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Course description: Welfare states now receive considerable attention in political 
science due to their prominence among state functions, and because of the fiscal and 
demographic pressures they face in an age of globalization. They are the focus of some of 
the most interesting theoretical and empirical debates on the comparative politics of 
industrial societies and in scholarship about Canadian politics. This course examines 
recent trends in Canadian social policy in light of this scholarship, and compares them 
with trends in other affluent democracies.  

The first substantive seminar addresses the legitimacy of the welfare state from 
the perspective of political theory. Section A then reviews leading themes in the 
comparative study of welfare states in industrial societies, with one week devoted to the 
application of this literature to Canada. Section B reviews the case study literature on 
some of the most prominent aspects of Canada’s welfare state.  
 
Format: This is a seminar course; classroom sessions will be devoted to the discussion 
of the readings assigned for that session. Students are expected to complete the readings 
required of them, even when they are not submitting a paper or making an oral 
presentation. 
 
Readings: There are four articles listed under ‘required readings’ for each week of the 
course. All four of these readings are required for graduate students, and must be 
incorporated into submitted essays.  Undergraduate students are required only to read 
three of these readings each week, and to write about those three when preparing a 
paper. (I recommend that undergraduates read the first three readings listed as required, 
but they may choose to do otherwise).  
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Required readings:  There is one textbook:  
 
Keith Banting and John Myles, eds., The Fading of Redistribution (Vancouver: UBC 
Press, 2013).  
 
All other readings are available electronically. Many are from scholarly journals, 
available from UTL. Some others are in books that can also be accessed electronically 
from the UTL system. Cues are provided below about how best to access these. Readings 
not available from UTL will be posted on the course web page. They are identified below 
as electronic readings.  
 
Grading Scheme and Course Requirements: 
 
Pol 439H: 
 4 short essays (4-5 pages each)     75%    
 (each is worth 20%, except your weakest, 

which is worth 15%) 
 
 1 oral presentation                  10%  

 
 Oral participation     15%  
 
Pol 2139H: 

5 short essays (5-6 pages each)     75%    
 (each essay is worth 15%) 
 
 1 oral presentation       10%  

 
 Oral participation     15%  
 
Normally, students will be required to submit their course essays to Turnitin.com for a 
review of textual similarity and detection of possible plagiarism. In doing so, students 
will allow their essays to be included as source documents in the Turnitin.com reference 
database, where they will be used solely for the purpose of detecting plagiarism. The 
terms that apply to the University’s use of the Turnitin.com service are described on the 
turnitin.com web site. If, as a student, you object to using turnitin.com, please see me to 
establish alternative arrangements for submission of your written assignments. 
 
Written and oral assignments: The most important responsibility for students in 
the course is to prepare four 4-5 page (1000-1250 words) (undergraduate) or five 5-6 
page (graduate) (1250-1500 word) papers during each term, based on the assigned 
readings. There is considerable flexibility regarding which topics you write on, but at 
least one paper must be submitted by October 17th to comply with the university’s 
course-drop decline. These essays will be expected to accomplish two tasks: [a] they 
should provide a clear review of the main arguments made by each of the readings 
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assigned for that week; and [b] they should make an argument, by pointing to a major 
issue or theme addressed in the readings, comparing what the different authors have to 
say about this question, and evaluating these different perspectives. Needless to say, 
papers should be written in good Standard English, and with appropriate references to the 
sources used 
 Essays are due in class, at the beginning of the class, on the date when their topic 
will be discussed in the seminar. Because the seminar discussion should serve to clarify 
the readings for all participants, it would not be fair for me to accept papers submitted 
late without significant penalty. Consequently, late papers will be subject to a penalty of 
10% during the first 24 hours after they are due, and of 20% thereafter. The 10% 
penalty will rise to 20% for a second or subsequent one-day-late assignment. Please note 
that all term work must, according to University regulations, be submitted by December 
6th. 
 In conjunction with one of these essays, each student will also make one 10 
minute presentation of their argument, in class. Students will sign up for a presentation 
topic during the second week of the course. Presentations should not simply summarize 
the readings. They should be argumentative, and provide a cogent analysis of a theme 
relevant to the readings. The presenter should assume that other seminar participants are 
familiar with the readings.  
 Finally, students will be graded for participation. Five marks will be assigned 
based on attendance at class. Only documented medical grounds will be accepted as an 
explanation of non-attendance. Students will lose one per cent of their term grade for 
each class missed without evidence of such grounds. (If more than five classes are 
missed, further grades will be deducted). The other ten marks will be based on the quality 
and quantity of each student’s involvement in oral discussions. It is not essential that you 
be talking all the time. But I do expect each student to make an effort to contribute to 
each week’s seminar discussion. In evaluating this participation, I am particularly 
interested in the extent to which the oral contribution shows an accurate understanding of 
the readings, and gives evidence that the student has reflected upon them. Particular 
emphasis will be attached to each student’s contribution during weeks when they are not 
submitting an essay.  
 

