative
power is vested in the bicameral multi-party Congress of the Union which is composed of
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the Chamber of the Deputies (500 deputies) and the Senate of the Republic (128
senators). Members of the Congress are elected by popular vote. The most popular parties
in the Mexican Parliament are the National Action Party, the Institutional Revolutionary
Party, the Party of Democratic Revolution, and the Labor Party.
Legislative fights examined in this paper involve the National Action Party, the
Party of Democratic Revolution, and the Institutional Revolutionary Party. The National
Action Party (PAN) was founded in 1939 and is currently chaired by Gutavo Munoz.
The PAN is the second most popular party in Mexico. It is a conservative party that
focuses on the immediate problems facing the country and thus does not affiliate itself
with the left or right wing or with Christian ideology. The Party of Democratic
Revolution (PRD) was established in 1989 and is currently led by Carlos Ruiz. It is a
social democratic party that branched out from PRI.
The Institutional Revolutionary Party (PRI) was founded in 1929 and has long
been the most popular party in Mexico. It is currently chaired by the Cesar Quiroz. The
PRI promotes institutionalism as the solution to the multiple problems facing Mexico,
and it also focuses on social democracy and corporatism.
C.

Mexican Fistfighting Episodes

Mexican legislators are prepared to fight each other during legitimacy crises. The
controversy behind the victory of Felipe Calderon sparked waves of disagreement in the
public and in the parliament. Calderon’s victory by a very small margin in the 2006
Mexican presidential election produced an immediate legitimacy crisis. 163 Despite early
predictions of a different candidate winning the 2006 election, Calderon’s victory
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resulted in a shocking change of fate for Mexico’s traditional ruling party, the PRI, amid
waves of accounts of election-influencing, shady finances from Calderon’s family
members, and access to privileged information. 164 Although an estimated 60% of
precincts made “arithmetic errors” in vote counting in the 2006 election, only 0.02% of
precincts performed recounts. 165
In November of 2006, a brawl broke out in the Mexican parliament when
legislators started fighting for physical control of the Speaker’s platform. 166 According
to the Washington Post, “Lawmakers wrestled, slapped each other and tumbled across the
floor.” 167 Felipe Calderon was the first president from the National Action Party who
won control of Mexico’s national government after the prolonged rule of the Institutional
Revolutionary Party. 168 His campaign was based on providing additional jobs and
fighting gangs, which led to a victory with 56% of the popular votes. Calderon’s
unsuccessful challenger, Andres Manuel Lopez Obrador, accused Calderon of fraud
during the election, but these charges were not verified after a recount. 169 With an
unchallenged popular mandate, Felipe Calderon was supposed to be inaugurated on the
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podium in the Legislative Palace. 170 However, reports about planned sabotage by the left
wing Democratic Revolution Party to disrupt the ceremony were intercepted. In a
preventive measure, Calderon’s allies tried to seize the podium in Mexico’s parliament,
which spilled over into a massive fight involving most of the nation’s lawmakers. 171
Ultimately, president Calderon took the Oath, but the ceremony was very modest and
quite fast.
In 2006, a second major fistfight occurred after the presidential elections, when
members of the same party as the newly elected president decided that the losing
presidential candidate should not be allowed to speak in parliament. The subsequent
fight resulted in serious injuries to several legislative members, including one who was
thrown off the stage and another whose leg was broken.
D.

