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Based on the consensus reached at the Sixth National Science and Technology
Conference, the first-ever “National Science and Technology Development Plan” has
been proposed in 2001. The overall goals of the “National Science and Technology
Development Plan” include strengthening the knowledge innovation system, boosting
industry’s competitive advantage, improving citizens quality of life, promoting
sustainable development, improving nationwide technological standards, and
reinforcing the country’ s autonomous defense capability. It sketches a blueprint for
Taiwan to become a “technologically advanced nation” by the year 2010.

The “National Science and Technology Development Plan” was based on the
consensus of the Sixth National Science and Technology Conference, and six
conferences convened in the past decades. The context of technology policy formed
by these conferences is a worth topic to study. Besides, the fulfillment of a
well-defined plan depends on a well-prepared procedure and detailed tactics. Hence,
public budgets of public agencies become a key success factor.

This study analyzes and evaluates the association and synergism between public
budgets of public agencies and conclusions of the Sixth National Science and
Technology Conference. The result shows : (1) The axis of development of the
technology policy lies in infrastructure construction, kernel technology, and human
resource, and its context lies in conforming to the trend of technology, meeting the
need of the society, and balancing the development of each field. (2) The public
budgets of technology and the related projects, practiced by 33 public agencies, did
not well conform to the 247 measures proposed by the Conference, and hence hinder
the arrangement-test system.

It is suggested that the context of the technology policy should be merged into
the elaboration of the measures, and then be transformed into the projects executed by
the 33 units. The relationship between public budgets of public agencies and
conclusions of the National Science and Technology Conference will be better
matched, and consequently the measures will be fulfilled smoothly.

Keywords National Science and Technology Conference, National Science and
Technology Development Plan, Public budget
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