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“Consensus Deficit” and Its Influence on the Political Development in Taiwan

Wang Shu-shen

Abstract: During Taiwan’s political transition from an authoritarian regime to a system of western
democracy, a “consensus deficit” has been arising due to Taiwan’s unique historical, institutional
and social factors, which has greatly hindered the cooperation among major political parties. The
“consensus deficit” features the “zero-sum game” and lack of cooperation in political rivalry, as well
as the difficulty of reaching consensuses on major issues in Taiwan’s long-term development. For
the past decades, the “consensus deficit” has significantly impaired the capacity of Taiwan’s political
institutions to address the various internal and external challenges, and undermined the effect of so-
cial governance in Taiwan. In the future, it will remain difficult for Taiwan’s political parties to
cover the “consensus deficit,” and a new political culture to encourage consensus is to be developed
only through incremental institutional progress.

Keywords: political culture in Taiwan, “consensus deficit,” consensus democracy, majoritarian de-
mocracy
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