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Ea%TEH (Welfare Pluralism) %% ¢ o
— [ Community Care i bFLL O —

H R A —

| e
| P > Y- 5]
(1) Welfare Pluralism &HiF
(z) ERlbTokloms
2. AEEN o CLRE - BENAROSTL YR~
(1) Invalit Care Allowance o 3¢zEE)
(1) AFROBRERBOHA
3. Informal Care %# HRT5HHE
(1) Informal Care ©>E{f
(z) Care DFRBETHOTIR
(3) S}_lared Care izmlA»» T
4. 754 %5 v -~ EETLHHE
5. Jd#» h iz —Fabian Socialist o BE—

1. EL&IC

(1} Welfare Pluralism OHFE

EED Y # - SRELKIFIE HARS) ¥ — & ADHRIAEZ
Social Work, Social Care, % LT Social Planning & L TR#41TH
7z (Adrian Webb & Gerald Wistow “Social Work, Soclial Care and
Social Planning, The Personal Social Services since Seebohm”,
Longman, 1987),



B R OHCDH F8E

#5143, Social Work BliE~DAFHKRHC L 2ERTSTHB,
1970%E0 Social Work (X2 & B OB LA 74 = & — BB L e
%, Radical Social Work OFgte, 1989F 02— i i A TD DSS
CORMA L, FLTEEY — w47 - —BROWELL £ DdT,
v A - AHEIGRELRS LT d o fe €k =7 L —BET
General Social Work % i Community Care @ THEIR - L
T i,

Hiz Social Worker OB AHECHERAB TH L2, HEATI
KFEWRY b LCEOEEENSHT LTV B, Sk~ -2 5 —BE
TOXREALRPOOERB SRR LD EELRLS,

2w, EEoFENL, EERctts 4 7 Social Care 2HEHNIT
FECREE -, BBEOMBEE I~ TRk (Ibid, p.216). 2% b,
Social Care 7 54 =+ t = — FOEEMNFTRC LD Labhi
MWHThHD,

3w, LEoz &, MRC1960E R, S Social Planning 35450
Vg Sk, EEtEV 5 ABVBA (AL Webb & G Wistow, Ibid,
1987, p.217), BRERDDFCEL, Thix, =— VHllE, BHOMHK
F, FLUHELEOHS HESM (Participation) 88 TH -7,
19704E 1 s - THREFEHE & 5% T RN ST O 107 £5EIT H A
WA Ui,

P lodimrboB i siiEofy, (OFEE &R @O0k
{Decentralization), # LT3)EAODEM: (Cost—Effectiveness) ¢,
Voluntary Action & Infornal Care ASfsfdodifz, LT MKy — o ¢
A — & T3E (Contracting Out)/But % TFEFE (Welfare
Pluralism) ;& ¥4 (Ibid, p.223) &l 7o THD,

FoC, e, Y — v — 2 2T AN BR, SR
- TOHR & © Partnership O R EAWMET, F O TWIELH
B, K35 vy, 7oER - HRASKE (Community Organizations),
BETHAHED CHAENEORRLBETED, DE D, ML ~A
TO=—FORAETHDH, THAL~DNATHE, LOLIhbOHED
5 T, £ Tl E—BRBIBRNCIT O Z EARDLRTIT -T2,

&5 9, Welfare Pluralist @€ F A {bdF{bTH 5, Mr. Fowler T
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Eh% T (Welfare Pluralism) %35 < » T

Bes Bt SSD @ “Enabling Role” % “Cost— Effectiveness”™ < Mix-
ed Economy of Welfare ®HF{t L L, EL Personal Social Service
TN E Ty (Thid, p226) 2 LT, ZPARACHEREYE
£ T Welfare Pluralism #EVGHE TR &2 6 LB TEL, 2
¥ O, ARy — A, TeEL UCiERRBI S, Lrn s
b s hhigc sy (Ibid, p.226) S EhTHKE, D&,
Fowler TlREBB O RTFHIH AL &5 T, Welfare Pluralism A 54 L
TEA, ChitFh B E~n&EBE L -7,

83T, A= - VoY R T 2, REABEROTED
hCh, FHGEEAHEOLIERORF LD, ABTLAT w7y
T CHHEMTETATOY — &A@ EE TR S h bl b -
fro 2% 0B, TORLHEILERS< b (Social Planning) & S+
DTH B,

(2} BFETOERDHRS

N. Jonson &, (# — KGR X, &% "Welfare Pluralismit#ifT
ric% ) (Norman Jonson “The Welfare State in Transition, The
theory and Practice of Welfare Pluralism”, 1987. Wheatsheaf, p.55)
ERT B,

Thth, EECHFCTELGEORBERCES LI " Welfare
Pluralism” (ftho> % 11“The Mixed Ecomomy of Welfare”) - 1%
SRR R, BEEE L TRARAY I  ADPIH -7, B
%, A, FYATARREL, TR Welfare Pluralist &udbh s
Hatch F%° Mocroft 1L 4 X AYCPIrFrE A S L s, Sl
Collective Proviosion »’W[HE & &4 T Statury & Voluntary & Commer-
cial & Informal @ 4 ->@ Sector DA HMEHR ~, (Ihid, p.53) &
L TIT» 72,

L%, 19774 Wolfenden $#4 (The Future of Voluntary
Organisations)} Voluntary # 8% LT, Welfare Pluralism ### L
foi T 2 B ¢4 Anti — Statist Cit e o7y & L,

TVolunlary Sector ®&E LK E O LA T h, Ll
Volunlary BEABEFAERICE » Thvbbha~NEZ L LITEKRLT
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it 2w %R0 8=

\7ouoy (Ibid, p.56) & N. Jonson ki ~T\ b, fsL5, $ET
DEFETZHEBA L L TORETH > 72D TH 5,

1984F .02 — » , A TCOHSEAMAERET2HETL, BHEROEN
o pT TWelfare Pluralism B0 —8 & LT, 8 LB Bt
RfE~&, (Ibid, p.56) &L, FHEANZIX "L h&EW%E, TLTLD
BEh~DEEY, L OhHEENY, ¥ —v e v —H—i2 kb Volun-
tary ¢ Informal /48Ry — A 7 — 7 @fEE ) b S OFEE~

(Ibid, p.56) £7g b, T4 (Decentralization) & £/ (Participation) |
D2 OOWEEAER I RO TH B,

L L, BFEiziz Welfare Pluralism 314 % CoafEH L &8
540 LTE R, BtEFoRBHETSIrd Ao & bR,
HENE S -1 X — CARLHRAPTET TH S 2 L DRI D Tikie<