172

Mexican Fistfighting Rationale

Legitimacy crises provoke fistfighting among Mexican lawmakers. Mexico is a
middle income country suffering legitimacy crises throughout multiple presidential
administrations. As shown in this study, the most widely publicized brawling in recent
Mexican history took place when one party challenged the inauguration of then-president
Calderon in 2006. Clearly, one party questioned the legitimacy of the other and that of
the newly-elected president. The legitimacy challenge goes deeper than in other
countries, because it was the incumbent party that started the fistfight, not the opposition
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party. Similar to the KMT in Taiwan, Mexico’s entrenched political elites from the PRI
were fighting to protect their privileges, seeing their successful challenger as illegitimate.
As seen in Figure 7 Mexico’s corruption levels have steadily increased in the
years since the Calderon inauguration, going from arguably in the top third of noncorrupt nations, to being in the bottom 50% of corrupt nations.
Figure 7
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Mexico’s recent political struggles and security issues probably contributed to this
increase in corruption, with harmful influences appearing during the war on drugs and
chronic economic hardships. Nonetheless, Mexican fistfighting only appeared so far in
response to watershed moments in legitimacy struggles, but not from any identifiable
policy crises or from a culture of fistfighting for its own sake.
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VII.

NIGERIA

A.

Nigerian Political History
Nigeria broke free from British domination in 1960, 174 ending colonial rule

stemming from the post-Napoleonic international order which placed West Africa clearly
into Britain’s sphere of influence. Free Nigeria faced a tremendous task in consolidating
rule 175 with as many as 250 distinct ethnic groups. 176 In fact, Nigeria’s piecemeal
conquest by the British left some regions de facto autonomous since 1919. 177 Despite
British control, Nigeria was ruled with a mostly hands-off approach, where the British
allowed local African officials to perform essential functions, leaving as few as nine
British administrators controlling a population of over 10 million. 178
Nigeria’s post-independence history has been wracked with waves of corruption,
political violence, and instability. However, Nigeria’s experience of widely discredited
elections and democratic instability is a regrettable characteristic of African
governance. 179 “Historically, the use of violence (pre and post) in elections is not
peculiar to recent and emerging democracies in [the] developing world in general and
Africa in particular.” 180 From independence, Nigeria has been plagued by electoral
violence, which led to cycles of legitimacy crises for each subsequent administration
since the 1951 pre-independence constitution was created. Each successive election
cycle was characterized by worse violence than the previous one, culminating in a civil
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war to destroy the first republic and starting a long-term trend of plummeting legitimacy
perceptions and wanton violence. 181 Each of Nigeria’s four republics seemed to usher in
discrediting election violence worse than its predecessor. In 1999, the last in a series of
Nigerian dictatorships gave way to Nigeria’s Fourth Republic, a new government
promising to incorporate the public into the governance process through free and fair
elections. 182
Even as a nominally democratic country, Nigeria’s 2007 election was
characterized by an “unprecedented spate of violence and bloody clashes between
political parties” that showed “a festering culture of violence and anarchy.” 183 Nigerian
society had descended into such a state of ethnic violence and weak social cohesion in
2007 that it was described as “a classic manifestation of a failed state.” 184 Nigeria’s 2011
elections could be seen as more legitimate than the elections of 2003 or 2007, but they
were still plagued by voting irregularities. 185 Currently, Nigeria’s police force is so
thoroughly mistrusted by the general population and so immersed in its own acts of
criminal violence that the police force is no longer attributed any legitimacy from the
population. Instead, the Nigerian police in general are considered “ineffective, corrupt,
insensitive, and callous.” 186
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B.

Political Structure of Nigeria

Nigeria is a federal constitutional republic with the official title of the Federal
Republic of Nigeria. 187 Nigeria is represented by the President who is in charge of the
executive branch and who is the Head of State. Legislative power is vested in the
National Assembly, which is a bicameral institution composed of the House of
Representatives (360 members) and the Senate (109 senators). Nigeria has a multi-party
system. The most popular parties are the People’s Democratic Party of Nigeria, the All
Nigeria People’s Party, the All Progressive Congress, and the Alliance for Democracy.
The fistfights analyzed in this paper include the People’s Democratic Party, and
the All Progressive Congress. The People’s Democratic Party (PDP) was founded in
1998 and serves as an umbrella for several parties. Its ideology lies within principles of
the free market, reduced government spending, and radical reforms in the economic
sector. The All Progressive Congress (APC) was established in 2013 through a threeway merger of the Action Congress of Nigeria (ACN), the Congress for Progressive
Change (CPC), and the All Nigeria People’s Party (ANPP). It is currently chaired by the
John Oyegun. The party focuses on market controlling regulation, state-driven economic
policies, and other types of government regulation.
C.

