
新興福祉国家論



3

第１章

新興福祉国家論の視角

宇 佐 見 耕 一



4

GDP 8.684

1999

13.114

1999

23.237

1999

3.121

1998

4.966

1999

4.790

1998

7.734

1999

440

1999

2.281

1999

GDP 5.60 3.90 1.50 7.10 3.70 12.20 12.40 2.60 15.2
1990

69, 
76

72, 
78

76, 
82

67, 
72

69, 
75

63, 
71

70, 
77

62, 
64

74, 
77

11.0
1995

6.1
1999

4.0
1997

39.9
1997

34.0
90 95

47.3
90 95

22.2
1995

72.0
1996

7.2
1996

2.20 4.70 6.60 14.80 9.00 14.70 3.10 44.20 3.60
0.2945
1993

0.3258
2000

0.3736
1996

0.49
1994

0.537
1995

0.601
1995

0.445
1996IDB

0.297
1994

0.3
1999

9.00 27.90 18.5
1994

22.00 31.0
1991

32.1
1991

25.40 5.4
1991

70.20

47.0
1998

46.0
1999

48.5
1998

29.3
1998

39.4
1998

52.6
1997

54.9
1999

6.7
2000

9
1999

10.5
2000

5.8
2000

4.7
2000

5.1
2000

9.7
2000

5.0
2000

9.6
2000

6.3
1999

2.9
1999

6.3
1999

6.2
1998

2.5
1999

7.6
1999

14.3
1999

7
1998

/ GDP 1999 2001 81

1996
ILO 2000 : http://www.ilo.org/public/English/protection/ Chinese 
Statistical Association, Statistical Yearbook of the Republic of China 2001, 2001, Taipei, p.148; 

Census and Statistics Department, Hong Kong Annual Digest of 
Statistics, Hong Kong, 1999, p.189.

1997
1999/2000 402 405 1990 1995 /
2001 31

1000 2001 27
2000 15 2001 330

1999/2000 416 419
, 2000 24

 http://www.die.gov.tr/TURKISH/SONIST/HHGELTUK, Ferriol 
Muruaga 2000: 46

1995
ILO, World Labour Report 1997 98, Geneva: ILO, 1997, pp.237 238.

65 UN.,World Population Prospects The 1998 Revision, N.Y. 
1998 2000 2001 262 263

1999 ILO , 2001
INDEC, Encuesta Permanente de Hogares, Buenos Aires, 1999 Census and Statistical 
Department, Hong Kong Annual Digest of Staitistics 1999, Hong Kong, 1999. 

2000 2001
262 263 CEPAL Mesa Lago, Carmelo, 
Desarrollo social, reforma del Estado y de la seguridad social, al umbral del siglo XXI, Santiago de 
Chile:Cepal, 2000, p.54.



5

GDP

1984

2001

a

2001



6

19
60

19
99

19
50

20
00

19
49

19
64

19
83

19 19
70

19
73

19
23

19
60

19
71

19 19
56

19
52

19
72

19
76

19
95

19
13

19
64

19
63

19
89

19
50

19
95

19
68

19
71

19
45

19
50

19
64

19
83

19
70

19
73

19
23

19
74

19
88

19
46

55

19
70

19
48

19
34

19
63

19
63

19
58

19
53

19
71

19
45

19
64

19
83

19
04

19
70

19
73

19
11

19
74

19
15

19
55

19
23

19
48

19
16

19
79

19
77

19
44

19
78

19
63

19
45

19
68

19
93

19
99

19
71

19
99

19
86

19
67

19
91

15
11

M
es

a
La

go
19
78

: 2
20

22
1

.
M

es
a

La
go

,C
ar

m
el

o,
 D

es
ar

ro
llo

 s
oc

ia
l, 

re
fo

rm
a 

de
l E

st
ad

o 
y 

de
 la

 s
eg

ur
id

ad
 s

oc
ia

l a
l u

m
br

al
 d

el
 s

ig
lo

 X
X

I , 
Sa

nt
ia

go
 d

e 
C

hi
le

, 2
00
0.

 C
E

PA
L,

 2
00
0.

So
ci

al
 S

ec
ur

ity
 A

dm
in

is
tr

at
io

n,
 S

oc
ia

l S
ec

ur
ity

 P
ro

gr
am

s 
T

hr
ou

gh
ou

t t
he

 w
or

ld
 1
99
9,

 h
ttp

:/
/w

w
w

.s
sa

.g
ov

/s
ta

tis
tic

s/
ss

pt
w

/1
99
9/

E
ng

lis
h.

