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BHRRHAL, SABNERRERESAER T ARAREEGRE - E—AL0FR
%, EFMERS B KR, CHLAKBBOROER, URABMEGN A o &3F B HERYE
SMBEAHAATFRSEN, SERTOHONE  RTHRBRAKTHIE - RAME LY
BRBAGLARTHRSLMOTERS - REE MK BHBRRHE R LELSFE, ERLER
REHKEHOERNELESERE, B LFARENE, LATERBRMARREEHHO
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ANBEFERER L, BRHE K 7> F > $EHEPIFTFXRE
ﬁﬁ/@,¥?Jﬁ’:‘x§%-§7-l§5'€l%5k,Hd:éﬂlﬁfﬁﬁﬁ’ﬂﬁ@l@%tﬁ o (Johnson
& Schwartz, 1988: 3-16)EER @WK HELDR, FE- BE - {8
v BE A BT & F R BB (private sector) Ui REIERM , 43 18
EH I MAE o (Friedlander & Apte,1980:9-14) 7E s #, BX AT BT 3 18
BB EBEATHEE, B RERAF R, RARFEEHHRARENRRK

*EAPRANEFEZARCEBARAKERKRRABERR - BHIGH -
OB BB G BRI
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BRI E R o IS RFTETHREFG TBAHER ) (residual
model) Bl & ,(Wilensky & Lebeaux,1965:138-140; Titmuss, 1974:30-31)
IRENBTRE TEAEWRF|, (private welfare) B9 FIBE o (Papadakis & Taylor-
Gooby, 1987:2)

RN TEEGERNTAROEHR, FAOMEZHRAKCEER
BIRE ARNFOMLGMEREGH4E, BT ZHEEBN AT GE
FIES Rt o (Wilensky & Lebeaux, 1965:230) — #. = O 4F L 1& 3% A 2
Rk BEEABRBRRENES ARHBENACHEREE FH AR
cfigZ, THREGMBEAELE s BHKE s A S HABRHK
FHEBRENMHEEE s PREFERABE NHBUF) ;(Friedman &
Friedman,1979:83; B £ S Z 1BLII)HESPREREZBR AR B
ROEMRREBREOINA o B, BFERRRREXRE R, &
HRBRAGETERGE -HERBATRSHURTEELR, 158
RBEHKREIEMN, R MK ENZES RS, BRBFIG Tl EER
1 (institutional model)(Wilensky & Lebeaux, 1965:138-140) #I5% I 4I| &
H o BHE  (institutional redistributive model) o (Titmuss, 1974:31)
B LGESR TRaFIBI% 1 (Welfare State) £ B 82 o BLIRF 3] 1 9 BUF A
ABHER, BREBREFFTBEH MBS MG, REKES BF
B Fly (state welfare) By FI BE o (Papadakis & Taylor-Gooby, 1987:5)

HEBAFAGHER, NMEETL SR E M, £ R AER
BRI o EHEBFACHEMS T - AEOFERRPNR
BIBKEK o LLERIE TEE{L, (privatization)® B9 vF B, 45 B R LA A
FEHREBABELD o (MK, 1990:5]) REAMHESRZREH™H
50 (R A% B RE SR AR B BE 2 i B BUR AT, 7T LUBE R BUR RS B9 B ©
®EZ  REMA(ELAL)D BB REE KB & BT RE D8 BT
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o (Walker, 1987 :185-186; Pack, 1987:523; A R 7%, 1990:5) HFE & &
ik, St RSN, SN AXRBEMETHEXHER - (EEA,
1989:223-248) kB F £ SR EH: TA+ERREMAMHER . EER
Bk 35 ENFASHASANHEBRRRERPER  EEVHE
BEEFEBEOLEXRST; FAROER CEETRE B T %
SIT%, ER L AXEBRMEGRFRD, F2EHRBEE
o 1 (1990:7)

AXHEHFRRBTEREALELEEERBTEELHEE,
YEBEBSHHH - EEHHEERBEELEEHERE—RY,
KRB ELBTHHS TG, BRLAELRTHRE S IR,
BREALRTHRBIEFG, RENKEERBRALHRTF—
ks, UREHH A RBEEFHHRKOBORER o

Tt ERBEREMHREE

RALHES FHEEROE D o RBSavas HBLE, BB ORI
P9 BB 77 :(1) B A £ B ) (pragmatic pressure) : 3 B 8 R E F| —
BEEFHBR - REZ, BERBEFRZARO(ES, LALHNARE
BIRE; B A (LB REFF & BUA SRR B AL 5(2) AR ELRB R ) (ideological
pressure): X B IR ER — BB VBB - -EZ, B BE MR AR
AR gURIBREME R, RRREIREBE BRAELITUR K
RFESA A ; (3) AT R EE 7] (commercial pressure) : L B #IFERN BRE
SHBEBRREM - BEZ B AERRED -0, FMlh
RARMAR EFEXSER; (4) REERE D (populist pressure)
HABMBRTRRESHRE - REZ  AREAKBRBHEEZS
FLSORE YEARETERRERTR o (1987:4-10)
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HELECNES EREFNBENERARS AMEHER
HE RENEREIENEE -BARFBANIHEEREES
BHHHES, X P X UG HERANES - AR RENTRE,
15 15 88 P R0 5 1R o8 30 % O SO 408 R B0 46 S M SR DN OB B A4, R T
HRBOF MBI RE® - HELEES, BFOHRABR A K
Rl B MRS RE -

