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The academic focus of this Unit is the study of social welfare and social work provision through a comparative approach with other European States. 
Through a range of lectures, group work activity and presentation, visiting speakers and supported and individual self-directed learning we will examine the institutions, frameworks and policies which are central to the delivery of welfare provision in Europe.
The unit seeks to address a range of questions including:

· Are there ‘shared’ frameworks of social welfare provision which help us in understand welfare and social work provision in European states?

· What factors are likely to help the continuing development of the welfare state and what factors are likely to hinder any development? 
· How are poverty and social exclusion addressed in Europe?
· What is the meaning of citizenship in a modern society? To what extent does citizenship define rights and entitlements to welfare state benefits and services?
· Does social policy matter for the future development of social work in England, the UK and in the rest of the European Union?

Unit Team:

John McCavish (jmccavish@lincoln.ac.uk) Tel: 01522 837036 

(Module Co-ordinator)
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Aim

To critically examine and compare aspects of welfare provision within Europe.
Objectives: 
To enable the student to examine:

· the development of social welfare in Europe;

· the importance of welfare within social policy in Europe;

· the relationship of welfare provision and professional practice in Europe;

· issues of discrimination and oppression in Europe.

Learning Outcomes: 
At the end of this unit the student should be able to:

· demonstrate a broad understanding of social welfare in at least one other European country;

· demonstrate an understanding of the place of welfare in social policy in at least one other European country;

· demonstrate a critical understanding of key issues of discrimination and oppression in at least one other European country;

· demonstrate a critical understanding of an area of interest to professional practice in the context of policies operating in at least one other European country.

· demonstrate your understanding of issues of power and oppression in comparing ideas of solidarity and social inclusion

Outline Syllabus 

The programme examines the changing shape of welfare provision in response to social issues, demographic changes and continuing prevalence of ‘social problems’. Working from a comprehensive foundation of current developments in welfare in England and other European countries, you will develop an understanding of analytical frameworks, which focus on the often problematic nature of comparison.
There will be a focus on the concept of citizenship and highlight to the potential link to social exclusion particularly within the European Union. The idea of “Fortress Europe” will be examined in relation to contemporary concerns about refugees and asylum seekers. You will be invited to examine concepts of power and oppression compared with the prevailing ideas of solidarity and social inclusion in Europe.
Teaching and Learning Programme

NB: All Sessions take place on Mondays
	Date/Session
	Session 1
(10am-11am)
	Session 2
(2pm-3pm)

	28th September
	How To Improve Your Degree 
(Nigel Horner)
Introduction to Comparative Social Welfare. 
Problem Based Learning
(John McCavish)
Introduction to the Presentation task 
(John McCavish/Janet Walker)
	Introduction to the European Union and Welfare Provision 
(Janet Walker)


	5th October
	Models of Welfare 
(Janet Walker)
	Disability and Disability Rights Issues: Perspectives on Russia. (Michael Rasell, Project Manager, TEMPUS)

	12th October 
	Concepts of Citizenship (Janet Walker)
	Social Exclusion: European perspectives on Asylum Seekers and Refugees.
(John McCavish)

	19th October 
	Assessment Event: Presentation Skills and assignment writing. 

John McCavish) 
	Contemporary Practice in Europe: the case for Social Pedagogy 
(TBC)


	26th October
	Student Presentations

(NB: 9am start)

Rooms and order of presentations will be announced


NB: It is expected that times between and after Lectures and additional time will be given to preparing the Group presentation; guided and additional reading and assignment preparation. 
Assessment Event 
There are two parts to this assessment event: a group presentation (20% of the total mark) and an individual assignment (80% of the total mark).  Individuals will be allocated a service user group and comparator country. 

One service user group will be chosen from the following list:

· Asylum seekers and refugees

· Children and families

· Disabled people

· Older people

· Young people

One of the following will be allocated as your comparator country. (These countries have been chosen on the basis of the availability of accessible information in English). 
· Denmark/Sweden

· France

· Germany

· The Netherlands
1. Specific Guidance for Assessment 1: Group Presentation
Overall task:
“Critically examine the policy and practice of welfare for your chosen service user group in England and one other country”.

You should draw on the assessment criteria to guide the expected key topics

of your work. 

