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East Asian “Productivist Welfare System” .

Academic Debates and Content Changes
Wang Xiaolan

Abstract: The concept of “productivist welfare system” refers to the welfare model of emer-
ging industrial countries in East Asia whose main goal is to pursue economic development.
This concept has been replaced by “developmental welfare system” or “developmental social
policy” by many scholars. In fact, although the two concepts have overlaps and similarities
in policy content and development orientation, they belong to two types of welfare systems
due to their different social background, policy perspectives, policy issues and specific policy
claims. Today, when the productivist welfare system is being challenged and declining, it
has become a controversial issue whether the East Asian welfare model should turn to the
developmental welfare system which better deals with the relationship between economic de-
velopment and social policies or the universal welfare system which is mainly characterized
by social redistribution.

Keywords: productivist welfare system; developmental welfare system; East Asian welfare;

welfarism
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