HR BERBFIERA KA B L, AR #F RSN XSS
o IEMNAAF LRGN TRELBNEE, A REEHEITEA
MBI EEFTMG BAGERFFENFE, t NRE A BAEHR
MER o 4 (1990:49) Friedman X FRAIZBBARKNERERESE
THERRNHET  REFEOEE - BERAINESR  BAKEN
s DRBBEEHORASERBNEE o (1979:118; B EHS S
, 18LI49) | E 2 IR FIB R NE KRB ER AL @A MThEE, R 5|5
THEBESHEE o (&3, 1990:50)

XEHEREHENS  HENERRRREFTEBEE, BRER
EZXHHALEEL BHRMN EERM c AR EMBEFEFRER
MEEMBEST 1 (pay-as-you-go) I AR, BLAMIRE TIFR T HIRHILE
FLHTER—ME TEEEM) (moral credit) , AEBFX ML AR T
—REVEFERBESIME  (Rosa, 1982: 1-8)REZ , BN EZ M E HR
R EIBEER o

EREROFN, BEBERBAEREN EER R - BERME
LB EMAEZK T EE, (legitimation crisis) o (O’Connor,
1973; Habermas, 1976; OECD, 1981; Mishra, 1984; f& k 4 ,1988; BE &2 &
BRBISMHE, 1990, 5 3, 1990) - _EZ BARKNIBERE LR
FIESEAR B o Wt BUF BB EM RS L BNHEE -
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FRZE B 3, F71R 5F = 3% (Neo-Conservatism) 872 $74 J (New Right)
MESBIER AENESRFAEVENEE - ER8aTRNR
BEER BT &V A AREA| o (Bosanquet, 1983:5-25; Mishra, 1984:26-64)
HERER s EFREGIEENAR, LTHRFERZA G HEK
FME RN EEABS Y - HEESREREGAFLANES
BREH MHGRBTS, OHBFARKXREOEERYJT AL
RERHKT —ELHE EHRE-—EERTE - B, KB ERBRE
FWMAIE D o (Le Grand & Robinson, 1934; Kamerman & Kahn, 1989;
REZIE., 1988 B £, 1991) R, EH EMBAFHEA, LA ER
YFREREBERNEHEBERMEENE . ELE T REEIRK
KB B & RS , AR 4 T 0 S R B R B O B © BLIGEE
BT LR R o |

=N ERBTHEHS
EELTARRFNES R, AN eRARAELEES
( privatism) B BE o (Walker, 1987:185) R 1, R TR AE , #
FUBERTFOES o ERITH SETEEONBRE: T HYB (1B
BT BB T RELBTIE R B AR T

I::Fid ¥

Savas MR AEFLE: TERDXMENHAEIE. BRI BNAAN
178, HERMERMEFIARMNITE ) ;(1987:3) Abramovitz§ii: T,
HRBA XN TFES|REMNTF L -;(1986:257) Smith B Stone 7R i
H: THREAEFLHXEFINTI BB BIRMEFT) o (1988:233) & H
BLER, RUBMNTLE LA EAENR B BNE®E R M o
HBR’ o |5 2, HE B H {k (nationalization) B¢ t1 & 1k (socialization)
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R 1 = BORF (9 77 1) B AR B o
2.WBE?

Le Grand 82 Robinson $3 /% B MY AR U 8% {1 IR 2 AT, B SE BB A7
BROESHRE - X4 L BFOLEREEED, TUESBS=8F
&) /9 B R : BE&S (provision) ~ FB) (subsidy) B 45 4l (regulation) o f#£44
REBNESEHEERBERABREERERY; WAl R % AT
HEMERIIEFENE EZZRBNRE ERBANEHIED, Fris
MERHERBHME 0ELE  REURERS FEFARENEE
o (1984:3-6)

DEABRRALERBEME BFNESRES L= E 5N
FEM - ERFELEHE, BN AL RHGRGEALHINHBE, L
ERBERMKABIRE AR TEERBNRENRM, ENEE
REg DT, BRSPS EHRA G A, BBERERMFMHRE,
BRTLREES - EBEEAE E, RITERERRBAENBER,
RENEHBN D AEEERE, BN P22 BN, YRGS
KRUREBMNMERNE ERALERSE, RFEERE
BEBBENE TEABRKRHERY, ASREBFHRE, BFE
DHHETIFARBRNECREBEREHRBENSE o 4, X
BARB s EEMBLUERRERB HE, LR ARRHERONAED o

REERBFESNRA, B AN ERANT A =R : KR
BRI HIR A ~» BUF R BB EEF B H I D o B BE58 9 R )
RRB R TE N AEENR G FRENBUR & E (production) f 94 o
(Pack, 1987: 524; Lundqvist, 1988:14) i fF @B A FTIA R E S
RBETERBERZNGEE - BRBENU BN ARZHE - X2
28 > R HE, Wit R % (financing) RRBHE —FARB AT ©
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(Lundqvist, 1988:14) ER K E B  HERETEE BV RY
HEE - BEERNEH MEQEHFTAEE SRR, FRED T
fE g4l ) (deregulation) o (Pack, 1987:525)

Lundqvist SR8 H 58 5 47, A FLHESIE T —EOP 058, 0
FHEATR o B EEEMLN KL SR THNESHEBFIIEFIA;
& AR R A NEHHERMN PN - EREZHHERET]
SRR, AL ELRE , R T 3R R N AN [E) (9 98 FIl B & 48 B (mixed economy
of welfare) IR, LI FR A E L BB EDHRNBERE

B —: AEHEDNTS TR

B 9 ﬁ 155 E iz
w &l - B K R fal
g R’ B W BE M B BE M
i34 R | B | B B B 54 B
& E
is3 i it3 ] iy F 53 fdl

ﬁﬂ;ﬁﬁ Lundgvist, 1988, p.15, Figure 3.