EAEFESE D LR REREL SR, BE VCLEENT. HED
LR EENTH S, (Ibid, pb7) Z LB bh, BROBE(icz
2bhTEEY, TA4RBEENENE H & HENSEE) (Ibid, p.57)
E T\ WieDTHh%A, Hadley & Hatch i, vpoeEEMEDS, AR
P, JEZDEH, HEANES, T LTAREBEOXRMKEK Y, "Volun-
tary 2 Informal DEEI I - TEHE~OEREL2 R L -B &

{Ibid, p.57) i -7k LC%h, Commercial It E Hhh, <
T D8 TR BT EARE & 7o s LAty (Thid, p.
57) & &hie, codfTd TofElbesm, 2T FThOomREs
h, Welfare Pluralistic & - THEEIFELLABE~NEE - TT-
1o

2, F AT A EREL Care % Community it X - TbE L5 &1L
T\ % & Young Foonilt ¥ & AT, 4HE(L L Welfare Pluralism &
DOEREAEBEH L/ v, Kent Community Care Schem ioiindn-o Tl
% D. Challis K3 S ERLCERESLERT L L LT, okh
> Social Worker ODEHEOERM & 47 b, Welfare Pluralism i Par-
ticipation & #E& L CHELFTR~ LRI, L L —EAL -y ¥ —
st HdeTh, MEy TOBESARARCATE 302y, +
5T 4 TOMAODPTHEES hOSEI T LR EDI I 2T, £
ZTHO R BOH Y Welfare Pluralism 83 & #0520 T 5 L 5
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fBUk &% (Welfare Pluralism) %% ¢ T

AR i

Welfare Pluralism &k, T4t (Decentralization) = %45
gt & (Participation) &#UF2< ) (Ibid, p.60) L, #E— '54E
fboAF DT F A2 IEMLS S ERUBTHA A (Ibid, p.6)
ERRTV D, LvL, BEABMGRL D C~» T2 208 R,

—-213&F TWelfare Pluralism i+ — € ARB COSMTH LA,
& & A L0 Welfare Pluralism R l#ECREEROTEBHER &Y
LHELTLOEMREXIRK LT, HE LA EBUGNSICHER L DR
Yo%, tihd, £2C, TREMLIFVAEECSH S, (Ibid, p.60)
L EbR, BEEEMHIERC L DL O THERFEMNESL ~D
BENcHE B L0 THLY, AV~ A TREOIRT TR L O
T Ba

fhp——2i2, BRSO GHR b2 L ThE, TAVAD
HE 7 r 7 7a0k 5, EEHOASHEOEN T BERTE S
BAARTLTHELFUL A (Ibid, p60) LT HBERTHS, Tir
LA, 20 &® Pessimistic 7o PRAlizSMOE®R & L THRI LA
%, (Ibid, p.60) Titicd, FRIIIDOI tiehF iIn L ES LTS L
LI oimEnaEE RS, T2 ) A OBEEBSFOEEO Commini-
ty Development. Project 12 R EH Tidic\v & E R, Joan Higgins 7°H
EOEE oW T, T VEMOL TRHNALE DR BDNERS ¥,
B e REEeE HOESE OB A REET L - L, B
oo b, Lo R ARCHTAFRO L b, ThES Mk
T52ETHS, (Ibid, p6d) E3[HLTV35,

ML ENORBRREHFTER, REMBERoBE®RTHD, T L
TEHARCIL - 0 o b p Welfare Pluralism O RIEL R L Biln 2,
F o iit, Welfare Pluralismohic liiEHEEO TN T B L LT
O & DMPFEL TV S, (Ihid, p.60) & LT3, HIRL

FWelfare Pluralism % Bff $ LR $ & bt oEROEE%
AT A S X - CTERADAEQIBREEYR 5 10 BiGrIHEFIME &
LTHhD, TAulFofif & BIRGRLRERE LTEITE - T, B
{Statutory} v — £ A GHHTTH~ B TS L L0, (Ibid, p.6D)
AZbh9 b, o0 LITHBROEE TREER S RSN T O RFCERE
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&t B & £ B25

AEFEALGIEL LTI s, FRO Y T LR, "Welfare
Pluralism » REHEHHC, HPREHEEIFRH T KEMABERNE
BRE LTERENTACL: 5, (bid, p6l) 3525, TLALicH
LERTEIET S - FOFET L DR L% AEu R X
HYROCEBMBRETHE ) (Ibid, p.6l) EXbh, Gilbert Kb %5 T
YOAY A MHHSTER S FEAEATEOMO R EL{NE—FK LA
Ty (Ibid, p.61) V5, B DATA Strategy for Socialist Welfare
ELH T aq F D2yt Social Planning &\ 5 A Walker #£0
FDPT, FHIHEOHRTCHELE B & T 5, FHITHERE
DFLIL7 54 =y b, IRETHZEZ L THS, Socialist &
Welifare Pluralist ®ficit 5 & BN TH—FT M2 0B ED
Tk h T E T, FRIZBMALOENERBHTHS L LTL:
Ho

Welfare Pluralism Bz Z LR R CORGHHAE TOAIHBTH
h, Welfare State OB EiC{EZHANIZ Lo TH % Fabianism & Social
democracy i3, FHOFEMY » ORI TOMEE \ HAP L, TLT
Welfare Pluralism 23— 204 @fE (lifeline) & LTRE IO TH
He LMLIghE, ZOZLIE~ORIEENRTE, £2TELD
Fabiani3 BT H A BT HCARDL - it it 5 Welfare
Pluralism 4 RREH# L, Volunlary Sector EEHCd L & & A Ty,
LanL, Tofefb e, % LT Informal & B % o b7 — 24220y
T Welfare Pluralism @883 Community Care Bl & L < &FH L
Tuz, (Ibid, p.62) @ TH Y, & HODET, Community Care il In-
stitutional Care iZ#i L THRE LIz, L EFIcL - T, KRy 7 X
DR BB EINIDETH D,

2. BHEHENEDHCIRE — BRaECSTER —

HREL-EH T, FEENADORER, FhittLohFRBYy 74
fobicithlife by L, S &g sk & (Mbh s,

R, 7 TEMERSENTERL b2 - ) Xa, DF D, E
Bo L ow, REift, (5FY BBFlolse, EERELLO
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G2 ITF3E (Welfare Pluralism) % & ¢ =T
HIE REWEBbh b,

{1} Invalit Care Allowance MO EH)

ORI, 19754, BERFANERNEOLDCAE Y HE LD
fol s Sio b O laE LAy, 1960F - Z8f % Rev Mary
Webster i L » THBHEOLBESELALRS K TR, BE@AENR
HERL AT Lol BRKESCEREREOHCEA SR, 1974F
CAESMEHEACEEE CAEvE b onFER L bl b
WOTHRTZ 2R RE L, RBER THES» hThel, ®Fy
BRI A v~ R CED I LR S RELLN, La L, (K
¥F L Bbhicy) BERACKERARA Sh OTHB,