You will allocated a group of fellow students to work with who have been allocated the same service user and comparator country.  The topic chosen for your presentation and the ideas you develop will form the basis of your assignment. 

The group presentation will be assessed by relevant academic staff. Your presentation needs to be accompanied by handouts of your presentation for the Assessors. This mark will constitute 20% of the overall mark for the unit and will be indicated on your feedback for the assignment. 
In addition, you are required to submit a personal reflective statement (750 words) as evidence of your personal contribution to the content of the group presentation. This should be submitted as an appendix to your assignment. It should:

· Provide a brief outline of the group’s work in preparing for the presentation;

· Provide a brief outline of your contribution to the group process;

· Outline the area (s) that you specifically contributed to;

· Provide a brief critical analysis of a key website/journal article/book/chapter in a book or any other resource that contributed to your work; 

· Provide a bibliography of 5 or more sources that you have accessed.
Presentations will take place from 9 am on Monday 26 October 2009
2. Specific Guidance for Assessment 2: Individual Assignment 
Building on the work you undertook in the group presentation, you are asked to submit an assignment (3000 words), which critically examines your chosen topic in relation to issues of power, oppression and social exclusion.  The mark awarded for your essay will constitute 80% of the total mark awarded for this unit.

Submission Date for the Assignment:  
Monday 02 November 2009 by midnight via Blackboard.
Criteria for assessment events.

You should: 
· demonstrate a critical understanding of the chosen topic;

· demonstrate an understanding of policy and practice in at least one European country other than England and Wales;
· identify the theoretical frameworks for making comparison;
· examine and reflect on the key concepts of citizenship and social exclusion; and
· demonstrate your understanding of issues of power and oppression in comparing ideas of solidarity and social inclusion

Presentation of Your Work 
All assignments need to be word processed and formatted in the following way.

· Arial font – size 12.

· 1.5 line spacing

· Leave a line space between paragraphs
· Please ensure that you put your name and student number on your work. 
Indicative Reading
Key texts 

We suggest you buy one of the following: 
· Cousins M (2005) European Welfare States. Comparative Perspectives. London: Sage.

· Dwyer P. (2004) Understanding Social Citizenship: Themes and perspectives for policy and practice. Bristol: Policy Press.

· *Sheppard M (2006) Social Work and Social Exclusion. Aldershot: Ashgate.
*A publication which will also be very useful for Social Theories 2
Other Texts
· Alcock, P. and Craig, G. (2009) (2nd ed.)  International Social Policy: Welfare Regimes in the Developing World. Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan. 

· Avramov, D. and Maskova, M. (2003) Active ageing in Europe. Strasbourg: Councils of Europe.

· Andersen J G, Guillemard A-M, Jensen Per H & Pfau-Effinger B (2005) The Changing Face of Welfare. Consequences and outcomes from a citizenship perspective. Bristol. The Policy Press

· Barry M. & Hallett C. (eds) (1998) Social Exclusion and Social Work.  Lyme Regis.  RHP.

· Byrne D. (1999) Social Exclusion. London. Open University Press.

· Bonoli G., George V. & Taylor-Gooby P.(2000) European Welfare Futures: Towards a Theory of Retrenchment. Cambridge. Polity Press.
· Cochrane A. & Clarke J. (eds) (1993):  Comparing Welfare States.  Sage.  London.
· Cohen B, Moss P, Petrie P & Wallace J (2004) A New Deal for Children? Re-forming Education and Care in England, Scotland and Sweden. Bristol. The Policy Press.

· Cooper A., Hetherington R., Baistow K., Pitts J. & Spriggs A. (1995):  Positive Child Protection, A View from Abroad.  Russell House.  Lyme Regis.
· Crawley, H. (2006) Child first, migrant second: Ensuring that every child matters. Immigration Law Practitioners Association (ILPA) Policy Paper. London: ILPA. Available from: www.ilpa.org.iuk
· Esping- Andersen, G. (1990) The Three Worlds of welfare Capitalism. Cambridge: Polity. 
· Fink, J, .Lewis, G. and Clarke, J. (2001) Rethinking European Welfare. London: Sage. 
· Freymond, N. & Cameron, G. (2006) (eds.) Towards positive systems of child and family welfare: International comparisons of child protection, family service, and community caring systems.  Toronto, Canada: University of Toronto Press.