Nigerian Fistfighting Episodes

Nigeria is an important example of legislative fistfighting where the visible elitebased fighting parallels actual, widespread electoral violence. 188 Similar to Ukrainian
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politicians, Nigerian lawmakers are willing to engage in escalating waves of electoral
violence since the beginning of the 21st century. 189
Legislative fistfighting in Nigeria often centers on legitimacy crises, such as a
2000 a legislative brawl over a bribery scandal. The scandal started after the president,
Olusegun Obasanjo who is affiliated with PDP party, was accused of spending 40
thousand dollars to bribe legislators to replace the Speaker of the Parliament, Gali Na
Aba. Money designated for this purpose was allegedly placed on desks in the
parliament’s waiting area. The fight was initiated by legislators loyal to the president
who tried to prove their president’s innocence. The brawl was accompanied by paper
currency flying all over the legislative hall, which was filled with flying fists, and broken
bones.
In 2010, another legitimacy crisis erupted in a fistfight called the “Free for All
Fight.” 190 During the recess of the Congress, a group of politicians from the
“Progressive” party notified the Speaker of the House that he would be impeached unless
he resigned. 191 When the congressional session resumed, these politicians were told that
they were to be suspended. Then, the Speaker’s allies tried to move the Progressives
from their seats by force. Clothes were torn, tear gas was sprayed, and many lawmakers
were injured. After the fight several legislators were removed from their duties for an
indefinite period of time for alleged breach of the Legislative House Act, which regulates
legislative procedure in the parliament of Nigeria.
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The Bankole scandals involved more than one fistfight. In 2010, before
threatening to impeach Speaker Bankole, a group of eleven legislators calling themselves
“the Progressives” officially accused Bankole of corruption, which led to a brawl. Only
one member was injured, but all eleven accusers were suspended for “embarrassing” the
legislative body. The charges included accusations that Bankole personally embezzled
almost ninety percent of the federal budget of one agency.
D.

Nigerian Fistfighting Rationale

Nigerian fistfighting appears to come from legitimacy crises. This correlates
closely with Nigeria’s corruption perceptions rate being one of the worst in the world as
seen in Figure 8. From 2006 to 2014, Nigeria has been in the bottom third of corrupt
nations. These changes in corruption track with the changes in regimes. There was a
significant drop in corruption after one of the most violent elections in Nigeria’s history
in 2007, but even peaceful elections were followed by increases in corruption. Thus,
changes to the corruption level appear to be not significantly affected by election results.
Figure 8
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Source: Transparency International, Corruption Perceptions Index
2014. http://www.transparency.org/research/cpi/overview. 192
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See generally Transparency International’s Corruption Perception Index results for the years 2006,
2009, 2012, and 2014.
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Nigeria’s fistfighting is directly tied to different legitimacy crises within the
parliament itself. A notorious spate of brawls preceded the impeachment of Bankole,
apparently tied directly to political challenges to the then-Speaker. Not only have
legitimacy crises led to fistfights as a breakdown of order, but even an accusation of
corruption led to an immediate fight from the party of the accused. In fact, the largest
fistfight in Nigerian history occurred when one legislator tried to bribe other legislators in
a waiting area, resulting in every active legislative member taking part in the brawl. This
is not a recent trend. Nigeria’s brawls dating from 2000 also involve accusations of
bribery among legislators.
Similar to other nations in this study, accusations of illegitimacy can cause the
majority party to defend itself violently. In the 2000 fight provoked by accusations
against then-President Obasanjo, the President’s party initiated the violence. In this
context, it was not the aggrieved opposition party, but the party in power that sought to
defeat any challenges to its legitimacy.
Nigeria’s politically violent past and its repeated legitimacy crises have
contributed to a modern culture of legislative violence. It is difficult to pin down exactly
whether Nigerian fistfights occur due to their own momentum or due to the uninterrupted
string of legitimacy crises. Unlike Taiwanese and South Korean legislators, Nigerian
legislators do not necessarily have a reputation for fighting about small provocations.
Unlike Ukrainian politicians, Nigerian politicians are not notorious for avenging insults
violently. Instead, political parties appear to be rationally advancing and protecting their
interests in an environment of constant legitimacy crises.
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CHAPTER 4: CONCLUSIONS
I.

