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SEQUENCE PHILOSOPHY
Social welfare policies and services -- or the lack of them -- affect social work practice at all levels of intervention.  How a society understands the nature of social problems, how it assigns responsibility for those problems, and how it defines and allocates different kinds of assistance are fundamentally important to the lives of all its members, especially poor and vulnerable populations.  Social policies reflect the outcome of struggles over basic values in our society.  They determine how particular groups fare; moreover, they are the bases for the programs which social workers implement.

To be an effective social worker, one must understand the historical determinants of our current social welfare policies, institutions, and service delivery systems. One should be able to critique current social welfare policies and contribute to their reform on the basis of an understanding of recurrent institutional patterns, including systems of oppression.  A professional social worker must also have knowledge of the development of the profession, the role of the profession in articulating or failing to articulate the institutional and programmatic arrangements that foster or inhibit maximum social functioning , and the profession’s engagement with the populations who utilize social welfare programs and services.  The promotion of social justice is a yardstick against which the social policies, institutions, services, and the profession itself are measured.

The Social Policy and Services Sequence consists of a series of three courses.  Social Welfare Policy and Services I provides the student with in-depth knowledge about the history of social welfare and social work and the relevance of this history to contemporary society. Social Welfare Policy and Services II engages the student in learning about important contemporary social policy issues and debates and provides the student with tools to become an effective social policy analyst.  The Concentration-related Social Policy course familiarizes the student with the important policy issues, emerging policy directions in the concentration area of practice. and policy practice skills in order to prepares the student to be an effective change agent in her or his area of specialization. 
Course Description
Building on policy analysis skills acquired in previous courses in this sequence, this course is designed to prepare the student to become an expert generalist practitioner in the field of family and child welfare by deepening the student’s substantive knowledge of the child welfare and related service systems and by providing a hands-on opportunity to participate in the policy-making process through legislative and/or administrative advocacy aimed at improving service-delivery in family and child welfare, broadly conceived.  

The course covers the historical development as well as the philosophical and legal bases of significant public policies affecting children and families in the United States and in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts.  Gaps in current policies and services to children and families will be identified, and current innovative preventive and supportive programs and services designed to keep families together will be explored. Gaining a thorough knowledge of policies and services in family and child welfare will prepare the student to participate knowledgeably and skillfully in policy analysis and program development and to promote social justice and improved treatment for the vulnerable populations of poor and minority families and children who are disproportionately affected by the several public social service systems, in keeping with social work values and ethics.

The course places particular emphasis on the protective service system with its attendant tensions associated with child protection versus family strengthening, including the separation of children from their parents in foster and residential care as well as family preservation measures; the provision of financial assistance and supportive services to families; and services to children with developmental and mental health needs. Special emphasis will be placed on policies and laws pertaining to dependent, neglected, and abused children; juvenile delinquents and status offenders; and children with disabilities, including children in the mental health system.

Course Objectives
The objectives of this course are that the student will:

1.  
Acquire substantive knowledge of the philosophical and historical development of family and child welfare and related policies, programs and laws in the United States.

2.  
Become familiar with welfare structures and family policies in other industrialized countries and able to compare them to those in the U.S.

3.  
Acquire substantive knowledge of current policies, programs, laws, and systems of intervention that comprise the current child welfare and associated systems in the United States and in Massachusetts.

4.  
Gain a thorough understanding of the philosophical foundations, historical evolution, policies, and laws pertaining to the separation of children from parents, termination of parental rights, the provision of financial assistance and supportive services to families; dependent, neglected and abused children; juvenile delinquents and status offenders; and children with special needs.

5. 
Attain an awareness of current innovative, preventive and supportive programs and services designed to support and keep families together.

6.  
Gain an understanding of key concepts in child welfare, including "least detrimental alternative," "continuity of care," "least restrictive alternative," "the best interests of the child," and children's and family rights.

7.  
Understand the structure, dynamics, and roles of the current major support and care systems including the child welfare system (foster care, adoption, family preservation and related interventions), the juvenile and family courts, juvenile corrections, the schools and mental health programs.

8. 
Understand the relevance of policies and programs to casework practice in child welfare and related systems of care .

9.  
Understand and apply evaluative research findings related to an aspect of family and child welfare.

10. 
Identify gaps in policies and programs pertaining to children and families.

11. 
Understand the roles of politics and values in the formation of child welfare policy, including understanding  the role which advocacy plays in altering existing policy.

12. 
Recognize the differential impact of systems of intervention on peoples of color, women and the poor and advocate for fair and equal treatment and service-provision for all individuals and groups.

