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	Prof Michael Hill

	Title
	The Arguments for Doing Comparative Studies

	Abstract
	This talk will explore the case for comparative studies by evaluating arguments for and against this approach. It will suggest the there is a need to be careful about any simple rationale for comparative work as 'lesson drawing'. Often those lessons are negative and often the best case to be made for this work is that we learn to understand our own systems better by thinking about them in terms of the way they compare with others. It will argue that the comparative modelling, as in regime theory, can be useful in giving shape to comparisons but it can develop into a rather meaningless academic game of arguments about competing models if it is not seen as
aiming to assist explanation. It will suggest some ways forward for comparative work in the future.

	Prof Catherine Jones Finer

	Title
	Imbibing the British Way of Social Policy?

	Abstract
	Notions of social policy tend to be normative and hence culturally specific. Social policy as a focus for academic study is itself a western invention. Contemporary ideas about what ought and ought not to be the proper objectives of social policy remain divided within the developed world, notably between East and West; at least at the level of the stereotypical views each holds about the other.

There have been periodic shifts in the balances of interest between East and West, over the past half century.  Up until the end of the 1960s, western norms- however much they might be disparaged morally – were accepted in the East as prerequisites for modernity. By the 1970s, however, the vision of western welfare states-in-crisis had convinced many in the East of the correctness of their original belief that western systems were fatally flawed. By the latter 1980s, furthermore, there was growing western respect for – and envy of - the ‘productivist’ performances of leading East Asian economies. The Asian Financial crisis has since dented this respect, but not demolished it altogether.

Meanwhile, the traffic in graduate students from East to West (Britain) took off from the 1970s, as the ‘little tigers’ entered into developed rather than developing status. British universities were reputed rich in expertise on Social policy & Administration; yet the British welfare state was itself in trouble. Moreover the tutors first assigned to these new sorts of overseas graduate student were themselves mostly uninformed about the places from which they came. 

A cumulative process of familiarisation has since been going on, to the extent some of the original university destinations have been able to build on cumulative quantities of experience. Nevertheless the issues potentially distancing East Asian students from British university supervisors remain more substantial than mere questions of language. 

Prospects and possibilities for the future range from better-attuned facilities for the tuition and supervision of East Asian students in British universities; the establishment of an authentically East Asian body of literature on comparative social policy, perhaps in apposition to that emanating from the West; and, not before time, the beginnings of a serious traffic in graduate students from West to East.

	Prof Yeon Myung Kim

	Title
	

	Abstract
	

	Prof Yeun-wen Ku

	Title
	Welfare Development in East Asia: Studies and Findings

	Abstract
	Affluent publications on East Asian welfare systems have occurred in the past decade, regarded by international community of social welfare as an important field of comparative social policy. However, those studies seem quite diversified in their research purposes and approaches. This paper would like to have an overview on the major findings we have reached in the past and therefore to propose what we may do in the future. Briefly there are three groups of studies on East Asian welfare. The first group based on case experiences, talking about social policy issues and debates in single countries and providing much more detailed understanding of welfare in national context. The second group almost follows Gosta Esping-Andersen’s concept of welfare regimes, to see whether East Asia as a particular regime differing from social democracy, conservative and liberal, no matter based on conceptual construction or empirical analysis. The answer so far is disputed on whether there is a single welfare model in East Asian economies, especially if we look at East Asian welfare in development. The following question concerns with, and therefore the third group, determining factors behind welfare development in this region, linking to interweaving structural forces of capitalism (and globalization), democratization (and social movement), and welfare systems. 

	Prof Ka-ho Mok

	Title
	Withering the State? Globalization Challenges and Changing Education Governance in East Asia

	Abstract
	Globalization is a central concept in this paper but it is important to note that 'globalization' is a highly contested term. Some scholars believe one could obtain a better understanding of contemporary society only when we analyzed the impact of globalization processes; while others reject such a thesis by criticizing the overstatement of global impacts on social, economic, cultural and political developments. Despite the disagreements and diverse interpretations of globalization impacts on contemporary society, no one can deny that there has been a growing literature in globalization discourse while many others have examined how globalization processes have affected public policy formulation and modern governance. This paper sets out in this wider public policy context to examine changing education governance in East Asia, with particular reference to examine how and what strategies that governments of Hong Kong, Taiwan, Singapore and South Korea have adopted in reforming their higher education systems in response to the globalization challenges. The major findings of this paper reflect that modern states in East Asia, despite being affected by globalization forces, can still maintain a certain level of autonomy in higher education governance. The East Asian tiger states may tactically make use of the globalization discourse to justify their local reform agendas or legitimate their inaction in other instances. State capacity may not necessarily be weakened but the roles of the state have changes, reconfigured and reconstituted in coping with globalization challenges.

	Prof Shogo Takegawa

	Title
	The Three Worlds of Welfare Capitalism:
International Situation as a Factor of Welfare State Building

	Abstract
	In the field of welfare state studies in East Asia, Orientalist approach is dominant and Esping-Andersen's regime theory has a strong influence as well.  Accordingly not a few people think that Japan and Korea belong to the same welfare state regime.  However, they are dissimilar in the history and social structures.  For example, the family and kinship structures, economic organizations and political systems are considerably different in the two countries.  Moreover, their social policy orientations were opposite in the 1990s.  Although Japan adopted a retrenchment policy then, Korea adopted an expansion policy because the Korean Welfare State took off at that time.  Orientalist approach should come to an end.

Another implication of the formation of Korean welfare state is that it made clear that international situation is an important factor for welfare state building.  The convergence theory put emphasis on the economic development, the demographic structure and the age of the social security scheme.  Recent path dependent theory has regarded the each country's social structure and history as important.  However, they are common in emphasizing the domestic factors.  On the contrary, East Asian experiences showed that the dates of the takeoff of the welfare state and the international context at that time were decisive for the subsequent welfare state building.

It is said that European welfare states were the product of 'Embedded Liberalism'.  Japanese welfare state was born in the worldwide stagflation of the 1970s.  So Japan experienced the formation and the crisis of the welfare state at the same time and it characterized the present system of welfare.  Korean welfare state emerged in the age of global capitalism.  As a result, it was shaped by the co-occurrence of Welfare and Workfare.  In a sense，the Korean Welfare State Controversy stems from such fact.  International circumstances that each welfare state confronted characterized the three worlds of welfare capitalism, that is, Europe, Japan and Korea.

	Prof Peter Taylor-Gooby

	Title
	Approaches to Comparative Social Policy: Ideas and Discourse

	Abstract
	Comparative social policy can be approached from a number of directions, depending on how social policy and welfare states are understood and how comparisons are to be made.  Different approaches stress disciplinary perspectives (interpreting welfare in economic, political science, sociological or historical/developmental terms) or functionalist or actor frame of reference approaches.  More recently there have been attempts to combine approaches in more holistic regime or family of nations typologies.  This paper suggests that a key distinction is whether the main concern is to analyse how welfare states have developed in the past or with how they are likely to develop in the future.  It stresses the value of considering the ideas and discourse of policy actors in analysis.


