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Please answer the following questions in Chinese or English.

A. Select an ethical dilemma related to social work practice that you have
encountered or know about. (50%)
1. Describe the dilemma.
2. State how the following are involved and may conflict:
® Client’s interests (this may be an individual, a group or a community).
Interests of involved others.
Agency policies.
Legal regulations.

Professional code of ethics.
® Your own values or moral standard.

3. Describe possible courses of action, including their feasibility, evidentiary
status, acceptability to involved participants, and likely positive and
negative side effects.

4. Select the option that seems ethically best.

5. Explain your reasons for selecting this option.

B. Choice and increased choice have been at the core of the debates and changes
in welfare states in Europe and the North America. This development has been
observed across traditional understandings of welfare regimes. Increase in
choice has not only been seen in liberal models with an already high emphasis
on markets and marketization of welfare issues, but the choice revolution has
arrived also in universal welfare state such as Sweden, Denmark and Finland.
Choice is shifting the consumer from a passive recipient to an active
choice-maker. Choice is thus at the outset a good thing, as Appleby et al. have
expressed it: “who could argue against the desirability of allowing patients
more say in decisions concerning them.”(2003:2).

Choice has increasing been on the agenda, partly because electorates are
increasingly willing to choose private alternatives, including in the health and
pensions areas. However, the question is: Will more choice in all welfare
sectors and in any conditions be positive for social development? Furthermore,
it might be the case that more choice in fact is less choice (Creve, 2010:1).
Please answer the following questions based on the above-mentioned
statement: (50%)



a. Could choice be positive for societal development?

b. Can a competitive market be ensured in welfare delivery?

¢. Can the idea of quasi-markets (Le Grand and Bartlett, 1993) give the best of
both worlds, of the state and the market, in that they can yield the
adventages of both systems while minimizing the disadvantages if certain
conditions are satisfied?

d. Is it possible that people get more (limited) freedom of choice, but less
(national) social citizenship?

e. In terms of gendered analysis of care work and its relationship to women’s
oppression to discuss the gendered divisions of work based on
cash-for-care schemes.
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International comparison of poverty reduction, 0% OLCT) scale

Markel income

Dispasable income Poverty reduction

HC GAP HO*CAP HO GAP HOC * GAP Absolute
* 100 00
Taiwan 2008 0.1y 0. 0.66 n.07  o.bo p2 5t 57
Fintand 200 0.0 od; 2b.2 o7 obo 3.9 22,9 85
Sweden zooo 030 0.8y 24.0) 0.07  o.bb 33 20.0 84
Demark 2004 o8 0806 2.4.0 0.0l 062 1.5 20.5 85
UK 1909 032 0.86 27.5 0.1 0.3 7. 10.6 71
Australia 2007 .20 0.05 244 o.02 0.0y 7.8 6.0 (8
Switzerland 2002 o0.21 olg 17.5 o.08 003 1.8 12.7 73
Canada 2000 005 0.79 20.0 o.12 0.0y S 1.4 Go
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Nates: GAP = imedian income — mean income of poori/ median income,
Data for all countries except Tanwan were from Caminada and Goudswaard (2oog:, and the

time period was 2004 05,
Data lor Taiwan were from the authors” caleulations, and the Gme period was 2008,

HC = head count of poor, or poverty rate,

GAP = poverty gap.

HCFOADP 1< a measure of the depth of poverty,
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S b (SE) Beta b (SE) Beta
MR (B =1) S1.17(1.72) - 0.69 -1.50(1.81)  -0.07
TEHL -0.22(0.08)  -024**  -0.17(0.08) -0.18*
TAERIEE 0.78 (0.18) 0.36%%*

20 (1) vs. JiEEE(0) -3.29(1.60) -0.19*

Helik (1) vs. fEE(0) -4.01(2.31)  -0.15
S ESEES &S SR -0.37 (0.51)  -0.07
TiF&E 0.03 (0.04) 0.08
=l F=421* F=10.51%**

R*=0.06 R*=0.26, AR*=0.20

5 <005, **p <0.01; #¥p < (.001]