3. WBARE"?

Titmuss$§ H i@ Fl it & 5 TE A L B+ &i& Fl (social welfare)
Bt % 8 | (fiscal welfare) BRI 3£ iF F| (occupational welfare) 2 = f§ % fig
o (1976:42) fi ~E REB B Kt R BB ER T & FKRIBH o
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AT, LLAE S BRADE B, L BME T R EEERPT - R BHERPT 6 v % 20
A E 8L o (Gilbert, 1984:63; Stoesz, 1986:245‘; Spicker, 1988:84)iR 5 %,
BT B ERFI A REESFIM N MBS E R KA « FEERFT ~ B
FEPIRFEES, SLHMPIERAERFBFIEHNGE S - IR
BB HED VAT B BT ISP A, Bk R R ERPI BT R R B S
HR(EE)REMNEY - EHERBNIEENE, ENRERE « B
FREEEAALERE, LRNRBEPIHERREZEM - 2295 3R
BRanF :( REEE, 1989:263-269)

(DREBMT RERHERTENHE  BEASBOH S LA
L HLEHEXHFREREEN R - REBRAFKAEZHMER 0H
BB T E A 0 B IR R N E S (intrafamilial transfer), 5 B B F A
Fr BE 4 I B FB (intergenerational transfer) o ZERPB L L FHH, F&
FHRFRLRKE MABERBH FoE%, EBRAESE. KA
FIBR TIR OGBS B AL, MR LB REB M B: ENEBAL GRS
D, REERIR B THE IR BB R L L DIKE o

R, REMMERBREETE, FRHRGIFE - KEX BNGEFE
BE RPYEBNFE URBRBRENNSFHRVENEE o 1,
REHEaNANBENIE ERERERBNEL - AnfEk
AR EREN S, LEERTRENESMAREREAME, E
HOREEERERERNFTITZRARRE o

(2) BB : AT 002 ST 1F & A TR B R 35
o AAR b, WERFIR IFE Fl 4 (not-for-profit) (iR £, B A E B
EMBENER - ERELEHE, EEEPTTLUR KR & B s i
Byid) EBRRENEH, HHRENEHAE REEZRKRE
TR EBALERBFIE, MRETREBBURRHEA BT LN
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BILIERY -

HEFPFEE FHRAFE, R ESEDE - R, EHEMM LS
RERGFLE HEEEIABATE s EENERBTYH ~ LIEMR
FREBARS MADREREE - EFEMMANRELABITES, G
FLEFISBMN FEHENGBARRUME RENBENGZ R H
TRANVE ARSGBRLIARBBFNRERD - HTEYBIE
BEESFIMBIL E G, AERBRNANAZRE BN, EEHRERE
EHIRIE o

B)EFHM BEBANTIERKEERELT RitAxxxhLEE
BRECEBEZHRUHABTRER, TREERERXEENEL
CRERBETRERBEENER, IR ENMTERMATHRSE - ER
FErELFE BETUEATIREFSRKR REBIRKFES HE
HEHMNBER R CERRRE, BETLUBITRE LT
HER NHREAIRERRRR  EBALERETE B TXE
#t €& T {¢ (industrial social work) fJB8 e, AT R HEEH o

AT, BEHFIRARAGE, L EER 2T 0 RN EIEREEN
BHAKXAZVE - EHRUGPUURR, ACXNBEHFHREL
A E R IR, T — 8/ R EM R E LR G IR RS o it &
RRENEHRAEE 4, BUHAERZHMEFEAEERE - 5.0
XHERETRRAN, BATEREFREMRNERR R, EHRAERK
B MR THRAETELERRE SLEHREEZRMNERE -

(4) FEEF: REBANBKSERHENELRRR - EREEL
EHFAMARBLAFTRZELAR BELXETANFERBEFTERER
REMEE EBRAETE, ALMNBHE T EEREARE EEA
HERBIE,ALNERMRE s ELHRE - BRREFO > ZEEE
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RABBRES AEMHEBR, UNRBFMBELNFTRFR

TIRXNBAGRY BN HEENEREAFES s 2 THEE
Mt o B2, BERBFINMBELFABERRS, MEFARENERE
B o N, BHRH S BRBEMBAITEEY - FE, R HDB AR
BE ERARBHKGEARED eERERFENERENHETR
kAR ), 38 L3 R BEEHIRIE o

