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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.





