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For the past two decades, families in Taiwan have been undertaking a series of
transformation due to the rapid social, economic, and political changes for the past 20
years. In responding to the rapid changes, families with their members face new
challenges and adjustment issues. Working with families has been traditionally a
centerpiece in practice as well as policy. However, placing family in the center of the
practice should be renewed to counter effect resulted from the impact of social changes to
strengthen and support today’s families. The aim of the course intends to provide a
family-centered framework of practice for the students who are interested in working with
families. The domain of the course includes theoretical foundation, assessment scheme,
and intervention strategies for family-centered practice. The class is operated as a seminar

format, which includes lecturing, presentation, and discussion. Students are encouraged to

read the assigned papers before the class, actively participate in class discussion, and




complete required assignments.
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@ Briar-Lawson, K. (1998) Capacity building for integrated family-centered practice, Social
Work, 43(6): 539-550.
® Allen, R.I. & Petr, C. G. (1998) Rethinking family-centered practice. American Journal of
Orthopsychiatry, 68(1): 4-15.
@ Sieppert, J. D., Hudson, J. & Unrau, Y., (2000) Family group conferencing in child
welfare: Lessens from a demonstration project, Families in Society, 2000, 81(4): 382-391.
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@ Ungar, M. (2002) A deeper, more social ecological social work practice, Social Service
Review, 76(3): 480-497.

@ Besthron, F. H. & McMillen, D. P. (2002) The oppression of women and nature: Eco-
feminism as a framework for an expanded ecological social work, Families in Society,
83(3): 221-232.

oA

O J]§’<§F~ —5' A T4 B 'Fm ?\[53—" o ? FARRLEmPLE F
Q¥ d#r—Ft T4 Bl | T35 fBer? < F FIFTRLRHB L élE W 7t e
F%‘:é; P‘JL FI‘;% r EA¥ ﬂ;ﬂﬂ J L3 ?\Ii*—" "~ jl-m;’f_;;"é;{‘q’]ﬂi 15 7 T#ﬁjﬁ\!ﬂ%'l °

3/25 wé_t’ N m;.l’;;%% #H2ZEH 1 (An Eplstemologlcal Framework )
TR jl-—hr'l?"ﬁ M fBe | 6. B?&‘?ha—:i}ipmi"’ —M‘]&pw
2. ¥ 3t ?\x/rlﬁ‘@m 173 P08 R ch A R (R Bz 2 TR R RN TR o
¢ :J}f:‘] LEE P% [EJV

® Germain, C. B. (1994) Emerging conceptions of family development over the life course,
Families in Society, 75(5): 382-391.

@ Lesley, L. A. & Morton, G. (2001) Family therapy’s response to family diversity, Journal
of Family Issues, 22(7): 904-921.

® Blow, A. J. & Sprenkle, D.H. (2001) Common factors across theories of marriage and
family therapy: A modified Delphi study. Journal of Marital and Family Therapy, 27(3):
285-401
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® McLendon, D., & McLendon, T. & Petr, C. G., (2005) Family directed structural therapy.
Journal of Marital and Family Therapy, 31(4): 327-339.
@ Lee, M. Y. (2003) A solution-focused approach to cross-cultural clinical social work
practice: Utilizing cultural strengths. Families in Society, 84(3): 385-395.
® Leone, C. M. (2001) Toward a more optimal selfobject milieu: Family psychotherapy from
the perspective of self psychology. Clinical Social Work Journal, 29(3): 269-289.
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@ Freeman, E. M. & Couchonnal, G. (2006) Narrative and culturally based approaches in

practice with families. Families in Society, 87(2): 198-208.
@ Mailick, M. D. & Vigilante, F. W. (1997) The family assessment wheel: A social
constructionist perspective. Families in Society, 78(4): 361-369.
® Krumer-Nevo, M. (1998) What’s your story? Listening to the stories of mothers from
multi-problem families. Clinical Social Work Journal, 26(2): 177-194.
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@ Lawson, H. A. (2005) The logic of collaboration in education and the human services,
Journal of Interprofessional Care, 18(3): 225-237.
@ Lens, V. (2004) Principled negociation: A new tool for case advocacy, Social Work, 49(3):
506-513.
® Anderson-Butcher, D. & Ashton, D. (2004) Innovative models of collaboration to serve
children, youths, families, and communities. Children & School, 26(1): 39-53.
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@ Thyer, B. A., Artelt, T. A., & Shek, T. L., (2003) Using single-system research designs to
evaluate practice, International Social Work, 46(2): 163-178.
@ Slonim-Nevo, V., & Vosler, N. R., (1991) The Use of Single-System Design with
Systemic Brief Problem-Solving Therapy, Families in Society, 72: 38-44.
® Collins, P. M., Kayser, K., & Platt, S., (1994) Conjoint marital therapy: A practitioner’s
approach to single-system evaluation, Families in Society, 75(3): 131-141.
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@ Marino, R., Green, R. G., & Young, E., (1998) Beyond the scientist-practitioner model’s
failure to thrive: Social workers’ participation in agency-based research activities. Social
Work Research, 22(3): 188-192.
@ Benbenishty, R. (1988) Assessment of task-centered interventions with families in Israel.
Journal of Social Service Research, 11(4): 19-43.
® Vera, M. 1. (1990) Effects of divorce groups on individual adjustment: A multiple
methodology approach. Social Work Research and Abstracts, 26(3): 11-20.
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1. Hartman, Laird, 1983, Family-Centered Social Work Practice, New York, NY: Free Press.
2. Bloom, M., Fischer, J. & Orme, J. G., 1995, Evaluating Practice: Guidelines for the Accountable
Professional, Needham Heights, MA: Allyn and Bacon.
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