Seminar themes and readings: 
 
[1] September 12: Introduction to the Course 
 
[2] September 19: Are welfare states justifiable? If so, how? What should it look like? 
 Milton Friedman, Capitalism and Freedom (Chicago: University of Chicago 
Press, 1962), pp. 161-176, 190-195 [Electronic reading] 
 John Rawls, A Theory of Justice (Cambridge, Mass: Harvard University Press, 
1971), pp. 11-17, 54-80 [Electronic reading] 
  Amartya Sen, Inequality Reexamined (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1995), 
chapter 9 [Electronic resource from UTL: Select ‘Scholars Portal Books’, then ‘chapter 
9’; highlight, cut and paste into Word to keep a copy] 

G.A. Cohen, “Why not Socialism?” in Edward Broadbent, ed., Democratic 
Equality (Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 2001), chapter 4 [Electronic resource 
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from UTL: Select ‘Scholars Portal Books’, then ‘chapter 4’; then ‘export to PDF’ (at the 
bottom of the page); enter pages 85-105, then download and save or print] 
 
Section A: Comparing Welfare States in Industrial Societies: 
 
[3] September 26: In what ways, and how much, do welfare states vary? Why? 

Gøsta Esping-Andersen, “Power and Distributional Regimes,” Politics and 
Society, vol. 14, no. 2 (1985), 223-256 [on-line; use Scholars Portal] 
  Margarita Estevez-Abe, Torben Iversen and David Soskice, “Social Protection 
and the Formation of Skills: A Reinterpretation of the Welfare State”, in Peter Hall and 
Soskice, eds., Varieties of Capitalism (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2001), 145-183 
[Electronic resource from UTL: select ‘Scholars Portal Books’, then ‘chapter 4’; 
highlight, cut and paste into Word to keep a copy] 

Paul Pierson, “The New Politics of the Welfare State,” World Politics, vol. 48, no. 
2, pp. 143-179 [on-line; use JSTOR] 
 David Rueda, “Insider-Outsider Politics in Industrialized Democracies: The 
Challenge to Social Democratic Parties,” American Political Science Review, vol. 99, no. 
1 (2005), 61-74 [on-line; use Scholars Portal] 
  
[4] October 3: Canada: A liberal welfare state? What is changing? 

Rodney Haddow, “How Can Comparative Political Economy Explain Variable 
Change? Lessons For, and From, Canada,” in R. Simeon, et al., The Comparative Turn in 
Canadian Political Science. (Vancouver: UBC Press, 2008), 221-237 [Electronic 
reading] 

Keith Banting and John Myles, “Introduction: The Fading of Redistributive 
Politics”, in Banting and Myles, eds., The Fading of Redistribution (Vancouver: UBC 
Press, 2013), chapter 1. 

Jane Jenson, “Historical Transformations of Canada’s Social Architecture”, in 
Banting and Myles, eds., The Fading of Redistribution (Vancouver: UBC Press, 2013), 
chapter 2. 

Alain Noel, “Quebec’s New Politics of Redistribution”, in Banting and Myles, 
eds., The Fading of Redistribution (Vancouver: UBC Press, 2013), chapter 9. 
 
[5] October 10: Gender and the Welfare State: How are gender relations shaped by, 
and how do they shape, welfare states? 