13. 
Become skilled in advocating for policy or programmatic changes in legislation or administrative directives affecting client populations to enhance their social functioning and inclusion, in keeping with social work values and ethics.

NOTICE OF NON‑DISCRIMINATION
Salem State College is committed to providing equal access to educational opportunities at the College for all students regardless of race, color, religion, gender, sexual orientation, creed, national origin, age, or disability in compliance with Federal and State laws and regulations.  All benefits, privileges, and opportunities offered by the College are available to all students and employees on a non-discriminatory basis in accordance with Federal and State legislation.  Affirmative action is taken by the College in its recruitment of students and employees.

With regard to disabilities, the College complies with Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act and the Americans with Disabilities Act in providing all reasonable academic accommodations, aids, and adjustments.  Any student with a disability that has been documented by the Salem State College Office for Students with Disabilities (SSC OSD) should speak with the instructor immediately.  An instructor is not allowed to provide accommodations, aids, and/or adjustments without receiving proper documentation from the OSD.  Students who have special needs but do not have documentation from the SSC OSD may wish to schedule an appointment with the OSD.  The OSD is located in Meier Hall (Room 102); you may call (978) 542-6217 or TTY (978) 542-7146 or email OSD at osd@salemstate.edu. 
Requirements
Class attendance is required and students are expected to attend all sessions, prepared to discuss the assigned readings for the week.  Repeated absences or late appearances in class will result in the lowering of the grade by one letter grade.  Each student is expected to contribute to class discussions; to make a presentation about her or his research as it relates to the relevant week’s topic, as appropriate; and to keep the class informed about her or his progress on the advocacy portion of her or his policy paper.  Students will attend at least one day’s events at the National Conference on Child Abuse and Neglect being held in Boston from April 18-23 (free admission for 4 hours of volunteer work) and will participate in a workshop and report on their experience.  There will be an in-class mid-term exam and a final paper.  For a full description of assignments, see Course Assignments and Evaluation, below.

Keeping abreast of the news (Boston Globe, New York Times, Public Radio (90.9 on fm dial) helps to inform discussions about current policy issues; so does paying attention to programmatic changes and new administrative directives at work or field placement.  

Required Texts
The Future of Children: Children and poverty 7(2) (1997) (Fall) (online, at www.futureofchildren.org.).

       The Future of Children: Protecting children from abuse and neglect 8(1) (1998) (online). 


The Future of Children: Children, Families and Foster Care14(1) (2004) (Winter) (online).

      Articles from other issues of The Future of Children, as assigned (online).


      A set of The future of children publications is at the Reserve Desk at the SSC Library


      Governor’s Budget, available on the web at www.state.ma.us and follow the links.

      Reading Packet.  

      Regular reading of the Boston Globe, New York Times, or Washington Post with attention to child and family policy material.

Recommended Texts:
       Ezell, M. (2001).  Advocacy in the human services.  Belmont, CA: Brooks/Cole.
       Jansson, B.S. (2003).  Becoming an effective policy advocate: From policy practice to social justice, 4th ed.  Pacific Grove, CA: Thomson, Brooks/Cole.
Recommended as Background and Reference Reading

       Adams, P. and Nelson, K., Eds. (1995). Reinventing human services: Community- and family-centered practice. Hawthorne, NY, US: Aldine de Gruyter.

Bernstein, N. (2001).  The lost children of Wilder:The epic struggle to change foster care. New York: Pantheon.       

Berg, I.K., and Kelly, S. (2000). Building Solutions in Child Protective Services. New York: W.W. Norton & Company.

Edin, K. and  Lein, L. (1997).  Making ends meet: How single mothers survive welfare and low-wage work. New York: Russell Sage Foundation.

       Future of Children - issues referred to within this syllabus and others available on the web at: www.futureofchildren.org

       Gambrill, E. and Stein, T.J. Eds. (1994).  Controversial issues in child welfare.   Boston: Allyn and Bacon.

       Golden, R. (1997).  Disposable children: America’s child welfare system.  Belmont, CA: Wadsworth.

       Halpern, R. (1999).  Fragile families, fragile solutions: A history of supportive services for families in poverty.  New York: Columbia Univ. Press.

       Jansson, B.S. (2003).  Obtaining skills and competencies for policy advocacy, in Becoming an effective policy advocate: From policy practice to social justice, 4th ed.  Pacific Grove, CA: Thomson, Brooks/Cole:

      Kadushin, A. (1980). Child welfare services.  New York: Macmillan.

