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Abstract

Why has the traditionally generous Swedish welfare state not developed individually
enforceable rights, when the traditionally less generous British welfare state hasg developed
such rights for example in the Citizen's Charter reform 1991? This is the question that is
answered in the thesis. The question is answered through an analysis of the relationship

In order to answer the question, the thesis begins with a clarification of what rights in the
welfare state may entail. It is argued that in order to be meaningful, rights in the welfare state
must have a high degree of enforceability. If rights have this degree of enforceability they
strengthen the individual citizen’s character as a legal subject. Individually enforceable rights
are also connected to the concept of accountability. In the thesis this kind of rights are
perceived as a way of claiming accountability in the welfare state.

individually enforceable rights in the Swedish and the British welfare state. It is argued that
the explanation lies in different normative conceptions of citizenship. These normative
conceptions of citizenship are characterised as either harmony-oriented or conflict-oriented. A
harmony-oriented relation is characterised by the absence of conflicting interests. A conflict-
oriented relation on the other hand is characterised by different parties having different
interests which at least potentially are in conflict. The need for individual rights is more
salient in the latter type of relationship.

This explanation is based on a type of institutional theory in which ideas are regarded as

citizenship consists of ideas about the relationship between citizens and the welfare state, and
these ideas are institutionalised in welfare state institutions.

The empirical analysis consists of three parts. The first analyses the overal] arrangement of
democratic accountability. Secondly, the institutions that deal with rights and accountability

harmony-oriented while the conception of citizenship in the British case is more conflict-
oriented. In the thesis it is argued that these differing conceptions of citizenship explain why
the traditionally generous Swedish welfare state has not developed comprehensive
individually enforceable rights, while the contrary is true in the less generous British welfare
state.

In light of this interpretation, the state traditions of the two countries are compared. The
findings are that the harmony-oriented conception of citizenship is dominant in Sweden, while
the conflict-oriented conception of citizenship is dominant in Britain.
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