HEDRBEEA~DEE (claim) E@b L, 1979FKIIT6439AD 7
U — AT, 1979 3 H6100A D 5 B LIRIT00 A TR 3 70
| DAOFHATH -7z, Lo LEEEMAZHRBOHIILIE 00A L5 -
foo LOBOEEWILIL, 3D 7 L — A EHUYET X h, FEHFEOTL. 7%md
th, HETRBRALTFETRCELILAAYTH 1z, 1BIFiciE
FomBE S IFEEF (“distant Kin and Non-relative”) 2ifh A %
IR E D E 2 TH 100

SFED, SO ERNES FAeX L LT, THAAEIR (Natural
Selection) @ & F/- Al E o kbl ate, DD, EEBEECRE
Fee ka0 TR AR T LTEHCEERARFEEOBRE
{Domeslic Setting) ¥ FHAKROH#FE (‘Natural Carers) T#H 9,
QOBEERADOBRE I ETH- T, REMN IV — 7OMBEIREIC - -
TR0 (marginal) 7Ty BB, 19TAFEEORR THE LT T
VoA, SHIEERECS > T NET A LR ADBREITHED,
THFE A7 2 EREL L 5 ¢4 EMORECL BT, ZDC
Lix, TERLE@ AL (FIANe) ELELIFIF T AbiFUeERL
5%, s kbl nooh, BESMASTEC L5 RKET T A OEE
oSt bhts, BEESEEAEEC L LEAZR, COFLHR
RLir- TR, TPEHFAS (EOC) 1k, MO NHEZ LB 3%
OWED 5 26, FEECREOTHECIER I EBNMHEEES,
FEUAEB NS SERA LT VDDA, & LTihE T

— 159 —



it B £CD B85

HCAEYRET A EF v v DUHBF TV, TORE,
BUEI ALk O BAHERFESC D, TWINEETLHER
EESFELRE Ui, T EFSRC T 5Bt oER > ifET
&A&E%ﬂﬁm¥&ﬁ&$3ﬂnméhfuaoumﬂ&mﬁﬁf
UL, $95 T ADERA BB EE C L0k 0 - & ATFE
FERFEIONTVS, F03H4C Attendant  Allowance & Mobility
Allowance D55 2 LT BEATH (730

B\ Tik, BFEEMEE LT Care Need & LT O SRS
B LTk SY, B ABEEGBTETRIILTV-2E A4 A5
o SEEBEEL G EEEEEE L L T,

(2} AXOBRELEEBOFM

KREAFIECH LCil, BECIIHERBE OB NEIREE &k - T
B0 AAELEESGREA RO EFIRER HRITR FR - Tuioy,

TEEEMCT LT, k— sl —D—BY b o FREEE AL
b, IekBEETL I TREFY, 7HD (REOESR) », KE%
DEHCEHFKETE Lo TH#FY, flE - E5cE B TH 5,

EMETiEL RT3, COWBIL L&z AE<, T3
R = — V) BUCHEEARBE TR Ly s dor font, e gl
BEDSEEREC LT B,

DF b, $ETCHEARTV-hRI THEEEN =~ F, Evbhi: Car-
ing Cost (3B L THLBEELLIhLITREOTHD, FIBFHOE
{R#ES Consumerism ©HF-CERHATEL, AXROEE T, WARKE -
Ei sz —p &% h, BIRERREI R Ty, 2 C, KB
BHEREIRD L LT, PHEOA D BCERTERCIER L7
b, £5  LTCLEAED LS eh#B R0 SRE b, S0y
AT (B THhREMThI) BRAXELCRESRT, Lo THE
oz e (Rl hi) of e = L —piEIR S h 5 SRR A
HodbobBhhi,

Bz, BHEMct TEAAED Pluralism, OB 5T
005 fonic, HE THEALEER) (SEEE 19904 8
B) odoftad (162H) obTchBMo 19 1% & a7t FiE177
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Btk (Welfare Pluralism) %3 ¢ C

BaAEONEFY

TEFE % RE—REL ) HEERIRR
(4 AR - 2ESEHHE A

HAEEEA BFroEHEA

i B & - A 4,300
o F - A 3,500/
1T ¥ - 24, 000
i B, 30, 000F9 #£30, 000
[ & #£30, 0009 30, 000F
sy x - A 2,000
T e A11,550H A11,550M
o » | F22,000/M~39.000M A22,000~39, 000M
o= Fi 35,000 35, 000/
‘Eﬁ’ 1 ££60, 000F] #£60, 000
f N B 7,000/ B 7,000M
% F: B 6,000 B 6,000
1L 5 A10,0008 10,0007
£ 54 ££30, 0005 ££30, 000/
& & — A 6.200H
# it 43,0001 53,0008
x 7] — 10, 00014
3id B | 10A»5 A10,000M | 10HA5 B0, 000/
iy o 210, 000/ #F10, 000
fip # - i 3,000
B E W 90, 000 ££90, 000
I % ™ A %,000M R 9,000H
FEHEBWE B 6,000 B 6.000M
w OB’ oW - 12, 000
w F W | 10A»s  F10,0000 A 10,000
dhMh - F10, 500
HRRM | BER6L1EENE A4, 000H B 4,000/

(A DI £ HAEE )

K EREAORR, Batiiv-ThoFRb3a L e TR AR 4]
VLR

:;1989-11: HHET (R 0 EANEFY ) BBV RO HHEME, HEHLBHRY
FHRAEE
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fmit T Es% (Welfare Pluralism) %< - T

H) » EREESDI0-4.0%3.0—3.543.5—4. 042 2 [ Z bz
BE, HHFII0.8%ELELLNE, £ LTFEMFITIRECRNT Y
EEIACENE BTy 585 20701 Y T AT b, T08ELL
CEREREASE s T B,

3. Informal Care B4 2FHE Caren&HrEHE

{1) Informal Care®EH

B. Webb {,, Beveridge %, Personal Social Service @+ 2 & —{T
DT T T v ifer ool Biohd, Lo L, 1960FREEMD,
Beveridge 04 i HIG L ¥t < fo b, JFIT, FEERAEIfc Kot
T % Social Work @b & LTI Lichs, thERER TR LT
URc TR L O RERRRE L E R EE D i B o Fos, 1970
FrRMOFE AL — spvtbh, FhoEEsM o ETo H & b,
FNSBADEA G- AOBBROL 51l - T\, SRR XA T,
Ty 7l F 2 B KA R, Residensial Care 205
Community Care ~,\5fhic, ME LA BEEL %, 2o,
Lo EBER ey — v R) AL Caring BIBTH -z &8
BHE OIS DO HMISERBIIAE B b,

