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1004 56491 1061 124786 55343 4435 | 73764 42214 57.23
1096 65064 7,186 124,654 61381 4924 | 76783 45213 5888
1008 84,683 2379 118827 7182 6045 | 84017 56649 67.43
2000 90931 4761 130468 75281 5770 |101,686 68709 67.57
2002 100,672 5082 97,699 78562 8041 |112506 76452 67.90
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10 1988/7/28
1 1990/4/28



1999
12
2 (1993-2004 )
(%) (%)
() () () (%)
(%) (%)
1993 264,196 30,512 -- 11.55 88,488 - 33.49 --
1994 286,191 30,512 0.00 10.66 88,488 0.00 30.92 8.33
1995 308,086 34,112 11.80 11.07 92,088 4.07 29.89 7.65
1996 333,948 37,902 11.11 11.35 94,778 2.92 28.38 8.39
1997 357,503 41,680 9.97 11.66 94,778 0.00 26.51 7.05
1998 379,202 46,246 10.95 12.20 99,972 5.48 26.36 6.07
1999 390,466 47,584 2.89 12.19 99,264 -0.71 25.42 297
2000 403,382 51,954 9.18 12.88 103,950 4.72 25.77 331
2001 393,447 54,210 434 13.78 103,994 0.04 26.43 -2.46
2002 402,077 55,692 2.73 13.85 103,986 -0.01 25.86 2.19
2003 407,393 56,832 2.05 13.95 104,082 0.09 25.55 1.32
2004 422,922 58,714 3.31 13.88 107,360 3.15 25.39 3.81
60.08% 92.43% 12.48% 21.33% 27.50%
%
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(1989)

3
% % %
1993 91,114,867 100 52,240,279 57.33 38,874,588 42.67
2000 120,811,911 100 45,530,710 37.69 75,281,201 62.31
2001 177,038,904 100 71,584,018 40.43 105,454,886 59.57
2002 191,582,647 100 74,328,741 38.80 117,253,906 61.20
2003 202,675,468 100 80,454,316 39.70 122,221,152 60.30
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4 1994
4 286 2003 68 8,777
14.6 249.8 16
4 (1994 2003 )
( ( )
) (%)
1994 40286 1463.55 280 280
1995 41940 1578.95 280 387
1996 67210 2489.43 280 457 8
1997 95266 3432.58 298 582 7.65
1998 152279 5582.54 300 825 7.75
1999 231445 8420.25 498 1118 8.1
2000 339291 14630.45 659 1980 7.75
2001 504422 20094.14 1556 2517 7.50
2002 583995 21580.35 2395 2675 3.18
2003 688777 24976.00 2833 2942 2.93
648491 23512.45 2553 2662
16.1 16.06 9.12 9.51
(2003)

(

)
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41
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1993 11.76% 2003 19.2%
34.1% 35.1%

( 1996)

1993 | 11.76% 639% 475% 358% 217% | 34.12% 1854% 13.78% 1037% 6.29%
1994 | 10.89% 6.11% 455% 342% 202% | 3157% 17.73% 1321% 9.92% 587%
1995 | 11.52% 649% 484% 360% 216% | 3L.09% 17.52% 13.07% 9.71% 582%
1996 | 12.70% 7.05% 524% 392% 236% | 3L.76% 17.64% 1311% 981% 590%
1997 | 13.34% 748% 553% 415% 247% | 30.33% 17.00% 1257% 944% 561%
1998 | 1488% 825% 6.04% 456% 2.70% | 3216% 17.83% 13.06% 9.85% 5.83%
1999 | 15.01% 829% 6.11% 461% 273% |3131% 17.30% 12.75% 9.62% 5.69%
2000 [ 16.48% 9.09% 6.67% 498% 297% |3298% 18.19% 13.35% 9.96% 594%
2001 [ 19.40% 1033% 7.33% 535% 3.04% |37.22% 19.82% 14.05% 10.26% 5.82%
2002 [ 19.07% 10.34% 7.49% 554% 3.09% | 35.60% 19.31% 13.98% 10.34% 578%
2003 [ 19.18% 1042% 7.63% 556% 3.16% | 3513% 19.08% 13.97% 10.19% 578%