      Knitzer,J. Allen, M,  McGowan, B. (1978).  Children without homes. Washington, D.C.:  Children's Defense Fund.

       Lindsey, D.(1994). The welfare of children.  New York: Oxford University Press

Friesen, B.J. & Poertner, J. (1995). Eds. From case management to service coordination for children with emotional. Behavioral, or mental disorders: Building on family strengths. Baltimore, MD: Paul H. Brookes Publishing Co.

Mass. Citizens for Children (2001).  A State call to action: Working to end child abuse and neglect in Massachusetts.  Boston.

      Melton, G. B. and Barry, F.D., Eds. (1994).  Protecting children from abuse and neglect: Foundations for a new national strategy New York: The Guilford Press

       Meredith, J.C. (1989). Lobbying on a shoestring, 2nd Ed.  Dover, MA: Auburn House.

       Pelton, L. H. (1989).  For reasons of poverty: A critical analysis of the public child welfare system. New York, Westport, CT and London:  Praeger.

       Richan, W. C. (1996).  Lobbying for social change, 2nd ed.  New York: The Haworth Press.

       Schorr, L.B.(1997).  Common purpose: Strengthening families and neighborhoods to rebuild America. New York: Anchor Books (Doubleday).

       Schneider, R. L. and Lester, L. (2000).  Social work advocacy: A new framework for action. Belmont, CA: Brooks/Cole.

       Schuerman, J. R., Pzepnicki T.L, and Littell, J.H. (1997).  Putting families first: An experment in family preservation.  New York: Aldine De Gruyter

       Zigler, E. F., Kagan, S.L. and Hall, N.W. Eds. (1996).  Children, families and government: preparing for the twenty-first century.  New York: Cambridge Univ. Press.

Journals  (available through SSC Library electronic data bases)

Child Abuse and Neglect

Child and Adolescent Mental Health

Child Development

Child Welfare

Children and Youth Services Review (often with a specific focus in each issue)

Crime and Delinquency

Journal of Sociology and Social Welfare

Social Service Review

Social Work

Research and Policy Organizations that publish useful background material:
Center for Law and Social Policy (www.epn.org/clasp)

Center for Budget and Policy Priorities (www.cbpp.org)

Center for Children in Poverty (Columbia University School of Public Health)

Children’s Defense Fund (www.childrensdefense.org)

Child Abuse and Neglect Clearinghouse

Childtrends (www.childtrends.org)

Child Welfare League of America

Economic Policy Institute (www.epi.net)
Handsnet listserv (www.handsnet.org)

Institute on Poverty Research (University of Wisconsin) (http://www.ssc.wisc.edu/irp/focus/focus.htm)

Joint Center for Poverty Research (Northwestern Univ/Univ. of Chicago) (www.jcpr.org)

National Criminal Justice Reference Service (www.ncjrs.org), with links to juvenile justice

National Institutes of Health

U.S. Dept Health and Human Services, Admin. for Youth and Families; Children’s Bureau  (www.acf.dhhs.gov)


U.S. General Accounting Office (www.gao.gov)

Urban Institute (www.urban.org)

Organizations involved with child welfare advocacy (beginning list):

NASW

Children’s Caucus (of the State Legislature)

Child Welfare League of America

Children’s League

Children’s Defense Fund (www.childrensdefense.org)

Citizens for Juvenile Justice (MA) (www.channell.com/users/justice
Mass. Human Services Coalition

Mass. Families for Kids (www.masskids.org)

Mass. Law Reform Institute (www.mlri.org)

MassSERVE

Greater Boston Legal Services (especially Family Economic Initiative)(www.gbls.org)

Neighborhood Legal Services (Lynn and Lawrence) (www.neighborhoodlaw.org)

Mass. Committee for Children (www.masskids.org)

Coalition for the Homeless

Action for Boston Community Development (ABCD) (www.bostonabcd.org)

Project Hope (Dorcester)

Bridge Over Troubled Waters

Greater Boston Interfaith Organization and other religious groups

Mass. Immigrants’ and Refugees’ Advocacy Center (MIRAcoalition.org)

regional advocacy organizations

Center on Hunger, Poverty and Nutrition, Brandeis University 

Parents United for Child Care

Survival, Inc.