B LA BEHROEN, RFTUTRETR « (TS, REE
PR & RBEEDHREN BERAFRENER  ELRRMEEEH
BRILABRENRS

F— : RIS

7 8
BeOREE | % B IR 4
BT | B AL
B
FEHM | MBER | HKBREE | BIORERA | R | FERANER
e BOWRE | fRBEER ﬁﬁmg AOREBe o
RYLR PRBAMS | B @riman e sy
RS | BRE R | BOEY | BynBEA | BERY | EIBROTE
RYEEh %&%ﬁgﬁ WERE | EESBOTN
EERY | HERENTS
R | (REERIGR | BHES | RBBEZH | BERY | BEEENER
RERY | BEEERR | RRE | BASRATRS
oI | ZAREBTE
T | SR R | e BRI | BRI
FRHI | BAR gg@% ¥§§ﬁ %gﬂ% BERFIBMBER
EERB
HR B
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9~ AR TRRR

BT B LERTE SR, ETROMES NI E G, UES
BAELEHER - AHEERBALOREEE, UM RHR
B, gt % (B R BEEY R T LUEH o
Ligags

BT H— BBl 2, B me Lt =@ ke S5
SEW, LIRS RBAER o

Bk, EHBEE, TR A LB ED o (Starr, 1989:21) 5k B
SEFREHAE, X L ERERE S A1) SRY EHFERE,
RENRARNERNGS NG NFESER, A ERSHAE
# (co-production) ;(2) ZFE RRIZEPIL BT L 1F , 7 BN B FF 52 B P 28
PR S T, B sk, M RN AKST, IFEs ek, A8
B S W5 55 18 B MR % (purchase of service) ;(3) B I E & & B9 AL, 7RED
BB ER RS E RUSIPTREt, AT ERER, R S
% # {£ (load shedding);(4) BUF B R % (I8 % 2 —, REDBUF R0 38
b REIEPIFB R, M A &L RS BEH SR E, B 5T E K
K, BB 0 S Ws £ 1% 45 4 (voucher system) A5 £R 47 o

HK ERBEHE, RALTIRROERBSBNRE X MR
BT LA BB = B 5 R A (1) B e Bk, B A SRS S K i A
{4 % (fee-charging);(2) % H W4 ¥k, A A5 3K 1% S H ¥ 2 & (matching-
grants) (IR 1T o ENEGHEE, A LREZBFE SRS, Bt
BRGEESHERES, RABR R EITER, B REEM S HiE
FIBLA BRI o 238 RO R Y, RGBT R IE S 2, 7]
SRiEToE
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= : RALBITRENESRE

B AR Rk 2451
—&BR REEE
— X W R B
— iR A
—HRE N BB EHE
—R KX B RS
— R ABR—REMN R
AELT—REES
—X RS —HHES
— & H W RBREHN ——BHER
2. R 86
MR AITRMHM SRR EEW SRR BOIRY, @EE
RO EEULEERHER

(V) #EEEFAREERBRNRRMOSABHMG XHEEAHY
A R IR A B RS 4G B AT, W SR R P 3L [R) AR 1 o L SRS RSSE A,
ARRBAR - Bk, EtERBHKKERD, HHRAMHEXSHK
FREMERSREHEHFE THAME)  REBORASBUFHR
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EFEERBKRELHFoEMN MULEAATNEE HTRIEHSN
HESKBMN, LEREFAEBRKRERSEEHEEKE REZ,
ZHEF o MR BUF BB EILFE R H A, BOF IR ST A B85 7 K BB
REEPIEnits, ABHRAIRBNRUHFRADBEABEER
X, EBBFEFERNDBEEE—FBE o (Bendick, 1984:163-165)
Rk, ThBA PR O, M REHMI A KRB EEHE
TARRE) ;ARSI EMAR, T H B E8FT A K
MEBEORE TRRALE) FHRK e

St[R A EEE RN, W DI B R ESRFT » BB ~ B EZPIE
HEXM,ABEESES TENERMGER, BHTLREREK; X
HRBREPIPEEEE, LB TRELXFIZMAHERK o (OECD,
1987:50) B E RO RMEBEZMBGEFRFESTENRBRE, WRHREK
BEEZH, RIBUFRREERE EERFRECHMER TREME
BBAtR) (uneasy partnership), Al R B H R K EFRIBRERAK o
(Reddin,1983)

() BERB: R EBERE B M B R (purchase of service contract)
o MEMEMBH, TLUREREROHLEB R, ARt EE R
BB REE o RN ERAEE, BFERDEZRGH, (A NE
REMRBEIBAS o

PR KR %5, BN 52 41 6 (contracting-out) , £ Bt FFF #% # 52 3L b 488
By —ERGBAGR, B BT SR OISR, T e 3 B 7 BUR 18
PTERBHEIRE R EMBEGMY o (Bendick, 1984:154; 4 & &
, 1987: 62) B SRME AR B R GA 2 BR, R BUR S IR BRI 6%, T
Bt RMBEIPLAE & o (Hartley & Huby, 1986:284) it 3 i 4 4 77 8
REBUFE s SROREEOBE BRRLAELTES, ERREHHE
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ZEREEG o

BERBEARRERNE, LAF=EHREHE & (1) BEMEH (en-
vironmental conditions): + E R RABRBBERTHREFHORSF - B
FRAGHEFLEOEG AEEELAREARZBEULAR
HETERHRELS R, Mty B RSOHER;(2) TR GEH (be-
havioral conditions) : + BRBATHE AL ABRKHRENAKER
BBERERFHRES, MAZERFIEERBOHE NHHMBMREEF
JEB M E;(3) 48 8889 I 1 (organizational conditions): 3 32 2 5% 3 Bt
FAEBEEEE - BNBRARTERABRLAFEHBRAHEHOR
BIEE, LEGAHLERMBITREOFHHRE o (DelHoog, 1985:427-454)
HEENRFHEHEELHSHLBEANR LEZBRABLIEED
34 o (Beck, 1971 :228-229; Kettner & Martin, 1985:80)