Ann Orloff, “Gender and the Social Rights of Citizenship,” American 
Sociological Review, vol. 58, no. 3 (1993), pp. 303-328 [on-line; use JSTOR] 

Catherine Bolzendahl, “Directions of Decommodification: Gender and Generosity 
in 12 OECD Nations, 1980-2000”, European Sociological Review, vol. 26, no. 2 (2010), 
125-141 [on-line; use Oxford Journals] 

Evelyne Huber, John Stephens, David Bradley, Stephen Moller and Francois 
Nielsen, “The politics of women’s economic independence,” Social Politics, vol. 16, no. 
1 (2009), 1-39 [on-line; use Scholars Portal] 

Torben Iversen, and Frances Rosenbluth, “The Political Economy of Gender,” 
American Journal of Political Science, ol. 50, no. 1 (2006), pp. 1-19 [on-line; use 
Scholars Portal] 
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[6] October 17: Poverty and Social Mobility: What Variations Exist among Countries? 
Why?  

Lyle Scruggs and James Allan, “The Material Consequences of Welfare States: 
Benefit Generosity and Absolute Poverty in 16 OECD Countries,” Comparative Political 
Studies, vol. 39, no. 7 (2006), 880-904 [On-line; use Scholars Portal] 

Olof Backman, “Institutions, Structures and Poverty – A Comparative Study of 16 
Countries, 1980-2000,” European Sociological Review, vol. 25, no. 2 (2009), 251-264 
[On-line; use Scholars Portal]  

David Brady, Andrew Fullerton, and Jennifer Cross, “Putting Poverty in Political 
Context: A Multi-Level Analysis of Adult Poverty across 18 Affluent Democracies,” 
Social Forces, vol. 88, no. 1 (2009), 271-299 [On-line; use Project Muse] 

Miles Corak, “Income Inequality, Equality of Opportunity, and Intergenerational 
Mobility”, IZA Discussion Paper no. 7520, July 2013 [Electronic Reading] 
 
[7] October 24: Globalization: Is it Causing Welfare States to Decline, Converge?  

David Brady, et al., “Economic Globalization and the Welfare State in Affluent 
Democracies, 1975-2001,” American Sociological Review, vol. 70 (2005), no. 6, 921-948 
[on-line; use JSTOR] 

Carsten Jensen, “Conditional Contraction: Globalization and Capitalist Systems,” 
European Journal of Political Research, vol. 50, no. 2 (2011), 143-167 [on-line; use 
Scholars Portal] 

Schmitt, Carina and Peter Starke, “Explaining Convergence of OECD Welfare 
States: A Conditional Approach”, Journal of European Social Policy, vol. 21, no. 2 
(2011), 120-135 [on-line; use Scholars Portal] 

Marius Busemeyer, “From Myth to Reality: Globalization and Public Spending in 
OECD Countries Revisited,” European Journal of Political Research, vol. 48, no. 4 
(2009), 455-482 [on-line; use Scholars Portal] 
 
 [8] October 31: Multiculturalism and Immigration: Does ethno-cultural diversity 
undermine support for the welfare state?  

Steffen Mau and Christoph Burkhardt, “Migration and welfare state solidarity in 
Western Europe,” Journal of European Social Policy, vol. 19, no. 3 (2009), 213-229 [on-
line; use Scholars Portal] 

Brian Burgoon, Ferry Koster and Marcel van Egmond, “Support for 
Redistribution and the Paradox of Immigration”, Journal of European Social Policy, vol. 
22, no. 3 (2012), 288-304 [on-line; use Scholars Portal] 

Keith Banting, Stuart Soroka and Edward Koning, “Ethnic Diversity and 
Solidarity: Support for Redistribution in a Multicultural Welfare State”, in Banting and 
Myles, eds., The Fading of Redistribution (Vancouver: UBC Press, 2013), chapter 8. 