20
02

20
01

92
93

20
01



7

1980

1970

Midgley 1986

Jones 1990

1980

1999: 233

1990



8

1990

Gordon 1999: 

51 60

Grassi et al. 1994: 15

Lo Vuolo y Barbeito 1993

1980

1990

Espin Andersen ed. 1996: 20



9

Espin

Andersen 1999: 73 94 2001: i xiv

Huber 1996

Aspalter 2001

Goodman and Peng 1996



10

Espin Andersen 1999: 83 90

Espin Andersen 1999: 93

1990



11

a

Korpi 1989: 312 323

 

2001: 32 33



12

1970

1980

1980

s



13

GDP 1984

GDP

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

40
（％）�

0 5,000 10,000 15,000 20,000 25,000 30,000 35,000 40,000 45,000 50,000
（ドル）�１人当たりGNP

公的社会支出の対GDP比�

線形（社会支出の対GDP比）�

日本�

韓国�

アルゼンチン�

台湾�

香港�

ブラジル�

トルコ�

メキシコ�

ウルグアイ�

コスタリカ�

公
的
社
会
支
出
の
対
Ｇ
Ｎ
Ｐ
比�

インインド�インド�

チリ�チリ�

GNP 1997 1990
1996

U.N., Statistical Yearbook 1997, New York: U.N., 2000; ILO, World Labour Report 2000, in 
http:www.ilo.org/public/english/protection/socsec



14

1984: 100

1992

2001

Huber and Stephens 2001



15

Huber and Stephens 2001: 86

Huber and Stephens

2001: 104

d

1999: 78

Pierson 1994



16

s

ILO

GDP

2000: 11 OECD

2002: 10



17

1980

1980

1996: 38

M

M

1996: 221 265

1980

1989

1999

1988 1999

1982



18

1999

1992 2002 2000

2001 1995

1999

2002 1999

2000

NGO 2000/2001 22.7

1997 2002

1960 70

1998: 19



19

1998: 

33

1996

1980

1997

1996 1998

2001 1988

1993

1995: 65



20

2002: 42

1980

1980

1980

1997

1982

1985 2002

2000



21

1996

1996

1996: 5

1990

1970 1990

GDP 1999 8684

3114



22

GDP

20

1950

1960 70

60 1997

65

77 68 26

CEPAL 2000: 121

1990



23

1980

1990

CEPAL 2000: 24

1980



24

1980

1970 17.6 1997 36.8 2002: 69

1990



25

d

Mesa Lago 1978: 208 221

CTM

IMMS 50 INFONAVIT

1992: 

63

1930 1938

Malloy 1979: 79 82

1937 Di Tella 1991: 89

1945 64

1964 85

1986 1964



26

Malloy 1979: 

119 145

1946 1955

2001: 15



27

1980

f O’Donnell 1997: 287 304

1980 10

IMF 2000



28

1999 1995

1934 40

1930 45 1946 55

1983: 222 223  1986: 146 150

1976 83

1980

1980

1990



29

1990

GDP

1992 GDP

GDP 1990

1900 1913 1950 1973 1992

850 948 876 2,840 10,010
759 794 922 3,669 11,590
625 663 597 853 1,348

979 1,299 2,739 4,422
1,157 1,467 2,085 4,189 5,112
704 839 1,673 3,913 4,637

2,756 3,797 4,987 7,970 7,616

Maddison 1995: 26 27 .



30

1980

g

1993

1980

10

1990



31

GDP

1999/2000

GDP 403 Government of India 2002: S 12

1993 75.9 70.4 1997 14

1999 12

GDP

1959

2002: 438



32

57 70

1999: 199

1997 GDP 2100 h

ILO GDP 1990



33

15.2

1959



34

1997 GDP 2540 GDP

20.8

GDP GDP

CEPAL 1999: 97

ILO GDP 13

ILO 2000 2000

49.3 100

87.6

2001: 

58

IDB

2000: 131

15

World Bank 2001

1940



35

Wilson 1998: 31 32

1949

PLN 1970 1978

IMAS

FODESAF

1997: 373 375 Wilson 1998: 103 104

1980

1980



36

GDP

1990

1990



37

1990

1980

1990

1990

1980

1990

a

2001: 28 31

s GDP

d 1992: 