FRFEROK LD, BEEPLEROPTHRHTRLIEAN
H#RGE® Formal Sector #7105 Informal Sector ® BB~ & Ty, 10604
£ Community Care (1 ERMITERMXNEO b LiIfTi A O E
AT feAs, I9B0EEIT <l b, EWNAILK 2 C b InformalsVolun-
tary dEEND L ST H, T LTHEE Y 7TORBED L L E 1950
FECVEMICHM L I Ty 7~ & A 2« DLAEINTITS, icHR
RRIEES B L r 7 AR e e b, 19808 oM ERmefko
R iehe T, Ry 72RO A —F v ke s, BHHEC
BUCE, FEPRLOERY2LVGFT, BCAFRC R CTHRTORLC
5, T Zile) TRIRINEEYH L XRD,) 2L &, () TEELHE) X
#D) ZEEPEETLARMY LA, ARG ThSERCEE SR

— 163 —
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Tl bW EBRENADH S, N. Jonson RitEE TR 2 KB icy
FEBEHALLE - T B EONT, MMy 7HABB EDLTH LI L
if%é@ﬁ:&#iiﬁ‘i Lo~tuvn (N. Jonson"The Welfare State in
Transition” pp.68— 9},

Family Care Informal care % %% Community Care %% % 58,
“Kinship, Race, Religion”# & b HirF b A b, FHicf Sicin - 7206t
Family Care & Friendlyship Care IRETCH S, BFEEL =74+ L& L
t%ﬁ&k@%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ&gﬁﬁ%Tamfﬁécﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁfu%ﬁ
Hoh, B, BrBECLAKEFEL R, EENE REE
= BHLBUCI LD D LARARRE L oo h h, ENEECEB M
BLhoh, NBAMRRDO AT APFEXFCBRASE TR LS
ZETHB, N. Jonson BT SdoRiul 7 4 U 4 CEAEFEBEHEH B0
L&, BESECKEWTL, FETHRONE AT LOBHEHA ML
., “Community Care = Family Care = Care by Women" o —HF
BhofRHE Ch -7 (Ibid, p. 70) & 3h Ty 5, Neighorhood
Carer % Volunteer & 8 - CLEANPLTH D, BosimdbiHEnL
TIADY, EETCEB L REAIMHLIE L3R Tv5 (Ibid,
p.7), ZBA T vF 4 THETORETIBE S LEL VbR TV 5B,
BRI 3L T, Rl & ) oBRAEC B TENNC s oD 35
SNUTaEd 3R g2E LTS (Ibid, p.72) v T,

EETIAGRO L 5119855 &£ v EfOMEC b AEFLUSABL LS
ki TS, ARDRAIRED B RECRR E DEATH—
A APl T D E AL HD LGSR LBEITHSD,

Friendship Care = O, FHiktt2%%E O Peter Willmott K
19864 PSI OB CHRD & 5 1 LTV B,



EAt % Es% (Welfare Pluralism) %8 <¢ T

Forms of help from relatives, friends and neighbours to vounyg famillies and

elderiy people.

Relatives

Friends

Neighhours

Young Financial help/advice
families Help at childbirth
Help with the care of

young children

e.g in serious illness

Support in per-

sonal/matrimonial

difficulties

Elderly Care in infirmity

people Transport
Social visiting

Day—to—day help
with &.g. young
children/shopp-
ing/home
maintenance (local
friends)

Emotinal support
Advice

Contacts
Emoticnal support
Advice

Contacts
Transport

Social visiting

Minor services with
e.g. peis/keysfloans of
food or tools/home
maintenance/garden-
ing

Emergency help e.g.
fire/sudden illness/sud-
den death

‘Surveillance’

Minor services (as for
young)

Emergency help(as
for young)

(Peter Wilmott, Ibid, p.82)

P RAERE B TEABIRROZ_FEAOR O HEABRE
{(Ibid, p.47) & O~NT\- %, o Care @ 4 DoRoiis . N, Jon-

son MR OFFICERH LTS,

F(1) st A (Personal) # 7. #hitffks & (Washing), B2,

AT, &,

P v —FE b= — F~O—faHEH, £LTC

Parker &> ‘Tending’ & 2 iclhz s L &,

(2) FHEAY 7 —HE, B % LT#E (Laundering),

(3) B/WHYr 7 - FKAREAZ L - TiThbha Lokl LT, T
TIHABRTVB L 0w Eir, L 0BRAEE {hvdETYk
ft3 (odd —Jobbing) TH b, LT, E-3< b (Gardening) s

ETHE,

(1) HEEMEE-FRLMHHE-S<h (Companionship)
(N. Jonson, Ibid, p.9¢),
CORENY, ES<FIEIRE, oo Care ioo\ T Formal Care &
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B & £ HE

Informal Care OS2 %o & -0, FEMCiL() Patch ~ A 7 &

{(Normanton) (2) Kent s+ 7 5H#(3) Dinmington 5Tl (>« — 1 FX
) WFLHEEON, ALEOTHEERET LREELR L CRAD T
g bV 2 BRRANCHA LT ), BAREAET B THD, W
HEegh & LT OB o5l & s S5 BRI EIC B 5 LV o T
SRHEETHRS, H5 L T50BERECER - KA - ARG+
EREE-coOBMY L &< 55TV 5, {C. P. Willmott, Social
Net Works, Informal Care and Public Policy” BR#&EoEEIL L H)
LEwST 5,

Lo e & a6 Bikk o “Friendship Care Net Works Social Sup-
port” (PSL, 1987) A& THoO L SRS TV %, H 1 TE
o R AGTHIRENC S E L, BEAR S OMIBEYE AR EEOT TR
BRI sBEERI AL 5mflibT5,) C&x0_Tv-5, H2
i THREERE O L d EARRIC ‘BT R E 0 — FICKA
ERERT 2R EBELTL, o oRr$EREOL RSB E
5 L LTwE, 3w TR PEBROALDBTL, @EAETRE
DEHOEENTEIREE»LOLOTHL ELTE, LrLBEOK
AFEZ AU CEMOBABELCEFETCH 121 £ LTS, FHiw T
BREOAZIHELHIBORALT LT, 1 vd—<rix, b7 -2
TREZA v 7 4 — A2 E L /ey (Ibid, BREREOEREX
Ih) sz bbb BELTVS,

