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A Study on the Academic Freedom and
Autonomy of Universities:

A Critical Analysis of the Council of Grand Justices'
Interpretation No. 380

Chien-liang Lee

Abstract

This paper provides a critical analysis of the Council of Grand
Justices' Interpretation (decision) No. 380, with regard to the problems of
the academic freedom and autonomy of universities. This paper begins by
describing case histories. Then it deals with the parliamentary review of
the administrative orders, which serves as a point of departure for further
discussion. Thirdly, some basic constitutional principles and concepts,
namely, academic freedom, the institutional guarantee and autonomy of
universities, are elaborated on to serve as a basis for the critical review of
the Interpretation. In the fourth place, this paper analyzes the problems of
the Interpretation under the Delegation-Certainty Doctrine. And finally,
some conclusions are drawn and some suggestions provided for the future

study of academic freedom and autonomy of universities.