GLOBAL FISTFIGHTING CAUSES

Most countries’ fistfighting correlates with legitimacy crises, especially those
occurring close in time to elections or a political succession event. Fistfights routinely
break out in the Ukrainian Rada over legitimacy issues, culminating in the recent string
of brawls that resulted in Yanukovich fleeing to Russia. In Taiwan, fistfighting
accompanied the fall of President Chen’s administration due to a corruption scandal. In
South Korea, a 2004 impeachment crisis led to a fistfight. This was similar to the 2010
Nigerian fistfighting outbreak which accompanied the ongoing corruption accusations
and impeachment attempts against Speaker Bankole. Corruption accusations also lie at
the heart of Bolivian fistfighting.
Worsening levels of legitimacy provoke fistfighting among legislators. For each
country analyzed in this study, some clear patterns emerge related to corruption.
According to Transparency International’s data, each country analyzed in this study falls
within the bottom half of all nations surveyed for corruption except for Taiwan and South
Korea. Although corruption levels for these countries have fluctuated during the period
in question, 2000-2015, overall levels appear to have worsened.
Some countries fight during a change in political power from one party to another,
even without corruption charges. In the case of Ukraine, fistfights erupted after an
opposition politician blamed the government for a fiasco that caused a violent clash
between World War II veterans and the police. In Venezuelan and Bolivian legislative
fistfighting, a controversial appointment decision or succession attempt led to a brawl. In
Taiwan and South Korea, changes to election laws or controversial election results also
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resulted in fistfights. Despite some countries’ cultures of legislative fistfighting, acute
legitimacy crises can trigger the most memorable and visible brawls.
Some countries have a culture of legislative fistfighting. In South Korea, Taiwan,
Ukraine, and possibly Venezuela, legislators have a reputation for fighting. In some
cases, the fistfighting is as routine as a filibuster or any other legislative activity. The
scope of this paper is not broad enough to determine why some countries have developed
cultures of legislative fistfighting, but there is enough information to conclude that such
cultures exist. Cultures of legislative fistfighting are characterized by politicians using
the act of fistfighting for political gain. The fight itself becomes valuable in a way that is
independent of any underlying policy debate or legitimacy crisis that might provoke a
brawl.
II.

GLOBAL FISTFIGHTING PURPOSES

Some countries’ lawmakers use legislative fistfighting to advance their own
interests, and ultimately to gain power. In countries such as South Korea and Taiwan,
common fistfights might affect the final outcome of a policy disagreement. However,
Taiwanese and South Korean legislators are so willing to fight that it may have become
just another fact of political life, another means of negotiation. In Mexico, fistfighting is
so rare that it seems unlikely a resourceful politician would look to brawling as a means
to gain support. In countries more used to fistfighting, such as Ukraine, a fistfight can
accompany a change in government.
A large number of fistfights occur shortly before or after elections as a means of
protecting or seizing political power.

Brawls occurring before elections have been

related to passing election bills, or to achieving a specific policy goal that would increase
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political power. In South Korea and Taiwan, election bills have met violent resistance.
In Venezuela and Mexico, contested election results or controversial appointments have
prompted sudden brawling among legislators. In South Korea, Taiwan, and Nigeria,
impeachment proceedings have been at the center of fistfighting.
For countries with a culture of fistfighting, such as Ukraine and South Korea,
fistfighting appears to be a kind of inter-elite political competition for credibility among
members. In the case of Venezuela, fistfighting was censored and thus not a part of
regular broadcast media coverage. This prevents individual politicians from gaining
popular support from a public display of violence. Although Venezuelan politicians
failed to show their fighting prowess through broadcast media, the government was
sensitive enough to the image of fistfighting to hide it from the public. For countries
where legislative brawling is associated with misconduct, such as drunkenness among
Taiwanese legislators, fistfighting can show that mechanisms for peaceful elite
policymaking have broken down.
III.

