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B4 N8B
100 101-300  301-500 501-1000 1001 Total
ALAF A A A ALk
MR K Count 3 6 9
8 05 %within  100.0% 54.5% 28.1%
B4 ANE
0.5~1 Count 5 2 9 7 23
%within 45.5%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  71.9%
LN
Total Count 3 11 2 9 7 32
%within  100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0%
=24 N
%3 ARRE P ASERCR S BER PR B ST TR
AR B
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LUF I 6733 H
WER K Count 7 2 9
S8 05 %within 70.0% 50.0% 28.1%
BA% 8 54
0.5~1 Count 3 2 8 6 4 23
%within 30.0% 50.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  71.9%
BIAT L
Total Count 10 4 8 6 4 32
%within  100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0%  100.0%
AR B

A B RS MR SMBRR 0.5 S HLE AR BITE 100 ALLURAE 100% -
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101-300 A1 50% » Z24: 8 301 ALl ERIECR AT 0.5 DAL - MEEAREED
43 6 BFLL AL 100% » 7-12 FE45 14.3% > 13 BEDL_F3RERR B84 0.5 DL E -
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HEF By 1 10 4 11 16 42
s A8 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0%  100.0%
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£S5 EHRRREEREIIR R TR
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6 IF 7-12 13-24 25-48 49 I% &
LUF Bt i B DAE
HE KR EE 5 1 1 7
& 05 PHREN 100.0% 14.3% 7.7% 16.7%
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0.5~1 et 6 10 12 7 35
Bit e 0% 85.7% 100.0%  92.3% 100.0%  83.3%
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HE Vet 5 7 10 13 7 42
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100 101-300  301-500  501-1000 1001 R
/l\ J’fj\ T /l\ /l\ /L\ /‘\ J[/\/]\ Jl:
RS (E8g 17 9 1 1 28
R 0.5 =4 A8 100.0% 18.0% 3.7% 2.8% 17.6%
A%
0.5~1 ez g 41 26 35 29 131
B4 A B 82.0% 96.3% 97.2% 100.0%  82.4%
I % ,
B BB 17 50 27 36 29 159
Ba A 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0%  100.0%
A%
7 EAVERE ] ERERCR B EA N TR
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6 It 7-12 B¢ 13-24 B8 25-48FF  49¥% B
PAF PAE
T ES TEEg 24 2 1 1 28
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#I%
0.5~1 {8 10 38 41 27 15 131
VEEAN 29.4% 95.0% 97.6% 96.4% 100.0%  82.4%
#I%
FEAT fiEBg 34 40 42 28 i5 159
PEARBLN 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0%
K%

TSR/ NER 3 RS R S BN 0.5 B EBAHAE 100 ALUTS 100%
101-300 AFHEZCR SRR 0.5 Bk 42.9% @ BUEHCERI 8 0.5 DL EFE(L 57.1% -
301 ALLERIESEER 85 0.5-1 HYLERAILS 100% - MIHERBEL T > 6 BELAT AR
ROTBORT 0.5 B 89.6% » AR FEL 0.5 DL EFE(L 10.4% © 7-12 PEARRRER
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SYZ
P Y

—r—y

Prr. rr 2.
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5780 0.5-1 FILLERAIEE 90%LL L -

3= 8 TeERRE S HCR IR NI I
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LT A A A AL E

o R fEeg 37 12 49

L 0.5 =4 A8  100.0% 42.9% 58.3%
AHI%

0.5~1 B8 16 5 8 6 35

B4 A B 57.1% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  41.7%
A%

A (8 37 28 5 8 6 84

A A8 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0%

AqiE10/.
Favyjso




36 REGE DTS TERY/NEBRCESIBBERZ M

RO AEERRE RSCR AT B TR

AR
6 T 7-12 13-24 25-48 49 ¥F KR
LLF HE 3 ¥t ME
HHE K fEE 43 5 1 49
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The Study on Elementary and Primary School Economies of

Scale Policy under the Tendency of Declining Birthrate

Cheng-Ta Wu *

Abstract

These years, It confronts the problem of declining birthrate in Taiwan.

birthrate in average declines by 5% per year since 2001. In this way, a zero, or even

tendency is less efficient resources utilization which further causes waste. The

adjust school numbers for economy, efficient management of resources and abatement
of government waste. The major findings are as follows: 1. Diseconomy junior high
school scale should be defined as schools with less then 300 students and 12 classes. 2.
Diseconomy elementary school scale should be defined as schools with less then 100
students and 6 classes. 3. There are 150 junior high and 479 elementary
diseconomy-scale schools in Taiwan. The merger policies for diseconomy-scale
schools are as follows: 1. The only school within the precinct such as township, city,
and district, for culture inheritance, aboriginals’ schooling right, special geography
condition, long commute from other school or other particular reasons, would remain

intact. 2. The merger policies would apply to the other schools. Schools would

transform as branch school, then branch class and finally shut down.

Keywords: economies of scaie, data envelopment anaiysis, optimai size