Women’s Alliance

CLASS SCHEDULE

Session 1    Orientation & Overview of the Course 
Jan 20

A.  Review of course outline, schedule and expectations

B. Public policy and its impact on child welfare practice - some current examples               

      1. Welfare “reform” and foster care

      2. The Adoption and Safe Families Act of 1997 and child welfare practice    

                         3. Quantity and quality of child care

      4. Others?? - You name them!

C. Advocacy for policy change: A social work practice skill in 

       today’s social work environment

1. Government and its relationship to social services: Categorical Service Systems

2. The American service-delivery system: public policy, public

          provision and purchased services      

      3.  The bureaucratic systems with service responsibility for and authority over children and their parents

      4.  The roles of the legislature, administrative agencies and the courts

5.  How can social workers advocate for better services for children and families within our governmental structures?  Within agencies?

 D.  The State Budget and the importance of advocacy

      1.  The current fiscal crisis and its impact on human services.

                         2.  The budget as an avenue for advocacy 

E. Preliminary Discussion: Developing ideas for linking policy analysis papers to     current administrative and legislative responsibilities. 

 F.  Legislative initiatives  

See Appendix III at the end of the syllabus for related readings.

Session 2   Perspectives on Family Policy
Jan 27
A.   What is meant by family policy?

B.   Family Policy in comparative perspective (examples from Europe)

C.   Work demands and family life

D.   The framework of American policy for families and children

        1.  The lack of universal services for families and children

        2.   Welfare “reform” and work demands on mothers

        3.   Poverty and fatherhood 


E.   Recent American initiatives in family policy

       
       1.   The Family and Medical Leave Act

               2.   Child care policies and proposals

               3.   Children’s Medical Insurance Plan (CHIP)

Required Readings
       Zimmerman, S.L. (1995).  Understanding  family policy: Theories and applications, 2nd Ed.  Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage. Defining family policy (3-20). (RP)

       Solera, C. (2001).  Income transfers and support for mothers’ employment: The link to family poverty risks.  In K.Vleminckx and T.M. Smeeding (Eds.), Child well-being, child poverty and child policy in modern nations (pp. 459-484).  Bristol, UK: Polity Press (RP)  
     Bernstein, N. (2001).  Like father, like son.  The New York Times Magazine (Feb. 25): 42-45. (RP)

     Anderson Moore, K. And Jekielek, S.M. (2002).  How family structure and living arrangements affect children.  Poverty Resrearch News 6(3): 6-9.  Available at: 

http://www.jcpr.org/newsletters/vol6_no3/index.html

      Coontz, S. And Fomby, P. (2002).  Marriage, poverty and public policy.  Poverty Research News 6(3): 9-11.  Available at: http://www.jcpr.org/newsletters/vol6_no3/index.html.  Feel free to follow the links.

Recommended Readings
        Jacobs, F. H. and Davies, M.W., Eds. (1994).  More than kissing babies? Current child and family policy in the U.S.  Westport, CT: Auburn House.

        Kiser, J.  (1998).  Behind the scenes at a “family friendly” workplace.  Dollars and Sense 215 (Jan-Feb).

        Carre, F. and Tilly, C. (1998).  Part-time and temporary work: Flexibility for whom?

Dollars and Sense 215 (Jan-Feb).

        Scharlach, A.E. and Grosswald, B. (1997).  The Family and Medical Leave Act of 1993.  Social Service Review 71(3).
        Parent power: The newsletter of Parents United for Child Care. (various dates). Articles on the Office of Child Care Services and child care subsidies in Mass.

        Pecora, Pl.J., Whittaker, J.K. and Maluccio, A.N. (1992).  The child welfare challenge: Policy, practice and research.  New York: Aldine de Gruyter.  Chap. 1, Understanding the policy context for child welfare.

        Videka-Sherman, L. and Viggiani, P. (1996).  The impact of federal policy changes on children: Research needs for the future.  Social Work 41 (6): 594-600.

Session 3       Child Poverty and its Relationship to Child Welfare Policies

Feb 3

A. Economic circumstances of American children

B. Family structure, employment and poverty

C. The impact of poverty on children’s development

D. The impact of race, immigration status, and linguistic difference on family poverty and well-being.

E. Policies which contribute to or alleviate poverty

F. The connections between poverty, welfare “reform” and child welfare

G. Advocacy efforts to improve the Mass. TANF law

Required Readings:
     *Brooks-Gunn, J. and Duncan, G.J. (1997). The effects of poverty on children. The Future of Children: Children and poverty 7(2) (Summer/Fall) (on line). 

       *Devaney, , B.L,M.R.Ellwood, and J.M. Love, (1997).  Programs that mitigate the effects of poverty on children. The Future of Children: Children and poverty 7(2)  (Summer/Fall) (on line). 

