1. Read and disseminate the information via a poster to your chosen group

2. [bookmark: _GoBack]Ask your group:

Do you think there should be a welfare state?
What would it look like if you had the power to change it?
Where would you get the money?



Welfare
Welfare is an ambiguous term, used in three main senses:
· Welfare commonly refers to 'well-being'. In welfare economics, welfare is understood in terms of 'utility'; people's well-being or interests consist of the things they choose to have. 
· Welfare also refers to the range of services which are provided to protect people in a number of conditions, including childhood, sickness and old age. The idea of the 'welfare state' is an example. This is equivalent to the term 'social protection' in the European Union. 
· In the United States, welfare refers specifically to financial assistance to poor people (e.g. Temporary Aid to Needy Families). This usage is not generally reflected elsewhere, but it has been adopted by politicians in the UK in recent years.  
Welfare is often associated with needs, but it goes beyond what people need; to achieve well being, people must have choices, and the scope to choose personal goals and ambitions. 
[bookmark: state]The 'welfare state'
The idea of the welfare state means different things in different countries. 
· An ideal model. The "welfare state" often refers to an ideal model of provision, where the state accepts responsibility for the provision of comprehensive and universal welfare for its citizens.
· State welfare. Some commentators use it to mean nothing more than "welfare provided by the state". This is the main use in the USA.
· Social protection. In many "welfare states", notably those in Western Europe and Scandinavia, social protection is not delivered only by the state, but by a combination of government, independent, voluntary, and autonomous public services. The "welfare state" in these countries is then a system of social protection rather than a scheme operated by government.
The most prevalent model in much of Europe is probably the third, strongly identified with the idea of solidarity and mutual aid. (1)  It follows that the entries on the 'welfare state' in the Encyclopaedia Britannica or Wikipedia are misleading; they assume that the welfare state is "a concept of government" and that government pays for welfare.  Neither is necessarily true. 
This section repeats some definitions from another page of this website, which looks at models of welfare provision in several countries. If you would like to read more about the welfare state in an international context, you should go to the page on welfare states. 
[bookmark: Arguments-for-welfare]Arguments for welfare
[image: Arguments for welfare, Rowman and Littlefield 2017]The basic arguments for collective provision are 
· humanitarian. Concerns about poverty and need have been central to many developments. 
· religious. Several of the world's major religions make charity a religious duty. Beyond charity, Catholicism recognises a duty of social solidarity (or mutual social responsibility); Judaism, Islam and Lutheran Christianity require collective responsibility for one's community. 
· mutual self-interest. Many welfare systems have developed, not from state activity, but from a combination of mutualist activities, gradually reinforced by government. 
· democratic. Social protection has developed in tandem with democratic rights. 
· practical. Welfare provision has economic and social benefits. Countries with more extensive systems of social protection tend to be richer and have less poverty. (The main difficulty of evaluating this is knowing which comes first, wealth or welfare.) 
There is scarcely a government in the world that does not recognise the force of these arguments and make some form of collective social provision. The real disputes are not about whether welfare should exist, but about how much provision there should be, and how it should be done.
External link.  Paul Spicker: Arguments for Welfare (sample chapter) 
[bookmark: Arguments-against-welfare]Arguments against welfare 
[image: Reclaiming individualism, Policy Press 2013]
The main objections to the provision of welfare come from the ‘radical right'. They are against welfare in principle, on the basis that it violates people's freedom. Redistribution is theft; taxation is forced labour. (2) These arguments rest on some questionable assumptions: 
· People have absolute rights to use property as they wish. People in a society are interdependent, and the production of property depends on social arrangements. Rights to property are conventional. Liability to taxation is part of the conventions. 
· People do not consent to welfare provision; redistributive arrangements are based in compulsion. This is not necessarily true. Several countries have developed welfare systems, in whole or in part, on a voluntary, mutualist basis - Denmark, Finland and Sweden have moved to compulsion only recently. 
· The rights of the individual are paramount. Property rights are certainly important, but few people would argue that property rights are more important than every other moral value. If one person owns all the food in a region while everybody else is starving, do the others have no moral claim on it? 
The radical right also claim that the welfare state has undesirable effects in practice. Economically, it can be argued that economic development is more important for welfare than social provision. Dollar and Kraay, for the World Bank, have argued that property rights and a market economy are essential for growth and so for the protection of the poor. (3)  It would not follow that welfare is unimportant.  The other main argument is that the welfare state undermines economic performance. This position, reviewed later in the section on the economics of welfare states, is not consistent with the evidence. 
In social terms, the welfare state is accused of fostering dependency and trapping people in poverty. (4) Evidence on the dynamics of poverty shows that poverty and dependency are not long-term, but affect people at different stages in the life cycle; the population of welfare claimants is constantly changing. For most people in developed countries, poverty is transitory. (5) Where poor people are separated and excluded by welfare, this is mainly the product of the kinds of restricted, residual system the radical right has been arguing for.
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