EREMERESHEF  REHRERBETRABERBHR
M RENEBRE e —MME HERBERIEBGEHES  BF A
BIEE s TESIEREIEABRHESN, URBRBEFTEHFMETH
o (OECD, 1987 :51-52; Rehfuss, 1989:43-60)

ERTERBERE s RAMMRE RLBERBREESHE
AR 2R o (Judge & Smith, 1983:215-216; EE 2%, 1988:69-71)
B REHMHRBHLELBERBEEURZLEUBLHEEAR
REBASHEHF RSB Y MBEA, AMEBMBmEMEE o Ht,
ERFAERBPERSRPBERHMBERBFER, BFERE
HEEEBHEE o STHELME, BERRTHRMUEE -

QEBEL: LETEOFERBNBREHRCEERMIEM
HAEAFEDERAREOAG —RME EBOHHRF A, A
— ST, FEMEE; KRB RLEBE, RAKE o (Weddel,
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1986:16-19)

RMWEME , RBUNFBBLESSTABBREERE - URBER
B, B B & B 5 &£ (National Insurance scheme) v 85 8 j5 % {1 (sickness
benefit) , REFHMB/=H , S HZREHRBR A BRI ERBUFERK
YERENEEVABGRBETRHBEETAR LR THRAKRS
S A, B ED R B MR T 939 H 4F o (O’Higgins, 1981:151-171;
O’Higgins, 1989 :170-173)

SMREME, AHBEKANMATRL THHERB L (community
care) RIGE EBUN A EBEEETREMEE - HERBEHE S 4RH
EntEMHER(EAREFEAN) EHER-E P 4F, ML E AR T L
HEESE A RS BRE, IR BUR B A ik - AT, RERTERBE+FRE
EHRFE R, MERERRRERE MXERBEXE R« BE,
FENHER s kT RURBRFEESEEMRBE o (Walker, 1982:13-39)

BER HEEBEEHRE, LARARERNSKSEImE, T
EBRTABREHEE B4  BRLAERHREEHE S S
B, mEEIRHEARBENER HRERKLEREENEHSE,
EUERLARE—HOEE -

(4) 4 A 45450 : BT S48 A 4% (voucher) , R —BW A RS EH LB
% ( coupon) , F—EHRBESLEXRRREYIRY, AERATRTLE
BRAE - BRFHRT EXLAERL H—-BREH AR RE
BB ENLRBRECHRRIERBOEN SRR BOEBE R
R LABA ks R BRPT 3L 1 B LS, MR B BR S, B B A 1B 1A
%K o (Bendick, 1984:159) t ¥ R EL LB B S & o

BRZHERFEFRERL, MEBEH A IE RS (food stamps) B
ERABBOT R RVWEASOHEBERSTRERAEK B
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ERXE—EXRFEKAEZRFEEREFHEERFIHTE o (MacDon-
ald, 1977:642- 658; ¥ K, 1991:49-51) 4}, # F & H % (educational

voucher)(Cohen & Farrar, 1977:72-97; Blaug, 1984:160-176) B& f+ == #5
4% (housing voucher )(Bendick, 1982:362-377) 2§ r ML (FiE ,
B ESEREEFEEIFRBHE—RIBHEE , T Bks REERFI 3¢
FBHE e ®EZ, FRAETUERNSBPIEE, RoTLERMEFER
L REIEF R R EFEIRFIRBEFEEM -

HEARMEERNEFEE>BRABRE HEELA SR TERFEM
EEEN, ARAME DA ERENRE, MBI ER 8 ZEA
TR ER, AR FHERK

BERBEASROHE LSRRI DIRERER Y (RS TR
FEHBREOT R ERMUFEAEL AR RFOHER, TEEHES
B EBEHUERERBRIEEE MAEHEE AEGHEERR
Bk o R, RS RN AR E o

G)RHEMNBE:-FEAREAE FERAKR, RHEATEREDH
RIREBRERRER - RBPake W RF AENBHEKREERES
# 1@ B #5: 18 hnik 2 (raising revenues) 4 (reducing demand)
72 (f B 8 % IE FF (shifting priorities) ~ Bf |k 8 A (checking abuse) L4 &
KRBT (as symbols) o (1976) R, LALLM E , HENFEHEE
BEREERTBHEBRE, UESIHENABURKSERSE
o HAt, HEA BT LR EMBHBEREYE c RBERME, BN
BB ARER, TR AR E IR ERRFE A RAECE ; LA
EME BRFEAELAENE AL NHFERBELEDHREA o Savas
BRigH: TERBOBRAGHEZARNE EHEZEBHERBTE
BEMAHEARE AGEMBRAMOMBERE) < (1982:131-132)
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WEAOTHERNBEREIEIRAEL SRS, TRRBERER
TR MR IR ML FT R o (Weddel, 1986:21) 1 B B8R, B B B5 7
B, RBMBEELE TRHEMR) OHE BRERTHR  RAGY
HIWBHHER, XEFELSERIBYEGRWES, MA REROIBE
GERBRERTRLABRARMHEE