Z 5 LT, Informal Stetor @ RANCER IR 2HEmAM THEDF
T, "KEACERANELLSHEETH S (Norman Jonson “The
Welfare in Transition, The Theory and Practice of Welfare
Plurelism” p.91) = EwiBvx27 kb, LinL, H#EOAFHIE
BEAMEERRIZ R E A E e, #F vT 4 TRHERNY - € A b o2
L Tn <, HIRIEY (restricted) Tdh B, THikis, Parker#H0 5 5
Iow, RIPMZEL O L 2L EEAANER TS b, TOHRIIE
SHEMTEINTCHAL E XN D, Thitic Informal System @8 {ko
Wrh kich, -4y F A F ARG Informal & Formal # &2
AUHEE R -l T2 X 5, FolEs %t Welfare Pluralism ¢
t1. Dinmington Project OF|D L 3 5 2 T b, SHERIZREEIE T
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{17z < Dinmington Project TiZ 6 LML TVv-5 & N, Jonson 1@
~% (Ibid, p.91), 2% b, Informal Cares ®{fE5/BHINEHN L i b
55 ESHEEELLVEDATWE, T2 T Welfare Plaralism i< &
BoENEME 7 7 e —FOFEEOREE (Critics) LSt oT
highs, TOEERW ¢ 5T, R Pinker #8114+ Cic - 7 v —#E
CHEIRER & LT, 7L Patch System &2, 3§58 < TR TA T 4
FrALERLy T = P AOAlr D OMHIOp TR L AE WS
B, 754 r—ofRFE (lavasion} ks & LT3,

# o7, Informal Sector #° Statutory Service # A 45 A &L
SRTHRAFEIC L » T2 ShcE AL HF TRl h T,
N. Jonson ik, "#EOBEL T O (Assumption) &G
Lo b, KARHEROBETLG - OXKRNL AR TH e, DL
2 Informal Sector DEFHRIET LAY, L Lir LA HS
W42 o L iR, (Ibid, p.92) &¥s -7, % LT Community
Care = = b if, Social Cost & L€, BIZEBADORESE L
& LCRlh, TInformal Sector 2B L C Social Policy o5 HIFI# %
E LT VRS LA ELD L DI & A4 RERNE I} B 5 T3
oL, BEMGEIRC L > TERBEHABETRETHD, Blt-T
FEAPEEL OIS ONECEEY RSB EITL, FH T T O
BRIy 52 5N TH 5, (Ihid, p.93) & LT3, &1L Welfare
Pluralism 2l 600D 2 0 o P AHB ET BB, THHUEIREK
BT s o ey L, ThEHBRT S C & Trikiey (Ibid, p.93d)
LT 5,

(2) Care OREXHEDORE — Care W@l —

m §E7i§xbﬁw—7®%% Caring DN Mbi, FEE
e o A b Ee A ALt

Community Care /544, FOP0c® (Love)iEdzhts, Lios
L, B BIuE, "#Lv 5 H0%E (A Labour of Love) JTHH,
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1@ % Caring % L 230 2= S Mt UF D o
J. Finch and D. Groves(ed) “A Labour of Love” 19833 T,
THEH AORA, FHCBEREON TR« BFEOH T FTRA

p-1) LT TSHOBROEEAZ I =274 "LoT", 51 b
RAB X5y TR~ THELLT BTV 5B, TH 4 & oL,
BT e TR T S I FRE B ELDH TG SAEN R LT
A B2 A AFEIC DT o N EE (Carers) &L bith D) OTH

B, TORMLS OB THTEZiER O L 5 (Car-
ing) E% &%) bk THSE, THIERAI T LLEL ie<
AN S A LTV BIRARL, OFER (L2 bk T DIXA
CEFICHET D0, BVGiEFRORMSC L B0, BuviilmdE
OFT 2R L5 LTv-%, (Ibid, p. 1) Ef~<Tv5%, =2z,
1R ADBERIMRTE & (GHVCEH VA L OB EY LI, 2Eh3L
TEE LTI N o T oES T BT, HEEERBLLY
ETHLDEDNTB, F 1k, THEOESNAZ) ThHh, Nk
FEBEFSTOET (Activety) & &, FHIFEAOEKEECH b
A, B2, HEoER A, BEBEEHONES Alan Walker Higo
L - TRl L b, # 3, AECRFER M, “Costs of
Care” NEUERAYHELOLLUNEHEC L > TR EIELIET
ADERC S\ T, #5C Invalid Care Allowance (BEFRFE &
FY) ~oFERIrERFEINS, 2F 0, F1REO Caring i1 &0
CEBTHE D, TR EHE (Work) BT AL LV BETH
27, THRADREHBOMBE (FHiF) w0oThsd, 2%, HHE
HOHRRZAIFEMEL AL INTVWB ELEZTWHZ ETHDS (Ihid, p.
1) B2, NMEOFLOBETHZ LI LTHD, F3 it "I
TR OMBEE L TAL - L THD, 8 44t Caring O B
ThHhb,

CoF R, BERCkT L THEREN S - FARHAREY - E RO
g LT, FheREFEMCLES2, FTRERESREEIH, £
A — AR ER T, RN = — Vi vbhior 7@, fliog
HH@BEE U, BT 5 tnErohd, oBasEa CiliE
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ot o TGS SR T, COZ ERBESESRF SOOI PIRD
EHEE D, EEOT 2 = A b FA— TORASEREEN, T 2 A
FOMEREL - AEFYOE AR TV A LAERERS S
DEHFLB,

{2} FEFHOBERR Gillilan Dalley “Ideologies of Caring” Mac-
millan 19880302, Janet Finch (3 v A % — &M # 3Tk
b, Caring% Unpaid Work & 32386, TOr 71454z
HLT, TOFXT "EEROOD s 7R LF @& Lic\ & 5z,
WAL Ligu Xk 5, By irEEAE OO TH S @ o LR
AL »Tic2h, EBCECERClEhs &V O METEERED
Rilizie bisw- X 5 hk%d ) (Ibid, pix) &5 - THRET L, 1H
Bigo €, ch~OfBo—2>ThoE LT3, $H DK
Community Care B EREOEEROTTCE ATV AA, Zhit TH#
EEIhEHBOBEAL L TFREED DD 5 7 MR ADTHE B M
ERMCIEL 5y (Ibid, p.ix) 40T, Femimist D3 — 222 5,
HRETHD, Thit, Ty T RSBEL T AL EOBREYERIZA
HTEEO=— Vi L obiF, "Community + 7 DXEH LT =
# A A 4 — 2o Residencial Care HEHEX # CHi— 22 % (Ihid, p.
x) ZENVHD, HECHEM TFEEROFAUTHH, HEMCEA
FFETH Y, Lhul Collectivism FHIIC L~ Tk Em i Hh s (Ibid,
P-X) Sy HAIELTVS, TREBANESXEAS O TR,
FEEg#a L b Collective #e#liz4 %, (Ibid, p.x) 2 & Th3, FLFL
A A £ Collective 7ett&Ch B LA TV, J. Finch ik, &k
WERITI DRI B THBH & LT, HROFiE 72 { =2
b= FTOREND ST E LTS, T B, ARiCEWT
LRALTHY, FERN = - FP2FREERICOLELLZ T2, £
M~ DFEEAHHEA S S o b L B b,

