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I - A THEORETICAL BACKGROUND

I.1 – The intrinsic complexity of welfare states



I.2 – A multiplicity of  
configurations



I.3 - How do complex systems cohere?  The 

complementarity hypothesis. 



A useful concept in many field of  social sciences



Figure 3 – The 

long run 

coevolution of  

solidarity, ideas, 

economy and 

welfare

II.1 – A progressive building of  welfare States: 
the Nordic example

Source: Susanna 
Fellman, Reino and 

Ritta Hjerppe
(2009)

II – MORE THAN A CENTURY LONG

HISTORY: WHAT LESSONS?



II.2 – Timings and configurations are 
specific to each society



Figure 4: Factors influencing welfare state development

Source: Susanna Fellman, Reino Hjerppe and RittaHjerppe (2009)



II.3 – Taxes, social contributions and types of  
welfare: a first complementarity.



II.4 – Labor institutions and welfare: a second 
complementarity



Figure 6 – The core complementarity between welfare and 

innovation: the Nordic configuration

II.5 – The production and innovation system 
has to sustain welfare



II.6 – The theoretical foundations of  a universal 
welfare led regime. 

Figure 7 – The ideal type for a welfare capitalism



III – EMERGING WELFARE STATES: 

WHAT CAN WE SAY?

III.1 – Conditional cash transfers as 
organizing a complementarity between 
redistribution, education and health

III.2 – Indexing wage and social benefits to

productivity in Brazil: creating a

virtuous circle





III.3 – Reducing poverty and fostering 
domestic demand: another joint impact



III.4 – Brazil: an emerging discrepancy 
between production and welfare



III.5 – China: fast 
structural 

transformation, 
urgent need for a 
modicum welfare



III.6 – China:  from the failure of  privatization 
of  welfare to a new strategy



CONCLUSION.

C1 – Any welfare state organizes the 

articulation between society, economy 

and polity as embedded into a set of  

institutions and organizations.

C2 – The viability of  any welfare state is up to 

its complementarity between a 

production and innovation system. 



C3 - Political history matters since social 

pacts may or may not be easy to 

negotiate given the heterogeneity of  

conflicting interests.

C4 – In spite of  the Euro zone crisis,, a 

welfare- led competitiveness is still 

possible, however difficult the 

negotiation of  the required social pacts 

might be.



C5 - Social security is clearly on top of  the agenda 

of  many Asian countries and not only China.

C6 – Brazil has explored more fully than other Latin 

American countries the complementarity 

between a redistribution of  income towards 

the poorer fraction of  the population and the 

reliance upon domestic market growth.

C7 –History never repeats itself. Actually, the South 

cannot follow the same precise strategies that 

benefited so much to the North.



Thank you for your 

attention
Robert BOYER

INSTITUTE OF THE AMERICAS

60, Boulevard du Lycée 92170 VANVES, France

e-mail : robert.boyer@ens.fr

web site : http://robertboyer.org

http://www.jourdan.ens.fr/~boyer/

http://robertboyer.org/
http://www.jourdan.ens.fr/~boyer/