(6) HEHES: AEMAE, TERURAFRKHHR, UBI B
FH EHESHEE, AEEERSBROZHRE - FIAARES
BEESBFEANACSBRHRE, BETRIEFMERRHRE, MLk
DE4%mFR, FORMIBPIALETERAEHSHR BNER
WETHOALSES - i, AHELATBREAK HEMHRER
BEAREREMBEOE—RIEE, #UBBAHII o

e R 6 5 T , 38 B SR B R AR RRER P 2 08 £ BRPTFE £R 1 MR B Rt
Blig, £TME % o B, BN EBEHRMAEM, mRRE/)H
REEEREE, KA AR AR ETEEILHE, AMERRYEE
WRIRGE o ST MBI, REEA R IE, & LR AT EE 9 R E o

(M RER: BARFERERMOEY, REZRHRBEERE
BERBHAR - BREZ HNEERHIKE - TH - BERFHRFI
P8 RmEAEBHBEETUEE, @REBRMIBMAERRKHZER o

HBFEHIGER, CEBAEEEEN BHR THABRRER
ik, MEAEHRBEEHBREFRBAE

FRAETT S, 8 M L3 3 Ml SRS R AT S R B EEPTAIC &, FTLU T R IR
AR GR, Hh Tx ) BRI SRS o FE TR 3% 3RFT o
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R HE RN KRG R B PIHE &

HMERM  XEEERPT EEASEPI REHF wmEIHM

L fA] 4 E X X X X
= ER% X X
BB RL X X

B A X X
X

HYES X X X
R X X X X

B~ BELBTHTMN

BRAEUAEREZEM IRERBBREARRE - ARBHEATIHHR
BRABED, R REHMIHEEALRIISET; BRBEATEY
ZEHEERRE, HHEMBRBORE - MR LA LBOBITERE, &
ALERTLURHFBREE o XEERATHRBIERY, KB
HPITIFGIEE QR o
L BT

BRESME, AXMBHLALEESRT XERRTHELR
B LR EMBLALNEE - ARRMOLADEI MR
BR-BEAFXMBHAICERTFE, BRAEZERME o KEFT5|HEF
TREGRETE, ARAUBEREERFHFAESERRIBE
BESE N ERER, AREREN, AEFESE %, MR LH
i ERT BRI o

(DBEERBEO: EBRE BN E RS RRREERBH TR
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ETHBAETHBE o —ENEHE —-KARERZBFHE
(Salt Lake County) , X ER M ¥ &M REBE; 5 — BRI (Utah
County), HERMB ZhBUNEEREt c ERAFE, HHRE—1H
BB (A S E A 27276 £ T, R b AR 55 381.04 5T, BEn il B
MBS EETURARE o AT, —LthEEHERBERS S —KHR
B, 2B ROEMREF HPBRREHENER
6.33% %, MEEREMHRLEBL0ET, ErBEERBHFHEN
B A R T & o (Willis, 1984:517-519)

ERERBRESE, -~ NLEAEHEEMHREEREN, BB
BERERB (BB HRHERBSHMERRBERERTH LA
HEERY(HBH)ERYGESS  c E—NEAFHFEAE, NHE
MR ERNEIRBREHRRE, —{EF T REHE, ERE/NE
MR R L BN e & RO A, A P ERT W R A o B &, 5 /B
S BR AR o (Willis, 1984:517-519) iz & L Z R 9P RS R, I EM B
IR BRBEL T LABRBAEERER R, HFERE -

Q) EASHES ZRE-AEOERET TEREETREMFR
1 (Experimental Housing Allowance Program, BB EHAP), 32 EHAB ~
—BHECTERSERFEERBETZHOZER - DELZEEE
G, —~AtHE—G _EREHELENM, ERUBREETHTANHK
RER L, KA —EB4155 KT, AR HRA B HEEE R UETEA
SHFARTIBE, HRA-FEHBOET, ERBFRANE T Z
P9+ F o (Bendick, 1989:109) Rt , B A RAM S . IBRAFHIEAGE
B A B o

EREAEHESE EHAP RURERBERMBENE R RE
J& (£ # 4 (residential integration) 5 B 2 o BERITBRBE A BEEHEFE
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RERZHEN, AMARREBMMABREA (BRLEMR B E
MEATESAWE « K_BRETRERBECKHRT TR ER
HEFESZ=TES T AORBMECHEREEE, BT & BRAT
ATRERE, BT ELEEHEE/ AR THYEERABI6ET
o (Bendick, 1982:370) 54, R IE SRR T TAS X EHEME

EHARER ARBERBROMDBEASEOER, R MEET
B J& £ f Bt (residential segregation) B9 ¥ £ o (Bendick, 1982:371-372)

2. Ffaa A

RETMEZERE, RPN AL RITRRMEER R, 2T K
H R A LB BT R (F B 2 4R 5T o

(DBRBE: LELRBMAENORESEh B EsRS
DEBMAHRE - HEKENRERRBOBRERET, HHED
FHEMFRE AR -BUOBKATNE BERBRET,
BERLE-RIB—IEHFHREANE, BERBHR AR MK S
o WM HERMFER WilisTEXh i KRR - ENEASHER, &
EHAP#RAIF, B ABRBAREE D HERHRESALE

