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Home asa site of hardship/a prison of heart
— Housing conditions of single mothersin Taipea City

Abstract

Single parent families have increased dueto rapid transition of family structure. The housing
needs of single parent families are different from those of traditional nuclear families

because their difference in economic status and the component of family member. While
there are housing design based on the needs of single parent families in Europe and America, the
principle housing form in Taiwan is still three-bedroom-two-parlor-apartment for nuclear
families nowadays. Although the government has noticed this problem, thereis alack of welfare
and housing policies to improve the situation. Therefore, this research starts from exploring
living experiences of single mothers and the policies of housing and social welfare to examine
housing conditions of single mothers.

This thesis uses in-depth interview and participation observationto explore daily experiences
of single mothers in | oavo st s ihm g , publio jentalchbusing, Hui-Xin single mothers
homestead, and private rental housing. The research questions include their housing experiences
during the marriage breakdown, their definition and opinion about home and family, the process
to find and create their own private space, and the way to change the living space around them
The discussion will deal with the private as well as the public space in order to explore single
mothers interaction with the surrounding environment. Finally, the research will examine how
socia value limits choices of single mothersin finding a home and creating their own space.

In addition, this research will explore the context of policy-making and the process of
implementation in order to know the method and ideology of state intervention which has
affected the space of daily life and work of single mothers.

Key words:. Taipe City, single mother, housing conditions
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