· George V. & Taylor-Gooby P.(eds)(1996):  European Welfare Policy.  Macmillan.  London.

· Hayes D & Humphries B (2004) Social Work, Immigration and Asylum. London. Jessica Kingsley.
· Lawrence, S., Lyons, K. , Simpson, G. and Huegler, N. (2009) International Social Work. Exeter: Learning Matters. 
· Lyons K, Manion K, Carlsen M (2006) International Perspectives on Social Work, Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan

· Munday B & Ely P. (eds)(1996):  Social Care in Europe.  Prentice Hall.  Hemel Hempstead.
· Pearce N & Paxton W (2005) Social Justice. Building a Fairer Britain. London. Policos Publishing.

· Pringle K. (1998):  Children and Social Welfare in Europe. London. Open University Press. [no longer published. Copies in the library]

Other information sources: 
Journals: 
· Critical Social Policy

· European Journal of Social Work.

· Social Work in Europe.
· Journal of European Social Policy
· Social Policy and Administration  

Websites
www.espanet.org
The Network for European Social Policy Analysis is an association of academics involved or interested in the analysis of social policy in Europe.

www.europa.eu 
This site relates to activities of the European Union Employment and Social Affairs. 
www.euro.centre.org
The European Centre for Social Welfare Policy and Research
www.globalwelfare.net.

This is the website of the International and Comparative Social Policy Group (ICSP); a special interest grouping of the UK Social Policy Association.

www.sfi.dk/uk
The Danish National Institute of Social Research is an independent governmental research institution affiliated to the Ministry of Social Affairs. The aim of the research undertaken by the Institute is to provide a better understanding of social, economic and working conditions in Danish society. Research work includes some of the following areas: disability policy, older people, pensions, family policy and labour demand. 
www.nji.nl.
Het Nederlands Jeugdinstituut (NJi), is the Netherlands Youth Institute, 

www.movisie.nl.
MOVISIE, the Netherlands Institute for Social Policy and Support to Citizens´ Independence, 
www.vilans.nl.
Vilans is the Netherlands Institute for Long Term Care, 

Many European institutions, national governments and social work agencies have sites on the www. They can be a goldmine of useful [and free] information.
Departmental Word Limit Policy

The assessment event instructions will state the maximum number of words.  You should not exceed the maximum and a margin of 10% will be given before you are penalised.  Unless there are exceptional circumstances, the penalty will be whichever of the following is the least detrimental to the student: the excess words not being marked or the percentage mark being reduced by up to ten percentage points. 

It is a requirement that you actually state the number of words used at the end of the assignment.  Word processing packages have a word count facility that counts the numbers of words used automatically.  The word count should include all words used including quotes but excluding your bibliography and appendices. 

Attendance Policy

You are expected to attend all lectures and group preparation events. A record of attendance will be kept at Lectures.

Students should notify the Programme Office if illness or other reason prevents them attending the course by completing a Student Sickness Notification Form or Application for Leave of Absence Other Then Sickness Form. Students, who miss more than two seminars/workshops, without one of these forms being completed, will be written to asking them to contact the Year Tutor, and a copy of the letter placed on their file.  The BSc (Hons) Social Work has an 80% course attendance requirement.  Students not meeting this requirement may be reported to the Subject Board and/or GSCC.  Students who believe that their performance in assessment has been adversely affected by circumstances beyond their control should complete a Mitigating Circumstances Form available from the Programme Office.

Grading Criteria

	
	General Criteria
	Specific Criteria 

1
	Specific Criteria 
2
	Specific Criteria 

3
	Specific Criteria 

4
	Specific Criteria 

5

	First Class

70% and over
	A high degree of criticality, demonstrating some independence of thought
	High degree of analyses of the chosen topic in comparing European service user group and country with England. 
	Gives a clearly formulated and well thought through understanding of the policy and practice in the chosen country 


	Successful application and critically analyse of the theoretical frameworks and models to support understanding and analysis for making comparisons. 


	A high degree of critical evaluation and reflect on the implications of citizenship and social exclusion.