AR, ERERF A, ERERELTFEMUBFRN R - B4
TRBFEENRE - RPBRERAHER AP ELSFE R AR
BMEMBOBEER ATRER - LBBEAMS  BAESS2HEAH,
TRENPE 57 2 — B 30 05 B AT BOBR P 18 5 A A BRES 3R 5 R s (Hartley
& Huby, 1986:291) il 3£ B4 28 & &9 BF 78 7R 15 ! SR AL B 8 3 oK 40 B8 48 AR 5
REBFKEHRR - KRN ELRWERBEORS, FRIZEF
HEALTEREE Z52 ZHRE#EH —EREE o (Schlesinger
etal., 1986:252) iR it , Mt @ MB A EZNBERRPRENEEE o &
REEBRFHRZ TEGEBBALELTERY, EERBEABOERX
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RER, RSB URRR AR LREE -

B —-ERESEBERBITLURERE, WRMAZHHHEZ
EHEREHRERT? ZRRBHRIIEAR? ZRREAKZHK
BAARKREZBAR? ZERBE BEBFIHG KL 7 ZRBEHEE
REGHE? IRERBBREHEERAR T HNELRAR, RALE
KFHEE o RHERAHRIREHRR 7 AR THERL 7 REKO
EEEVER RESERERY, #REAHH%, BN AKEPI0RE
R, R RS E T EW RS ERDAEBRK, EEMEF o

QBERBE: LALHE - EERERARFERERENEEE
MERREEFEHATENENA, REBMGREARBERKEDA
B, ERBERBBBOER RERBRERMEESE  LIATRER
BEEO EIHBEFAOMERBEYRARBHEERRMRS, &
EFEREE BRETCERSFOHEN HEMEREEEORENRE
FEEBAHAR, ERERARBER  RETHERBIERE
B, AR, MABENRERL, B RO ER, IR
BEESITEESMMALERREINE » TERHEEY o (Bendick,
1982:371-372) Rt , R BE AL BRT R T TABEHXREM, B
i E A RENRZIIRE c REZ MEZEERIBERFH R R
Rl EBEEEAHHEE

RBRFEME, EBRFERARERS - BE HRREFHA
REZABHERANE, FE RN THAPOTHE, ULBRZRIF
B B B R A B BR B AL E , B T RESE AT (A R o it/ RFREHR
5 (B AP EELAR, L RERBEHEH G RHBH
Beis & EHE T LR o B BERHZEARRFE - R ER
BHEEHERGREARBEMLEDLHEM, BFHRFIhETEX
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BREBEET - Rk, BASZHEL SRR BH O, HNFEHAE
mEREEXEE, EHEBRETRBREREN -

GAFEH:-RE—RAFIMBOLELTNE  AERABRERE
BEOREFEELE T, A gRBME  RMARTER TAF
BB MEZ  AHUHREFEERPERZM THT ) (access) By
ER,BERNBRSEMTEE - ER A HLOER T EAFH
ERGETYAS REEPIBBASFIMNE, TR BERRIE - LHKY
RE o R, FAHERBETHYEHRRGEE HHEREFEEXFERMH
BT ERFIR R MY, M EERURKERENHBERBESS
MR ¥s o (Judge, 1982:408) .98 R W {L B9 B2 50 4 & ER) 9% B AR 95 &K W B JF
BB EEFHFIMERAR - RS2 AALGEFDR TYH
BEEmmE -

BREHERRN, FTEERRLARBEEREGHER, R
BTEAEEHER ATERRBAVTEFIRTFRER N EFEHE
EETHHEYG THR  FARERLEERINE - BRAUBHUR
BOHREBFAROEMRE AMBRHLEBBEEREN o #1¥
LR KR, Abramovitz GHiEH : TREME , AR B HIHTERH T
FE LGN /RER LA EGERGEEHIE, WEMFKRBEHF N AR E
Kooy (1986:262) 8 ERBREGETERMUZ R o

frE LB, BEREL TRA ) ~ BRU TRE) ~ AFMT
B FHEEAGE RAMHBTHAHEZHBEREERE, ME
BEEEREZHRAEM IR ER o

AR -F

AAELHRTITEBREELLTH - REVBEZTEE S UK




IN'9 3R 5:2..F 51 219

BABRAABTIEE - Rit, ZB BN RAEROBIEREREF,
BRAEABITLDE - R, it @MBARALEF LI —-BEST o
AR, AL ERTHR S - BTHRBERRTHFELH,
HETSMEEELE o Weddel 351 TR AL R TG ERR]
BRENHMESGER, —ELRENEER LG LERRBEIIELS
SLEPT A (EREM, LUER —EE A B REDE o 1 (1986:14) HEEE
HUGLBORTIET EREHER -

ERBALEREREHEE HRELERANREHVER
e ? LT TH=REEH o §%, BEREEBHNHER - it
gRAHTH, DR ERFHREBREFHLE, REHERA T BT
BREZ - MEZ AHRFRKFAEZRMAE T8F 1 HE R, M4
AR M Rt BEBMETNETEE BRLAFLOHBOR, E
YT & RBE TR ML

