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A survey of economic studies in welfare stigma

ZE FH f —T
Kenichi Kurita

£33

EERED & O R AR OZEE L, Hizh bMOHSHEEADL S ADKHIZH SN TWE 00
Lo AEEZE S, ZO0XI 2D 2EAPCEMIG L TRE SN2 ADKHOZ L2 AT 4 7
< LR, EVEEEONIRTIE, ZBEHET AT 4 72T 2ERO—2 L LTIELF
ZONTW5, AT 4 7 IZIERIEZG 23 2 IEOR)E & IEROZEHE C b LENEHZE N
EWSEDRYD %, FIZ, TFETIHERMERICET 2P BRI TED, ZhoD%HLIn
AT 4 7Y OEEWEEREBL TS, AETIE, EHEEDORT 4 7'~ OB 21T > 1o RFEHIC
BREEN L DD, AT 4/~ BT 2EmFROTR LRE, L TSRO E2TRT,

Abstract

The individuals which take-up welfare benefit have mental burden as if to be marked negatively
by others. It is called “social stigma” that a mark or image of disgrace associated with a specific
character, type and quality regarding to some individuals or groups. In the context of welfare,
stigma is one of the most important factor, which limits the incentive of take-up welfare benefit.
From the social view, welfare stigma has both positive and negative effects, the former is the
effect of limiting welfare fraud and the latter is the effect of damaging even the needy mentally.
Recently, studies about low take-up rate focusing stigma have gained lots of attention. In this
paper, we review previous studies related public policy and stigma focusing on theoretical

research.
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