Collective Care OZARFANIL, H1 1z THELHL 0L LOSIR,
TOBRENHL OGP THEECERE/AO DI —E LT TR, T
NTOBERIFET D, CETHY, B2 "y 7Ty AT 237 7% 5
FTGLEAD = — X eFiacBHEL A5 ~%, (Ibid, p.115) CTx 7
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OB A THLERTCHLENETHL L LT, FICE ASK
TEHR O EANBEFROPTECELIRD LS AMECTL LI LR
KIROESMNE 2 bt biel (Ibid, p.116) &L, RECE4
w Tl A ASEBIRT BV B HIETL T OHMEENYREZEL
BICRKROBEEFF UL 52 bhadichion ., (Ibid, p.116) &L
Tvb, 5, TIDFAAREOER YR L 5150, &
BEARENCRE St bty o (Ibid, p.116) EH~NTL 3,
IO b, MR TAM, 5 20—, HORANEE, © Mix £
foh, RREEOFEIRCHIN X THETLEHH, chbD
Wefare Pluralism % 3t@EOE# CimT<& (Ibid, p.131) TH2 &
LEw5, BiTo TELH, EK#% (low status) /ONEADEELHE
wat L ¢bid, p.133), Sr#A® Reward @& i TEEE BN
BUEBHE ORI L %, Formal ©, 2% 0 (ML s 5 —COr 7
RETH A B AEEN TS EAERCHEES T L) ©
KR L A LR S hduT i by (Ibid, p.137) &O~Tuk,

2% b, Care Worker i, F%ﬁggy&%faf;@@gﬁj DI
Bl b di, TEFEIGSFEFRORMIARCEVTL HED
BB,

(3) Shared CarelC@h>T — #H£pyr 7~ —

Hazel Qureshi & Alan Walker “The Caring Relationship; Elderly
People and their Families” Macmillan, 1980 L %+, o ¢ &~ F
o« v AnLTBELL EEAOEERE (Ibid, p.273) TREEL
B:50 Care & 5 Cu7oDil, BEERCTTELOEIAFT T,
BRI @E £ <, ML hERRc £ 3 - 1), F
e OBEECE TED) dER KL Z I E RS8R LT
32.8% THBH (F3), Care DFWCTH L/ BELE 1, B HRES,
B FHEL EHR0% T, By, 2HEI0i320% 4 TH % 5> Commer-
cial < — A AE0% HEC e - T 5, Friend/Neighbourtx E\V-HD
(12.3%), ®BV-B# (13.9%), BV L (Gardening) (11.7%) &7
~TH b, Volunteer |, Hot Meals(6.4%) #7220 LTHEL (F
4}, Informal Care @OV §DE55.2% 450, AL LT
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HHOT61KT 1 BHORTHD, RiZ2FDDE (8.2%), Wi,
fhofex (6.0%) THa (F6). TONEIRTYH, 164 - 20
TEENFAC LD LORERTA— P #1 20A2THH, WOMT
OFEIRG, BEE (100%), FH 56%), ~<— x4 4 (42%) i
ST B, (F25.5), £0IRY, FBEE (42%) Lsto, R (75%),
g (60%), EEE G0%) rEREZND, BEABEEFEONHEAL L
TFEELT2.5% 3 0 (FR10), fodsh >4 AL Residential Care ©
HRESTH DL OMET LT 5, BLhkoZ &, ) (Fi FEoii
A#RFHRLUCED, O E#E%T Infomal Care & Formal Care(#
ST vESai TRy TicEs » T, (HHEHREHNEE »k
HHERBD TV E LTV S,

RENEORB- 12T (v TS BHESBEE BACL - T
EFPTH AL S35, 8BV, F o A BEARES D
% (Ibid, p.2d43) L LT, T 7oEFEH A LB L 51, FEN
AR TOFERMLENREYRILOBE L LCRVHE LS 5 (Ibid,
D.246) & LT\B, Wi TIAbLD = A MIKBINCIENEADE
B L - THi—RbR T 5100 Thed, HEABFOHENCL L
FLERER (strain) 2 EERT S, (Ibid, p.246) OTHEL, Hlicr7
ORI FEBRCBE B lch 38, H2 T BEEmic
DICBHEVH I ETH D,

HRNFEO-HOBE T, KO I onEREMHNENEE (An
Agenda for Shared Care) r7cn, 1T, "HEr7 AT A% 1n-
formal ZH* . + 7 — 7 OBAMNRALAR T2 LrEETH S,
Informal T -Cit “HEF)" & LCHENT2 2 &itske 3, #ER%ER
LBERT 200202 —2EETHLZ, (Ibid, p.268) & A.
Walker Z2i30~XTv 4, THITEBHFEALH Care DL TR A U9 H
THTHLE LTS, 242, TFormal Service Mk L fERAOH
THEIEARB LR T %, Formal & Informal + # & — & ®Ez,
rigid %R 5% H 3 57, Informal Support Network & 9 %,
‘Social Support Network’ DHFET, X hEL D ExFEL B E0H
MLl b D THA S, Social Support Network ik “HARRAE
tE (natural) " cizie <, Bl = — Vet onicllEZzhs 3,
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% 3 Frequency of contact belween different groups of elderly people and their children (%)
Children's frequency of contact

Characteristics Same 3—14 1—-2 1—-2 2-~4 Number
of elderly house- per per per per Annually of
person hold Daily week week month - year or less Total  children*
Marital stauts

Married 5.3 11.6 4.8 26.1 21.7 20.3 10.1 100 207
Windowed, single, divoreed 1.6 22.9 9.4 29.9 11.5 16.2 9.4 100 314
Age

75— G 4.0 13.5 7.6 28.1 18.1 19.9 8.9 100 327
80— 4 2.2 23.0 7.4 27.4 12.5 19.3 8.2 100 135
85+ .0 32.8 6.3 26.6 7.8 11.¢ 15.6 100 64
Sex

Male 3.6 18.6 6.8 20.3 4.7 22.0 11.8 100 177
Female 1.7 18.1 7.7 31.5 15.7 16.9 8.3 100 349
Secial class