13 a s

d f

g



38

f

g 1991

h

GDP

2002

1991

 2001

1984 Harold 

L. Wilensky, The Welfare State and Equity: Structural and Ideological Roots of 

Public Expenditure, University of California Press, 1975

1999 NIES

23

2001

Gosta Esping Andersen, The There Worlds 

of Welfare Capitalism, Cambridge: Polity Press, 1990

2000

130

2002

13

1999

50

2000

310

2001

2001

2001



39

1992

399

2002

1995

1992 Ian 

Gough, The Political Economy of the Welfare State, London: Macmillan, 1979  

1992

387

1996

1997 38

2002

1986

1996

1999

Amartya Sen, Inequality Reexamined, Oxford: 

Oxford University Press, 1992

1996

115

1999 40

2002

1993

1996

1996

1998 20

1983

1992

1997



40

2001 12

2002

2002

1986

1999

2001 90

2002

1996

Aspalter, Christian 2001 Conservative Welfare State Systems in East Asia, Westport: 

Praeger Publishers. 

CEPAL 1999 Panorama Social de América Latina 1998, Santiago de Chile: CEPAL.

2000 El desafío de la equidad del género y de los derechos humanos en los albores 

del siglo XXI?, Santiago de Chile: CEPAL.

Di Tella, Torucuato S. 1991 Latin American Politics, Texas: University of Texas 

Press.   

Espin Andersen, Gøsta 1999 Social Foundation of Postindustrial Economies, 

Oxford: Oxford University Press.

 ed. 1996 Welfare States in Transition, London: SAGE Publications.

Ferriol Muruaga, Angela 2000 “Apertura externa, Mercado laboral y política 

social,” en Cuba: Investigación económica, Ano 6 núm.1.

Goodman, Roger and Ito Peng 1996 “The East Asian Welfare States: Peripatetic 

Learning, Adaptive Change, and Nation Building,” in Gosta Espin Andersen 

ed., Welfare States in Transition, London: SAGE.

Gordon R., Sara 1999 “Del universalismo estratifi cado a los programas focalizados: 

Una aproximación a la política social en México,” Martha Schteingart ed., 

Políticas Sociales para los pobres en América Latina, México, D.F.: GURI.

Government of India 2002 Economic Survey 2001 2002, New Delhi: Government 

of India Press.

Grassi, Estela, Susana Hintze y Maia Rosa Neufeld 1994 Políticas sociales y  crisis y 

ajuste estructural, Buenos Aires: Espacio. 



41

Huber, Evelyne 1996 “Options for Social Policy in Latin America: Neoliberal versus 

Social Democratic,” in Espin Andersen ed. 1996 .

 and John D. Stephens 2001 Development and Crisis of the Welfare State, 

Chicago: University of Chicago Press.  

IDB 2000 Social Protection for Equity and Growth, Washington, D. C.: IDB.

ILO 2000 World Labour Report, in http: www.ilo/public/english/protection/socsec

Jones, Cahterine 1990 “Hong Kong, Singapore, South Korea and Taiwan: 

Oikonomic Welfare States,” Government and Opposition, Vol.25, No.4.

Korpi, Walter 1989 “Power, Politics, and State Autonomy in the Development of 

Social Citizenship: Social Rights during Sickness in Eighteen OECD Countries 

since 1930,” American Sociological Review, Vol.54.

Lo Vuolo, Rúben y Alberto C. Barbeito 1993 La Nueva Oscuridad de la Política 

Social, Buenos Aires: CIEPP.

Maddison, Angus 1995 La Economía Mundial 1820 1990, Paris: OECD.

Malloy, James M. 1979 The Politics of Social Security in Brazil, Pittsburgh: 

University of Pittsburgh Press.

Mesa Lago, Carmelo 1978 Social Security in Latin America, Pittsburgh: University 

of Pittsburgh Press.

Midgley, James 1986 “Industrialization and Welfare: The Case of the Four Little 

Tigers,” Social Policy and Administration, Vol.20, No.3.

Pierson, Paul 1994 Dismantling the Welfare State?, Cambridge: The Press Syndicate 

of the University of Cambridge.

O’Donnell, Guillermo 1997 Contrapunto, Buenos Aires: Paidós.

World Bank 2001  World Development Report 2000/2001, Washington, D. C.: World 

Bank.

Wilson, Bruce M. 1998 Costa Rica: Politics, Economics, and Democracy, Boulder: 

Lynne Rinner Publishers.