AREAS FOR FURTHER STUDY

This analysis of legislative fistfighting is only a first step in an emerging topic of
academic interest. Fistfighting practices among legislators could be incorporated into a
broader study, including India, Turkey, Kenya, Nepal and Georgia. For each country
examined in this study, more focused studies dedicated entirely each individual country’s
political history and fistfighting practices would be of value.
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IV.

THE CONSEQUENCES OF LEGISLATIVE VIOLENCE: THE

ILLEGITIMACY TRAP
A.

Fistfighting as Ritualized Illegitimacy

Legitimacy crises and policy crises are easy to understand as provocations for
fistfighting. Countries can develop a tradition of fistfighting in a relatively short period of
time. As indicated by brawling episodes in Taiwan and South Korea, legislative violence
can become a part of a legislature’s regular political practice.
Without being perceived as legitimate, governments cannot effectively reform
themselves to then climb out of the illegitimacy trap. 193 For example, pervasive political
violence in Mexico cannot be reduced without an effective police force. An illegitimate
police force and an illegitimate government prevent any meaningful reform of the police,
and threaten to worsen violence in Mexico. Therefore, illegitimate governments must
somehow become capable of meaningful reform or become more legitimate to reduce
political violence. Legitimacy is at the heart of fistfighting, because the state elites
engaging in fistfighting are by definition undermining the legitimacy of their profession.
Attacking individual policymakers directly further undermines the legitimacy of the state,
because policymaking and civil society become centered on individuals and their
caprices, rather than institutions and their functions.
Fistfighting as policymaking erodes state legitimacy. By its nature, fistfighting in
a legislature is a use of illegal violence to influence an otherwise legal process. Assault
and battery are illegal in most countries around the world.
193
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Repeated instances of legislative fistfighting result in a culture of fistfighting.
Some countries may have achieved a level of stability even with a culture of fistfighting.
Neither South Korea nor Taiwan have experienced a violent change of power in the last
fifteen years, but in these countries, fistfighting is on the rise. At the same time, levels of
corruption vary wildly between different test cases, potentially allowing for fistfighting to
exist as a ritualized theater in an otherwise developed and stable country. In such
countries fistfighting does not present serious implications. However, in societies where
institutions are weak and bypassed via fistfighting, a threat to state legitimacy emerges.
B.

Self-Perpetuating Violence

Fistfighting can produce political violence outside the legislature itself. Every
government that comes into power through violence can be dispatched by it. If violence
is an effective means to influence politics, it is possible that not only honest-minded
politicians will use it. As seen with the turbulent histories of Venezuela, Ukraine,
Nigeria and Bolivia, legislative violence may correlate with a broader legitimacy crisis
which threatens political order. It is still unknown whether legislative fistfighting
contributes to broader political violence, such as assassinations, election-based violence,
or civil wars. However, legislative fistfighting could be a symptom of deeper social
differences that cannot yet be reconciled peacefully.
Violence among legislative members is different from violence among average
citizens because legislative fistfighting occurs between and among elected members of
the parliament. Similar to the historical practice of dueling, legislators engage in
violence among themselves to resolve personal or political differences. This might be a
remnant of the old practices of violence among elites and the violent tendencies that
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allowed many individuals to gain elite status in ancient societies. 194 Politicians frustrated
with their inability to advance their agenda may just be seeking their own form of justice.
Legislative fistfighting comes from a broad array of causes and brings about
implications, as diverse and intricate as the collection of nations where fistfighting
occurs. Although fistfighting highlights numerous complexities, this phenomenon could
have causal relationship with legitimacy crises.

194
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