Professional, managerial (4.3) (17.0) (12.8) {23.4) (7.1) (21.3) (6.4) 100 47
Skilled non-manual 1.3 13.9 6.3 2.1 12.7 31.6 10.1 100 79
Skilled manual 4.9 18.9 6.7 22.6 19.5 16.9 11.6 100 164
Semi-skilled and unskill-

ed 1.8 19.6 6.7 3.7 13.8 16.0 7.6 100 225
Disability

None 7.1 20.¢ 5.9 3.1 14.1 8.3 10.6 100 85
Slight 1.0 17.6 8.8 14.7 24.5 25.5 7.9 100 102
Minor 2.9 14.7 5.9 32.4 14.8 22.8 6.6 100 136
Appreciable 4.5 18.8. 7.1 33.0 12.5 12.5 11.6 100 112
Severe 0.0 18.5 11.1 22.2 13.9 22.3 13.0 100 o4
Very severe {0.0) (27.0) (8.1 (24.3) (8.1) (21.6) (10.8) 100 37

sk Total number of children of elderly people in the sample. (Ibid, p52)

FR:
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i1 Percentage of elderly people recelving care from oulside the household accor-
ding to household type

Receiving care from Rest of
Household type outside household sample Total
Lives alone 75.7 39.4 51.6
Married couple 15.5 39.9 317
Other 8.7 20.7 16.7
Total 100 100 100
Number 103 203 306
Hazel Qureshi & Alan Walker “The Caring Relationship: Elderty People and
their Families™ macmilam, 1989 (p.275)

2 Patterns of visiting by relatives(%)

Mutual
Social visits
class only if Elderly
of Relative  elderly person Number
elderly visits person  Mutual visits of
person only fetched  visiting only Total  relatives
Middle
class
{non—
manual) 29.2 9.1 53.5 8.2 100 243
Working
class
{manual) 453.5 34.2 8.4 100 620
All 40.9 11.1 39.6 8.3 100 863

(Ibid p.58)

(Ibid, p.269) Z &£ BTH L, H 3, TH L Formal & Informal
v S E—EDED A F - ENRRREIN LY, Formal Sector A
T OHFERAME & R B LR S e biny, oo bt
Social Support Network {(£#EE R & SPIBEATMGGE & oSl LaRAT 725
B (Confrict) MAHETH I LXERTAHOCllcy, Thit, HEAN
iEE it Sy — CADHEEMFREOHLHOMA LIS kD
Thd, KOCHEOBEN (£51=v r REELGH L) THM
o @b = - FIRES TG L SEHE~OBREBASEN~ L, Bito
HBRrRBHIEI DL, REBSHSr—YA0HRbEALDZ o ETH
Ha LG, FIRIVOLEMR I~ Y OLboBBLRENSD
2R 5, HFIEMEL & Informal 28 & (L HSEY 4~ F 2 r 7@
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# 4 Need for and receipt of assistance with various activilties

Need for/Reccipt of Care and Assistance

No difficulty

Some difficulty

Cannot perform

Did not Did not Did not
Received receive Received receive Received receive Number*

Activity assistance  assistance  assistance  assistance assistance  assistance
Washing all aver 0.3 80.3 4.6 6.3 8.2 0.0 300
Getting ifout of bed 0.0 83.7 1.7 11.6 3.0 0.0 301
Going up/down stairs 0.4 56.9 1.9 34.8 0.7 5.2 267
Cutting toenails 3.0 41.9 7.3 18.8 27.1 2.0 303
Heavy shopping 8.0 25.0 17.7 11.3 37.3 0.7 300
Light shopping 5.9 57.2 4.5 4.8 27.5 0.0 268
Preparing and cooking hot

meals 27.5 5.5 7.0 4.9 10. 1 0.0 287
Heavy laundry 13.7 34.1 6.3 7.4 28.5 0.0 270
Light loundry 8.6 64.5 4.7 5.5 16.8 0.0 256
Heavy hoursework 13.7 22.9 17.0 9.8 29.1 1.0 306
Light hoursework 12.9 67.1 4.9 5.6 8.7 0.7 286
Dcorating 7.7 9.1 14.0 2.9 59. 6 7.0 285
Gardening 5.2 35.1 16. 6 9.0 30.8 3.3 211

*Numbers differ because answers to some questions included the categories

(e.g. garden).

‘don’t know to' (c.g. cook a meal), or 'no facility’

(Ibid, p.77)

e
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5 Percentage of elderly people receiving cave from different sources

Principal source of care

Informal Formal
Percentage
receiving Friend/ Locat

Activity care Relative neighbour Volunteer authority NHS  Commercial Total Number
Washing all over 13.4 (35.0) (5.0) (0.0 (2.5) {55.0) (2.5) 106 40
Getting in/out of bed 4.7 (71.0} (0.0) (0.0 (14.0) (7.0) (7.0} 100 14
Washing hair 29.4 26.7 3.5 0.0 0.0 12.8 77.0 100 86
Cutting toenails 37.1 21.1 3.7 0.0 0.0 19.3 56.0 100 109
Sewing 19.7 84.7 8.5 0.0 6.8 - 0.0 100 59
Heavy shopping 63.2 78.8 12.2 3.0 7.4 - 1.6 100 189
Light shopping 33.8 77.2 13.9 0.0 7.9 - 1.0 100 101
Heavy laundry 60. 2 70.9 5.6 0.0 8.9 - 14.5 100 179
Light laundry 33.8 82.5 5.8 0.0 7.8 — 3.9 100 103
Heavy hoursework 63. 6 54.4 3.6 0.5 26.7 - 15. 4 100 195
Light hoursework 26. 4 82.3 1.3 0.0 12.7 - 3.8 100 79
Preparing and cooking

hot meals 45.5 79.2 4.0 6.4 6.4 - 4.0 100 125
Gardening 37.5 74.8 11.7 1.0 0.0 — 12.6 100 103
Decorating 80.6 5l.5 4.6 0.4 0.0 — 43.5 100 239

(Ibid, p.84)
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6 Sources of informal care for elderly pecple

Percentage
of elderly
Number Percentage persons
of elderly of elderly with
Principal helper(s} persons persons helpers
Non 165 55.2 -
Spouse 15 3.0 11.2
One daughter 35 11.7 26. 1
One daughter-in-law 8 2.7 6.0
One son 6 2.0 4.5
Other relative 8 2.7 6.0
Non-relative 5 1.7 3.7
Daughter and spouse 5 1.7 3.7
Two daughters 11 3.7 8.2
Daughter and son 7 2.3 5.2

Daughter and

son-in-law 5 1.7 3.7
Daughter and other

relative . 3 1.0 2.2
Daughter and other 4 1.3 3.0
Daughter-in-faw and

spouse 2 0.7 1.5
Daughter-in-law and

son 1 0.3 0.7
Daughter-in-law and

other relative 2 0.7 1.5
Son and non-relative 1 0.3 7
Two other relatives 2 1.7 3.7
Other relative and

non-relative 4 1.3 3.0
Two non-relatives 7 2.3 2.2
Total 249 100 100

(Tbid, p.136)

