
  Tutorials in· 
  Public Policy·

  Tutorial 6· 

https://www.leparisien.fr/video/greve-de-1995-les-3-semaines-qui-ont-marque-la-france-02-12-2019-8208114.php


Before we start: presentation delivery instructions

Your presentations are due Sunday 27 November at 8pm

● Record your presentation after Tutorial 7 (N.B. I need to 
hear your talk and see your slides; there is no obligation 
to film yourselves delivering the presentation)

● Save your presentation as a MOV or MP4 file, and keep 
its file size under 250MB (use Handbrake if needed)

● Upload it to the ‘Student presentations’ folder on Google 
Drive (create a subfolder with your group number, e.g. 
‘Group 4.2’, and upload it there)

https://handbrake.fr/


● Tutorial 7 (next week) will offer some final advice on how 
to deliver your presentations

→ see also the second half of all tutorial slides so far

● Tutorial 8 (in two weeks) will be a ‘presentation viva’ 
session: your group will only have to attend at a given 
time (to be confirmed next week), in order to discuss the 
presentation with me for 10–15’

At the end of your viva, you will also be asked to provide 
some feedback on how the tutorials went for you

Final tutorials schedule



1. List the methodological and theoretical elements of the 
reading that might be useful to know for the final exam

N.B. The reading for this week, as well as the previous 
ones not covered by the midterm exam (Readings 4–6), 
will be on your final exam

2. Summarise the reading in a single paragraph, using its 
main concept in your summary

Your final exam will be primarily composed of questions 
requiring such ‘one or two paragraphs’ answers

Exam-related advice



What politicization does to policy-making

Gerber and Patashnik 2010

https://doi.org/10.2202/1540-8884.1353


What politicization does to policy-making

Gerber and Patashnik 2010

https://doi.org/10.2202/1540-8884.1353


● Midterm and final exam questions usually revolve 
around concepts, models and theories

● In your answers, always include

1. A definition of the concept under discussion, citing 
the author(s) who submitted it

2. A critical view of the concept: its history, its strengths 
(usefulness), and its weaknesses (shortcomings)

3. An example of its application, often taken from the 
course (lecture or tutorials readings)

Exam-related advice



https://assurance-maladie.ameli.fr/qui-sommes-nous/organisation/securite-sociale/securite-sociale


https://youtu.be/EMQ3fNyMxBE


 why reform·

 who receives what· who pays·

https://youtu.be/EMQ3fNyMxBE


● Comparing welfare states

cf. concepts and typologies

● Welfare reform trajectories

cf. sequences, convergence

● Paradigms as explanations

cf. Hall’s 1/2/3-order changes

● Role of politics

cf. left/right-wing parties

This week’s case study (welfare state reform)

https://oxford.universitypressscholarship.com/view/10.1093/0198297564.001.0001/acprof-9780198297567
https://oxford.universitypressscholarship.com/view/10.1093/0198297564.001.0001/acprof-9780198297567


Esping-Andersen’s welfare state typology



Welfare state crisis/reforms pre-2008



Welfare state crisis/reforms post-2008



Palier and Hay’s welfare reform paradigms



Palier and Hay’s welfare reform paradigms



  10’ break  

https://uk.reuters.com/article/uk-britain-economy-budget-welfare/uks-poorer-families-face-cuts-as-osborne-reshapes-welfare-state-idUKKCN0PI1HH20150709


● Who were the major players involved your policy topic? 
Who participated in the debate over the topic?

(institutions, decisionmakers, experts, stakeholders)

● What were the major issues of controversy/negotiation 
in the debates that occurred?

(consensus/dissensus, problems/solutions)

● What role did politics play in the policy process?

(politicization, partisanship, value conflicts)

Example questions to answer in your presentation



● What are the similarities and differences among the 
political structures (institutions and laws) among the 
countries discussed?

● Can you identify political institutions that seem similar 
on the surface across countries, but actually behave 
quite differently (e.g., legislatures, courts)?

How are they different? Why?

● Are there cultural differences that might be important in 
understanding the behavior of these institutions?

Questions to answer if you are comparing cases



● How did stakeholders invoke specific frames in their 
political advocacy? What tactics did they use?

● How did they try to ensure that their framing became the 
dominant approach to solving the social/policy problem 
under examination?

(i.e. how was issue dominance achieved)

● What made a particular frame more or less successful in 
the policy debate on your topic? (conditions of success)

Note — The questions asked on the last three slides come 
from a public policy syllabus by Shobita Parthasarathy

Questions to answer if you are analyzing frames

https://fordschool.umich.edu/sites/default/files/fall_2016_510_syllabus_1.pdf


● Which theories of the policy process might explain what 
you observed by researching your case study? (analytical 
characterization)

● How do those theories ‘compete’ with each other? How 
do they contradict each other?
(delineation of rival hypotheses)

● Which theory provides the most convincing explanation 
for your case study, and why? (empirical validation)

e.g. you observed policy imitation: was it an instance of 
policy transfer, convergence or diffusion?

Questions to answer from a theoretical standpoint



Reminder: use handbooks



  See you·next week· 

https://www.francetvinfo.fr/economie/transports/gilets-jaunes/les-mesures-gilets-jaunes-sont-elles-vraiment-financees-par-la-securite-sociale-sans-compensation-de-l-etat_3688381.html