	Critically examines power and oppression in comparing ideas of solidarity and social inclusion



	Upper second

60% and over
	Analysis with critical reflections on the analysis.
	Gives a well-focussed analysis of the chosen topic in comparing European service user group and country with England.
	Gives a clear, well thought through, understanding of the policy and practice in the chosen country
	Gives a well focussed analysis of theoretical frameworks and models to support understanding and analysis for making comparisons. 


	Gives a sound evaluation and reflection on the implications of citizenship and social exclusion. 


	Gives a well-focussed analysis of power and oppression in comparing ideas of solidarity and social inclusion

	
	General Criteria
	Specific Criteria 

1
	Specific Criteria 
2
	Specific Criteria 

3
	Specific Criteria 

4
	Specific Criteria 

5

	Lower second

50% and over
	Sound description and some areas of adequate analysis.
	Demonstrates a sound analysis of the chosen topic in comparing European service user group and country with England.
	Gives a set of fairly well formulated explanation of the policy and practice in the chosen country.

	Demonstrates a sound knowledge of the theoretical frameworks and models to support understanding and analysis for making comparisons. 


	Outlines and reflects on the implications of citizenship and social exclusion.
	Demonstrates a sound knowledge of in comparing ideas of power and oppression solidarity and social inclusion.

	Third class

40% and over
	Adequate description
	Shows basic analyses of the chosen topic in comparing European service user group and country with England.
	Can identify some of the policy and practice in the chosen country
	Shows basic analysis of the theoretical frameworks and models to support understanding and analysis for making comparisons. 


	Identifies citizenship and social exclusion. 


	Shows a basic knowledge of power and oppression in comparing ideas of solidarity and social inclusion.

	
	General Criteria
	Specific Criteria 

1
	Specific Criteria 
2
	Specific Criteria 

3
	Specific Criteria 

4
	Specific Criteria 

5

	Fail 39% and under
	Inadequate description
	Shows little or no familiarity of the chosen topic in comparing European service user group and country with England.
	Does not identify sufficient/appropriate policy and practice in the chosen country

	Shows little or no familiarity of the theoretical frameworks and models for making comparisons. 


	Insufficient evaluation and reflection on citizenship and social exclusion. 


	Shows little knowledge of relevant aspects of power and oppression in comparing ideas of solidarity and social inclusion.

	Very Poor Fail

29 or below


	Unacceptable use or non use of sources, lack of communication and unacceptable demonstration of coherence within the assignment. 
	Unacceptable demonstration of chosen topic in comparing European service user group and country with England.
	Unacceptable discussion of the benefits and challenges of collaborative practice and the factors which facilitate organisational, team and individual collaborative working.


	Unacceptable demonstration of the theoretical frameworks and models for making comparisons. 

.
	Unacceptable evaluation and reflect on the implications of collaboration, cooperation and partnership working on your individual professional. 


	Unacceptable demonstration of knowledge in relation to power and oppression in comparing ideas of solidarity and social exclusion. 

	
	Use source material
	Communicate in writing
	Overall coherence

	A

First

70+
	A wide range of relevant sources critically used.
	High degree of clarity and articulacy, with no more than the very occasional minor error.
	Excellent degree of overall coherence in relation to the assessment task.

	B

Upper second

60s
	A good number of relevant sources thoughtfully used.
	Very good degree of clarity, with very few errors.
	Very good degree of overall coherence in relation to the assessment task.

	C

Lower second

50s
	Some relevant sources appropriately used.
	Reasonable degree of clarity; possibly some errors none of which have great significance for communication.
	A reasonable degree of overall coherence in relation to the assessment task.

	D

Third

40s
	Limited number of sources appropriately used.
	Satisfactory degree of clarity; possibly with some errors only a few of which may have significance for communication.
	A satisfactory degree of overall coherence in relation to the assessment task.

	E

Fail

30s
	Few instances of relevant sources being appropriately used.
	Lack of clarity; with errors which may have significance for communication.
	Lacks overall coherence in relation to the assessment task.

	F

Very poor fail

Below 30%
	Unacceptable use or non-use of sources.
	Unacceptable lack of clarity 
	Unacceptable lack of overall coherence in relation to the assessment task.
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