HR, AALRTHRDEFIEN B EEEEEERLAIM,
meRE N RE PR AEEN(SER) - MERBEAME BRTREES
L2k B4 (£ 8 FI) 6546 & o1, BBEERPT » BREEMPI LR A R BFIB AR 32
RER B 78 B FIBI R AR o 72 78 07 B R R BUAR 5 B4 R A LUK
BNGREER IS &, MERBKAZF ARG EE - Rit, REEFIMX
BN DEEERBE -

Bk . AALHRELABIBFTERARGE S RERH
yHEAS ROMERH BT AR RPENEM o BRIRBIE L
BmE, HEm hREEHEE,  BRHOTERARZERESHEN
R Xt @RFIBRURBUERRBEAOEE . ERBHREERILE
T, ERXCEBAREFADN, HER ST EEOHER, MY
BIHALHBT o
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BRI, BAIRNERALALOREHBRR M EREG LR o R
LRAEUEEHERPEZ ETERBNER EEERM, FMEEBRMN
BRERMEFIPOHEER S o L, RKMPAIBHESRBEARKL G
R, (EREEFIGUBEDE, LHEBAXHPIHTRE o« BatHik
FRALEGTH NAthBN RS ER IR T £ RER
BER) HUHERBHETIF - (REE,1986)EHHFRZ T, 5dtHK
AR B AL AR GRABRGRRILGLOEE - FEBRBE
FRAFEREESGME (BB 18C12)HABERBHME; &
REBERPLAHITEERHAREREZH MARB AT KEBEE (
RIE£,1988:11-12) MR T AR MfFik o

EREMHERBLALOHEZE BB TLABBEL BT
BRORESBREARRKEATGRFIBROMEN, AEHBTLE
ERETFHURRER - B2 L ELERBBAMRHHERE
& A 1a] [) B o6 4k BT A0 B el A 1B BB P B9 ThE , 36 38 T 155 38 105 L A (548
DR ERBEREREAORIL REATEESRFRESRL, £
REm#ED o

I HERBEERAKBE LS c EEHSAILEGRA, KBEIEME
ARG o AL IERER, BIEBRFARMIFISHERE
HAER BRI GMERRAEFEEEOHERIED o — BT
S HERBOEBEEATERERY  HFEBERYE - @A
MY EETRBERERY, MU= BB LNE o

2 BAR “privatization” R B4, B T HALN, SHREL - 7
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BARRBMCERE-

3 #1960 B8 1981 Mkt @XM IEBRNRX BRG], EEER
30.7% B 48.8%, B 57.7% B 55.2%, 2 B 5 25.9% B 42.6%,
B 317% B2 38.3%, Fig S 5% 34.5% R 41.6%; #t X MR A EE
BHEH, EREF S B 13.6% 82 23.7%,18.1% B 26.4%,6.8% 81
15.3%,10.2% 88 17.8%, 10.8% B8 26.7% o B OECD, Social Ezpend:-

ture: 1960-1990 (Paris:OECD, 1985) c EA R E K, #£ 1963-67
B 1978-82 My Et, L MBAE & P 5.3% 81 2.2%,3.6% 81 1.6%,4.8%
841.5%,3.3% 88 0.8%,4.3% B 1.4% o B OECD, Economic Outlook
(Paris: OECD, 1983) o

2EEH

FES
1988 T EMBEMARAZSHF—UERRH,) HEBRRE
FF49:60 — 77 o
HALX
1990 TRFIRR B A ERIRKE ) Pt @ RHBBEF5(3):45 -
56 o
BEAEE
1981 REBMEH - A BWHMKR
KEIEE

1990 TEMMEAEFRERBANERBEH,  PRAMW5T7
—15 0
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B
1987 TRREHERBRONETR) HEBBRFEFI:62-69 o
A k%
1990 fEMRFINBSTHE - T FEEBR o
B
1988 THERBHLAL: BRRRBEHEN)  AXBERER
10:91 — 104 o
1989 TRRFIZLRE: DLk R IMAVEREY ) IR BB 23:257 — 274 o
I B58

1989 T ASMBREMLZ TR 1 , AL EESI R 3:233 — 248 o
B X
1990 T ABHEERBN 2 EREN)  BREBKES(1):50 — 62
E8 3
1986 B S RIBER AL GRS — RERRERY
AR -2 o
B+
1988 HtHBRHARHBNARMA FREL GBI TIIEZH B
|, BRI E12:11 - 12 0
FHEE
1986 H ABABRMASERMRE 4l P ERAHER R
HHR I L o
BEM
1991 TE£RMAHSHE ) HEBRFEF53:49 - 51
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Privatization and Social Services:

An Implementation Discussion

Chien-chung Sun

Abstract

Since the development of “welfare state ” after 1945, the state has
been seen as a main provider in meeting various human needs. How-
ever,in the late 1970s the welfare state has been described as being in a
“state of crisis ”. Under this circumstance, the policy of “privatization
” has been proclaimed for the purpose of reducing the scope of state
intervention.

This paper aims to discuss the impact of privatization on social
services from the implementation side. It starts with the explanation
of privatization,i.e. who transfers what to whom? Then the strategies
of privatization is discussed. The paper continues with an examination
about the evaluation criteria of privatization. In short, there are still
doubts and questions need to be answered in implementing privatization
of social services. As concluded by the author, Taiwan, an underdevel-
oped welfare state, should be very cautious in this tide of privatization.
Particularly, privatization should not become an excuse for the govern-

ment to ignore her responsibilities in taking care of the people.