2 1993-2001
(2002) 2002-2003
http://www129.tpg.gov.tw/mbas/income.htm
(9/14/2006)
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28.8%
(
) 41.7%
( 2002 137)
2001 2003

6

2001 2002 2003 2001 2002 2003
1451%  1538%  14.80% | 27.84% 28.71%  27.10%
883%  9.01%  964% | 1695% 16.83%  17.66%
7.98%  820%  7.84% | 1532%  1531%  14.35%
501%  516%  512% | 9.60%  9.64%  9.38%
0.06%  863%  10.68% | 17.39% 16.11%  19.55%
A57%  483%  483% | 876%  901%  8.84%
651%  6.28%  643% | 1249% 11.72% 11.78%
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1987 1995
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1994 3 512
8 4,888
22% 33%

49
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49(

)
1984
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2004 5 8714
10 7,360
19% 54%
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7 (1994 2004 )
(%)
() () () ()
1994 30,512 24,700 88,488 69,210 0.19 0.22
1995 34,112 27,068 92,088 71,578 0.21 0.22
1996 37,902 27,200 94,778 71,600 0.28 0.24
1997 41,680 27,200 94,778 71,600 0.35 0.24
1998 46,246 27,200 99,972 71,600 0.41 0.28
1999 47,584 27,200 99,264 71,600 0.43 0.28
2000 51,954 27,200 103,950 71,600 0.48 0.31
2001 54,210 27,200 103,994 71,600 0.50 0.31
2002 55,692 27,200 103,986 71,600 0.51 0.31
2003 56,832 27,200 104,082 71,600 0.52 0.31
2004 58,714 27,200 107,360 71,600 0.4 0.33
1 0191994 ) 1 0542004 )
526 (1994 ) 185 (2004 )
1 0221994 ) 1 0.33(2004
) 455 (1994 ) 303
(2004 )

50
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Logit
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1
(1983 2005 )
(%) (%) (%) %
() () ()

1983 2,200 5,200 2,340 0
1984 4570 1077 14020 169.6 5640 1410 11.2
1985 4,570 00 14,020 00 5,640 0.0 14.7
1986 4,570 00 14,020 00 5,640 0.0 20
1987 5280 155 16,600 184 6,480 14.9 13.8
1988 5,740 87 18,630 122 7,740 19.4 20
1989 6,340 105 20,670 110 8,640 11.6 11
1990 7,390 166 23,650 144 9,540 10.4 0
1991 7,940 74 26,830 134 10,740 12.6 0
1992 10,370 306 30,435 134 11,830 10.1 8
1993 12,350 191 34,605 137 13,780 16,5 8
1994 12,350 00 34,605 00 13,780 0.0 0
1995 13,534 96 35,789 34 14,300 3.8 10
1996 13,534 00 35789 00 14,300 0.0 8
1997 13,534 00 35,789 00 14,300 0.0 12
1998 13,600 05 35800 00 14,300 0.0 13
1999 13,600 00 35800 00 14,300 0.0
2000-5 13,600 00 35800 00 14,300 0.0

2005
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Half-Hearted Neo-Liberal Reform:
Analyzing Taiwan's College Tuition Policy and

Controversy
Kouw-we Chang, Ming-Sho Ho,
Master of Graduate I nstitute of Associate Professor,

Sociology, Nan-hwa University  Department of Applied Sociology,
Nan-hwa University

Abstract

The hike in college tuition has been a publc controversy in recent
years. Neoliberal policy seeksto shift the financing burden from the public
sector to the private one by reducing the amount of government subsidy.
We trace the origin and the extent of Taiwan's neolibera reform and
consequent student protests. While state subsidies to college are being
reduced, state-imposed limit of tution is not yet lifted. Hidden subsidies to
certain cateogries of persons remained intact, which worsened socia
inequalities in the end. In addition, we use household income and
expenditure survey to understand the redistribution impact of tuition
reform.

Keywords Neoliberalism, Protest against High Tuition Fee, Tuition
Subsidies for Children of Military and Governmental
Employees and Teachers



