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Study on the development of welfare pluralism
——Based on paradigm perspective

DING Xuena, LI Fengqin
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Abstract: Welfare pluralism provides an effective analysis framework for the complex welfare supply phenomenon,
accordingly, the development of the analysis framework benefits from the further welfare reform in western counties.
After the cognition of welfare reform from the single horizontal dimension—the expanding of welfare provider, more
complex reality of social welfare provision needs more sophisticated approaches to get clear, therefore, the vertical
development of the analysis framework becomes necessary. Generally speaking, the vertical progress of welfare
pluralism comes true though the dimension introduction of provision, finance, regulation and/or decision. Although
scholars have not achieved consensus on the dimension choice of regulation or decision, there is no doubt, that the
emergence of new dimension is already a symbol of advance and the dissent and its corresponding discussions would
all push forward the further development and maturation of welfare pluralism as a paradigm.
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