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Here I put in the main concepts/frameworks of the class that could be used to tie in with . Everything else are: historical documents (e.g, speeches), historical summaries, or current discussions in social policy (e.g., health care, social security)
	Theoretical Concepts/

Frameworks
	Brief Summary
	References

	Exceptionalism
	This term in general refers to the perception that the U.S. is qualitative different (and many Americans perceive it as superior) than other developed nations.
For this class, though, exceptionalism focused on  how the U.S. took a unique approach to welfare development, and how it’s perceived to have been “lagging” in this area; that it’s different from the approach that European countries, for example, took in developing their welfare state. In particular, that there’s less of a class coalition.
The term was coined by Frenchman, Alexis de Tocqueville, in Democracy in America. Tocqueville identified five values important in the U.S.: (1) liberty (2) egalitarianism, (3) individualism, (4)populism and (5) laissez-faire. 

[The introduction of Theda Skocpol Protecting Mothers and Soldiers talks about how the U.S. was different in its development of social welfare, but not that it was “exceptional”, or “lagging”].
	Gosta Esping-Anderson, The Three Worlds of Welfare Capitalism Chapters 1 and 2
Esping-Anderson’s argues that the history of political class coalitions is the most decisive cause of welfare-state regimes variations across countries. Describes briefly the systems or structuralist theory (focuses on the laws of motion of systems, focuses on similarities in cross-national comparisons; vs. the institutional approach). His focus instead is on class-mobilization: emphasizes the social classes as main agents of change; that class power determines distributional outcomes. The worker has been historically seen as a commodity—therefore, can be replaced, subject to competition and with that, labor gets cheaper. Also talks about de-commodification:  when a service is rendered as a matter of right, and when a person can maintain a livelihood without reliance on the market.

He identifies three different types of regimes, based on the different arrangements b/w the state and the market, and the family:

1) liberal—means-tested assistance, modest universal transfers, or modest social insurance (U.S., Canada, Australia)

and 

2) conservative--Not as much of a focus on market efficiency or commodification; preserved status differentials, not very redistributive (e.g., Austria, France, Germany, Italy) 

3)social democratic—equality of the highest standards, not based on minimal needs; universalism and de-commodification of social rights.
T.H. Marshall Citizenship and Social Class, pages 1-51
This comes from lectures Marshall, a professor, gave in Cambridge, England, in the late 1940’s about citizenship [in England]– describing citizenship as made up of three parts: civil, political, and social rights which were developed in that order b/w the 18th-20th century; and that rights are tied to social class. 

Beveridge Reports 

These are considered the basis for the welfare state (i.e., social insurance) in Britain after WWII, particularly the National Health Service (the publicly funded health system in the country).

	American Liberalism
	This is the concept that in the U.S. individual rights are protected as there is a fear and opposition to a centralized bureaucracy (government) from restricting those individual rights. 


	John Locke Second Treatise on Government, Chapters 2, 5, 9-14; 

He was an English philosopher associated with American liberalism, particularly with the concept of freedom of owning property, and that government should only exist with the consent of the people, are thought to be deeply influenced by him. These chapters describe: the state of nature (before there was government), private property—and how this creates a need for a creation for government and the state of nature ends,  and what constitutes a legitimate government. Also: See the influence of Locke in the Declaration of Independence http://www.ushistory.org
Federalist Papers, 10, 45, 51, and 78.
The federalist papers were published in newspapers in New York to argue for the ratification of the Constitution. At the time, many people were against approving the Constitution because they thought it gave the government too much power; so the Federalist papers were trying to convince people that there would be protections for individual rights.

Paper #10—argues for a larger republic (vs. several smaller republics such as states) to protect against factions (similar concept as special interests)

Paper #45(this one argues that a strong government is needed to sustain the union, but that the power of the central (federal) government will be limited, and mainly used at time of war. To appease those in fear of a strong central government, it stresses that state governments will be able to act as a form of checks and balances in terms of assuring that the federal government doesn’t have too much power.
Paper #51(this one advocates for separations of power in the national government (in branches)–related to the concept of Federalism.

Paper #78—this one describes the role of the judiciary branch, as a way to create checks and balances.
Other References

Richard Hofstadter, The American Political Tradition, Introduction, Chapter 1; Mary Ann Glendon, Rights Talk, Chapter 1.

	Federalism
	In the U.S., this is the division of power between a central (federal) government and smaller (state) governments. The federal government has power over some issues, and the state governments over others. In the U.S., there is some tension between the federal and state governments, and the tendency, particularly in the last decades has been to limit the power of the federal government and increase that of the states.

	See the Federalist papers above.

	The deserving poor and those that are not
	In matters of social welfare and assistance from the state, the English and U.S. societies tend to distinguish who is “innocently” poor [it’s not their fault] and therefore, deserve to be helped, and those that are poor and don’t deserve to be helped [they could help themselves and/or it’s their fault that they are poor].
	Elizabethan Poor Laws (available at http://dspace.dial.pipex.com/town/terrace/adw03/peel/poorlaw/plaa.htm); 

These laws were passed in England in the early 1600’s after the feudal system began to end, and the number of poor people began to move to the cities and “pauperism” grew. The laws defined who was poor and the services they could receive, and that if the family and the parishes couldn’t help the poor, then the state should. However, each township was responsible for its poor. They also are intended to regulate begging, and the traveling of the poor, and are thought to have influenced the development of the social welfare state in Great Britain, and some social policies in the U.S. 

The poor were classified as three types:

1) Those who were willing to work but had no work to do (able-bodied deserving poor)

2) Those who could not work, the young, the ill, the aged. 

(impotent deserving poor).
3) Those who were able to work but were not willing to. 

(beggars, only slightly better than criminals).

**Notion of who deserves state assistance and who does not**
Deborah Stone, The Disabled State, Chapter 2.  “The Origins of the Disability Category”.

This chapter traces back the development of the disability category in the context social welfare benefits—since the disabled are considered to be “worthy” of social benefits, since they are innocent. It starts with the English Poor Laws, and ends with the discussions of the disability category within Social Security (1960’s).


	Polity-centered approach. 


	This is a method for analyzing the development of social policy in the U.S. In this approach, the polity is the main focus, although political activities (by politicians or special interest groups) within institutions are also incorporated; and initiatives and other policies lead to other changes in a circular manner (e.g., a resulting policy may also later impact politics).


	Theda Skocpol. Protecting Mothers and Soldiers, Introduction, Chapters 2, 5, 9

These readings are key for understanding the “polity-centered approach” and how it can be used for examining the development of social policy from a political perspective. 

Introduction(Talks a little in the introduction about how the U.S. development of social welfare was different from European countries’ –not because it was exceptional/better [exceptionalism] or that it was slower in developing a welfare state, but that it did it differently. Instead of becoming a paternalistic welfare state (where the focus is on industrial workers) but focused on becoming a maternalist welfare state “with female-dominated public agencies implementing regulations and benefits for the good of women and their children”.  At the end of the Intro she describes the polity-centered approach.

The intro is good because it’s a summary of the whole book. Chapters 2, 5, 9 go into more detail—the main topics being:

Chapter 2—Talks about the benefits awarded to the Civil War veterans, and how these benefits (and the corruption associated with it) influenced welfare development in the U.S.

Chapter 5—Focuses on late 1800’s and early 1900’s and why during this time the U.S. did not implement social welfare benefits for working men and for the elderly (pensions).

Chapter 9—Talks about the influence of women’s organizations (made up of white middle-class women) and their influence in the creation of the U.S. welfare state.
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