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Abstract

From an academic perspective, cram schooling is not only a unique educational issue, but also a
social reality deserving closer examination. Most research has focused on the demand side of cram
schooling, the supply side, however, has not yet received much attention. Because of this, in this
study I display a general picture of the development history and pattern of cram schools in Taiwan.
Further, crams schools of urban-rural differences are contrasted; traditional/old crams schools
and advanced/new cram schools are also compared via their backgrounds, teachers and students,
curriculum, promotion strategies, and involvements among communities.
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Table 1. The development of cram schools in Taiwan
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Figure 1. Cram school distribution in urban area
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Figure 2. Cram school distribution in rural area
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Figure 3. Cram school distribution in township area
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Table 2. Comparison on traditional and advanced cram schools
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