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Derived from the Cases of TFCF: 
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Abstract

Our study establishes a set of pseudo panel data based on the income as-

sistance case records from 1967 to 2008 of Chiayi Branch Office, Taiwan Fund 

for Children and Families (TFCF), and uses such data to analyze the benefit 

dynamics of the income assistance cases of TFCF. The results are as follows: 

1. Among the income assistance cases of TFCF, 66.59% of the children 

weren’t included in the statutory assistance system. It seems that the 

TFCF program has the capacity and function to meet up with the short-

comings of the statutory welfare provision.  

2. Demographic profile are the main factors preventing children from re-
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ceiving income assistance, while income variables are the main factors 

that cause children withdrawing from income assistance. 

3. Family disorganization is the main demographic variables causing chil- 

dren to receive income assistance, often highly unrecoverable, and re-

sults in the family transformation from nuclear to single-parent one. In 

addition, disorganized families are often more economically-disadvant- 

aged.

4. Children-ship is the main reason why families can last longer and kids 

play an important role motivating family to leave from income assis-

tance program. 

Accordingly, we suggest that the government needs to see children as public 

goods, and offer them and their families the welfare benefit not “depending on” 

earners. The government should set up risk assessment mechanism in order to 

provide various economically-disadvantaged families with comprehensive ser-

vice, and make sure all children can grow up in a fair and friendly environment. 

key words: income support, TFCF, benefit dynamics, child welfare 