F T Assistance given by work status (dawghters—in-law of disabled elderly people)

Not a principal A principal
carer ) carer Total
Work status Number % Number 9% -number
Full-time work 8 30 1 8 9
Part-time work 1 6 3 23 4
Retired (ill health) 2 13 0 2
Housewife a 31 7 34 12
Not ascertained 0 2 15 2
Total 1 100 13 100 29

(Thid, p.136)
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Fe 8 Choices between available daughters: percentage of daughters who were prin-
cipal helpers by employment staius

[0 "
Total numberin category 2% who were

Employment status a helper
Sick or disabled 1 -
Full-time work 25 24
Part-time work 24 42
Housewife 32 a6
Retired 3 100
Total 85 44

(Ibid, p.144)

#F 9  Choices between daughters: percentage of daughters who were principal
helpers by marital status

Total number 9% who were
Marital status in category a helper
Married 76 42
Divorced 2 50
Single 5 60
Widowed 4 75

(Ibid, p.144)

#10 Percentage of cares who regarded themselves as emotionally close to the elderly
person being careed for

Emotionally

close

to elderly

person Children Not children Total

Yes 72.5 44. 4 63.3

No 17.3 38.9 24.1

Other answer 10.0 16.7 12.0

Total number 40 18 58

F11  Carers’attitudes to residential care

Attitude to residential care Number Percentage

Not care’s concern 7 12

Expected when necessary 6 1%
© Ambivalent 12 21

Rejection of idea 33 57

Total 58 100

(Ibid, p.195)
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BHCHEEMEO S 2@REMNEZEL LTLBh 35N L0OKOTH S
(Ihid, pp.270— 1) L@~<Tw3, 2% », P. Wilding #ig L5
AR IA—~FORKREELICHD A b+ — vy TERNEFE LD
Thh, F4e, SHHBELS TFHORIAFEETIZE - Ty Dl
By 7 RE~DH LT e -0 NESTHD, 2 h, T
By ~OFERTH D,

# 54z, TShared Care © HEARENTO = — FOSECEES
Fodicn2EThd, EicfhbalA Fh e ¥ Bt v iE
AELTEERLOLFEET S tnbomliniEah--3, £6
ELTHS TORMTESER~OBROKNObhT, FE3hnk .
Rich oy 7THRETA O, BindiMer i KahBHLLTL
FHEH2ETHY, TOLSRI Oy TEBR) OFRMED
ThD (Ibid, p.271), 2% b, TITit, TGEHE+—ALLT
B ZEORE SBIRSN A 22 EADFThB L LTS,

4, 74T T7—&HEET SR

() BAE - E50ORE
— New Zealand O} TOF + 7 v v {EE) —

AR bz, BIEHE AT, £BThHD, AR IR
BERECREL, FORYGTTH LY, L LFOEMEHE LTD
WALEII S HBOAMER E LTRbh 2 BE: Bbhhn s,

LiL, EECTEEIANIVT I VT v —HEL LTOEADSE
EERERY, TREGHOFREN s oMbV At, FECRE
HEEOHEREEC R AR T I A VT v —EEOREL AT\ T
BETHLHIMERLRDS, PPERTLEEL, FOXBIZHESH:T, il
L oREOFFHARCH bR TEF SIS TG0 Mbhie,
Za—P—FYFDITFAANF ¢ —F COMIEREEERETORE
HIEHPHBOFREEDO R T v T 1 THES TR ORRO P Han
e, BEIRCECTEE L T — E AR RE ST, E e
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ARG TWERRB LR TL Ve w D, EEFHEZORRESHEOAH
ThHY, FOTEH~DEEOREOISETH S, Tois, HWUEMEL 1<
BEATISHE D LIRFTR Y — b — B X, KABER
RELTOEAL 57 LBHEA WIS SR, AHTECESIIER SR b
HETLHAD,
HEDAMOAL EXH) 2b<¢nT 5407 v — Pzt +i+4
EhlbR, AMTRE - 2T, AENERNATLED: LSS
i e i\, Fhie, £E0STILE LToORERIIE
Mz bk Bih s,

{(2) MILLRE~OAZ T4 7H
— TS A TR O —

wic, ARESHATERELSE GRE AL ofE Tt & LT,
B e & IR IR TITCOTHA H M, AWFTERSABAN, -
¥ hiEthic st B TRABHE, ThEH, FLVGEE~oHS LT
DIR5 747 E~DERTH D,

FEEHOMR | DRSO L, DOFREDES v 7 ; 7Hic &
5T, RIEHLERTH B, 0F b TEISARESTHE OEET
A, ThLOEELLOHI, FROTEFHLL 5 H5Eh0HES
b, FHoiEe L - CELERL L Th B DIZREB LTS
LV D FE T VT THEOSRECERE~OES TH D, ANITEE
FETIIHR L ik TH{ DR LT, ELLWEWRTORES v 7 4
THOER & OfE s - LEFNEEN LB ETERO N A TH
Ba

FOBERTH, HADRUSTEFTORIROAE DR DI bD & A F
LS DR AEELERE Licnh, REOAT v5 4 7L <A
HIH Bl D, BEERHIE L EBSMbh TED, R TAY
O NBHHEOME | C LHAEROAHE LIcRHCREEARL L LT, i
LEDOTiHEns S EBbRL,
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5. Fabian Socialism tORYE
— A. Walker HiZO HEE —

T eFEEOERE, LhdbBIESY N Jonson Lo B A
TIiTZ 5,
ﬁlﬂ@&%}l{%k:&i Marxism & Fabianism 74 % %%, Fabians %
LN LAzl
¥4, Fabian i, f@tk» » M L L5 & Lisk - D, @ik
BFE ORI H & HEMRT 5 - iRl Lz, - &1983%.C Fabian
Society Seminar #Bg# 41, Mrs Thatcher @ # » MCEEET, B
gafcdh, TEEEALBEECOVGTORENERE, CIFRELHS
R BIRCBE+ A 2098, (VeEbi b b THASBEEORED,
Fio TP S BEACRY S ST 2 M, (OEERER
BRI LT %k, Gk, Bk, FLT HLVLRT v
T4 TEFREE>LORBCH LTRHEROBRS LM ECE AL S
{EFEF5, (Ibid, p.191) Hd~NEhTw5, % L€ Glennerster (Kif,
Ao A« i oMBcEnEhs 1o, FLLE~0H5E
D 5L, (D FEBED SO L hA X i, Grrntsic,
FLTAPRIRCHT2ENDO o DFEEOHEF L L b RET S0
OfTE), WFBOHBHTOL Hh KELTE, OFRO L HAFRGE,
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