Markus Crepaz, and Regan Damron, “Constructing tolerance: How the welfare 
state shapes attitudes about immigration,” Comparative Political Studies, vol. 42, no. 3 
(2009), 437-463 [on-line; use Scholars Portal]  
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Section B: Canadian Social Policy and Politics 
 
[9] November 7: What societal influences have shaped the Canadian welfare state? 
How have these changed in recent years and with what consequences? 
 Richard Johnston, “The Party System, Elections and Social Policy” in Banting 
and Myles, eds., The Fading of Redistribution (Vancouver: UBC Press, 2013), chapter 4. 
 William Coleman, “Business, Labour and Redistributive Politics”, in Banting and 
Myles, eds., The Fading of Redistribution (Vancouver: UBC Press, 2013), chapter 5. 
 Robert Andersen and Josh Curtis, “Public Opinion on Social Spending in Canada, 
1980-2005”, in Banting and Myles, eds., The Fading of Redistribution (Vancouver: UBC 
Press, 2013), chapter 7. 
 Susan Phillips, “Restructuring Civil Society in Canada; Muting the Politics of 
Redistribution”, in Banting and Myles, eds., The Fading of Redistribution (Vancouver: 
UBC Press, 2013), chapter 6. 
 
[10] November 14: Is Canada’s welfare state now less successful than in the past in 
achieving equality? What has changed in public policy and in the global and national 
economy to affect its performance in this regard? 

David Green and James Townsend, “Drivers of Increasing Market Income 
Inequality: Structural Change and Policy”, in Banting and Myles, eds., The Fading of 
Redistribution (Vancouver: UBC Press, 2013), chapter 3. 

Robin Boadway and Katherine Cuff, “The Recent Evolution of Redistribution in 
Canada”, in Banting and Myles, eds., The Fading of Redistribution (Vancouver: UBC 
Press, 2013), chapter 12. 

Rodney Haddow, “Labour Market Income Transfers and Redistribution in 
Canada”, in Banting and Myles, eds., The Fading of Redistribution (Vancouver: UBC 
Press, 2013), chapter 13.  

Kneebone, Ronald and Katherine White, “Fiscal Retrenchment and Social 
Assistance in Canada,” Canadian Public Policy, vol. 35, no. 1 (2009), 21-40 [on-line; use 
JSTOR] 
 
[11] November 21: Health Insurance and Public Pensions: What broad design 
emerged in Canada in these areas during the post-war years? How has it changed 
recently? Why? 

Antonia Maioni, Parting at the Crossroads: the Emergence of Health Insurance 
in the United States and Canada (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1998), pp. 3-13, 
153-178 [Electronic reading] 

Carolyn Tuohy, “Health Care Policy after Universality: Canada in Comparative 
Perspective”, in Banting and Myles, eds., The Fading of Redistribution (Vancouver: UBC 
Press, 2013), chapter 15.  

John Myles, “Path Dependency and Income Security for Seniors in Canada”, in 
Banting and Myles, eds., The Fading of Redistribution (Vancouver: UBC Press, 2013), 
chapter 16.  

Ken Battle, “Sustaining public pensions in Canada,” in N. Takayama, ed., Taste of 
Pie (Tokyo: Maruzen, 2003), pp. 37-49, 67-86 [Electronic reading]  
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[12] November 28: Child Care: What Explains the Relative Underdevelopment of this 
Service in Canada? What Variations Exist?  

Jenson, Jane, et al., “No Minor Matter: The Political Economy of Childcare in 
Canada,” in W. Clement and L. Vosko, eds., Changing Canada (Montreal: McGill-
Queen’s University Press, 2003), 135-160 [Electronic resource from UTL: Select 
‘Scholars Portal’ link, then ‘Connect to resource’, then ‘read this book’ tab, then ‘export 
to PDF’ (at bottom of page); enter pages 167-192, then download and save PDF file] 
 Rodney Haddow, “Child Care and & Early Learning: Can the Residual Mould be 
Broken?” Draft book chapter [Electronic reading] 

Rianne Mahon, et al. “Convergent Care Regimes? Childcare Arrangements in 
Australia, Canada, Finland and Sweden”, Journal of European Social Policy, vol. 22, no. 
4 (2012), 419-431 [on-line; use Scholars Portal] 

Rianne Mahon, “Childcare, New Social Risks and the New Politics of 
Redistribution in Ontario”, in Banting and Myles, eds., The Fading of Redistribution 
(Vancouver: UBC Press, 2013), chapter 14. 

 


