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ABSTRACT

Government of various countries often deals with one kind which is regarded as the public service of the removing of the offal for a

long time, have not totally reflected the cost in charging, taking Taiwan as an example, the rubbish which general people pay

removes and deals with the fee to only account for and remove about 30% which deals with the cost actually at present, not only

accord with the fair principle like this, for suppressing the growth of rubbish quantity not to also benefit, also deal with its cost

pressure of pollution as to people. Transporting clearly in rubbish at present, government not of various countries already adopt not

for systemming, in latest idea ' polluter /pay user ', and such a concept has also already been accepted far and wide by the people.

Can also judge policy management by the experience of Taiwan (for example categorised resources of pressure which the

environmental protection administration activelies promotes are retrieved in recent years, and the rubbish fee which Taipei promote

seeks accepting with bag ) is the important change factor changing of the domestic rubbish amount. Administration actively promote

under the policy idea on ' polluter pay / pay by user ' in environmental protection, the offal revised newly clears up the law and

requires every local government to collect the garbage disposal fee with the datum of 100% response cost, the people must afford the

rubbish and clear up the fee by oneself in the future. The rubbish of most countries removes and deals with the fee at present, didn

’t reflect with 100% that the cost is born fully by the people, what the government still subsidized partly with the tax revenue is

removed and dealing with the expenses. Adopt structure rate and reflect that the proportion of the cost removes the rubbish and

deals with the expenses to divide into fixed cost and variable cost, at the same time the also appropriate district can not merely reflect

the cost further so through the cost clearing stage and dealing with stage, and will clear up the cost and display it in rate , can

promote the working efficiency of the cleaning squad. This research regards the cases of other countries as reference, and make

policy and analyse that the result of incomes carries on the adjustment basis that try being regarded as of structure rate with the will

of the people questionnaire and AHP, it is expected that can offer the reference of seeking charging rate adjustment in the future .

This research carries on the questionnaire interview of the telephone to general people at first, an investigation result shows the

suggestions of the costs in fee removing rubbish: 65% of the interviewees would like to accept the present rate (about 105 NT every

month of each household ), 23% of the interviewees would like to accept the each household and bear 200 NT per month, 12% of

the interviewees would like to accept the each household and bear 250 NT , 9% of the interviewees to like to accept the each

household and bear 300 NT per month per month, the adjustment of rate is under regarding adjusting and rising as the prerequisite

of the trend in this research, it is the rational phenomenon that a system improves in initial stage that the people's acceptance degree

will drop when the time comes, so estimate the will of the people and is accepted degree and can be regarded as the adjustable

rational range that rise in the corresponding amount of money of rubbish fee between 30% and 40%, namely it is 157.5 to 184.3 NT

to lie between the rubbish fee that the each household should afford every month. Carry on AHP expert's questionnaire analysis to

the experts and scholars and decision officer at the same time , the doing in the test amount factor of the decision structure includes

environmental protection technology (the rate of recovery of resource is with clear working load), economy (rubbish fee income and

privatization with higher speed), environment the fair /promote environmental consciousness of and not implement not for

principling justice and politics / policy (consider offal policy and politics of leader not elected), the analysis result shows that the

expert makes policy group thinks that the people should afford the rubbish and remove 79% which deals with the cost (scheme A

does not adjust reflecting for 0.281 , scheme B100% it is 0.713 ), the weight of considering the factor of every decision is:

Environmental protection technology is 0.113, 0.331 of economies, environment the fair /justice 0.301 and politics / 0.254 of

policies,know economy and environment the fair /justice for lasting factoring mainly. Synthesizing two kinds of above-mentioned

analysis results can infer the rational range which reflect the cost , and it is fixed cost and variable cost time to try being regarded as

the rubbish and removed and dealt with the cost, try calculating various kinds of proportion, draw the range that the people should

afford the cost rationally between the two, learn by this that should each reflect among fixed cost and variable cost (such as 30% of

fixed cost on the optimization range of the proportion, change cost is 100%; Fixed cost is 60%, change cost is 70%; Fixed cost is

80%, change cost is 60%; Fixed cost is 100%, 50% of the grades of change cost).
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