       *Greenberg, M.H. et al. (2002).  The 1996 welfare law: Key elements and reauthorization issues affecting children.  The Future of Children: Children and Welfare Reform 12 (1) (Winter/Spring) (pp. 27-57)  (on line).
*Materials on Mass. legislative efforts from the Greater Boston Legal Services Family Economic Institute (distributed).

Kalil, A, R. Dunifon, and S. Danziger (2001). When single mothers work–effects on child development.  Poverty research news5(4) (July-Aug.): 9-11. Available at http://www.jcpr.org/newsletters/vol5_no4/index.html.

    
Morris, P., G.J. Duncan and L. Chase-Lansdale (2001).  Welfare reform’s effects on children.  Poverty research news 5(4) (July-Aug.): 5-8. Available at http://www.jcpr.org/newsletters/vol5_no4/index.html
       Anderson Moore, K. And Redd, Z. (2002).  Children in poverty: Trends, consequences, and policy options.  ChildTrends Research Brief #2002-54.  Available at http://www.childtrends.org/PDF/PovertyRB.pdf.
      Hernandez, D.J. (2004).  Demographic change and life circumstances of immigrant children.  The Future of Children: Children of Immigrant Families 14(2), Summer (pp. 17-48).  (on line). 
      Reardon-Anderson, J., Capps, R, and Fix, M.E.(2002).  The health and well-being of children in immigrant families.  The Urban Institute, “New Federalism: National Survey of America’s Families” No. B-52.  Available at http://www.urbanorg.urlprint.cfm?ID=7992.   
       Zaslow, M.A. et al. (2002).  Experimental studies of welfare reform and children.  The Future of Children: Children and Welfare Reform 12(1).  (Winter/Spring) (pp. 79-95). (on line).

*These articles are to be read by everyone.  Choose one of the non-asterisked articles also.
Recommended Reading:
      Mandell, B.R. and Rosenthal, M.G. (1998). The impact of welfare reform on children. Boston: Academics’ Working Group on Poverty.       

Lindsey, D.(1994). The welfare of children.  New York: Oxford University Press. The changing social portrait of families (pp. 69-88),  Intro. to Part II, Ending child poverty (pp. 185-188), The economic condition of children (pp. 189-228), Programs and policies for achieving income equity for children (pp. 229-256), and The underlying problem of child welfare: Families that are not economically self-supporting (pp. 257-300).            

        Thieman, A.A. and Dail, P.A. (1997).  Predictors of out-of-home placement in a family preservation program: Are welfare recipients particularly vulnerable? Policy Studies Journal 25 (1) (pp. 124-40). 

        Children's Defense Fund (2000).  The state of America's children: Yearbook 2001 Washington D.C.:  Children's Defense Fund.

       Smeeding, T.M. (2000).  Child well-being, child poverty and child policy in modern nations.  Toronto: University of Toronto Press.

        Jayakody, R., Chatters, L.M. and Taylor, R.J. (1993).  Family support to single and married African American mothers: The provision of financial, emotional, and child care assistance.  Journal of Marriage and the Family 55 (May).

       Gladwell, M. (2000).  Baby steps: Do our first three years of life determine how we’ll turn out? The New Yorker (Jan. 20) (pp. 80-87) 

        Courtney, M.D. (1998). The costs of child protection in the context of welfare reform.  The Future of Children: Protecting children from abuse and neglect 8(1) (Spring). (pp. 88-103). 

Currie, J.M. (1997).  Choosing among alternative programs for poor children.  The Future of Children: Children and Poverty: Children and poverty 7(2)  (Summer/Fall) (pp. 113-131).

        Geen, R., Fender, L., and Leos-Urbel, J. (2001).  Welfare reform’s effect on child welfare caseloads.  Washington, D.C.: The Urban Institute, Discussion Papers (Feb.).  Available at: www.urban.org.
 

    Session 4 
Historical and Philosophical Foundations of Child Welfare                                    Feb 10           Practice

A. The history of child placement as a response to dependency

      1. The origins of child rescue

      2. Coercion and child protection in historical perspective

      3. Class, ethnic and race relations in child protection: 

a. White, Protestant, upper-middle class social control in                historical perspective

b. The over-representation of minority children in placement 

c. The persistent relationship between poverty and placement 

4. The growth of private and public child protection agencies

    and the conflicts between them                               

                     5. The role of women in child protection and family policy - a  

                        feminist perspective      

                           6. The persistence of poverty and powerlessness as precursors to placement

 B.  The history of institutional system for children and youth with         emotional and behavioral problems

       1. Reform schools

                 2. Mental institutions

             
                           3. The conflict over institutional and community based programs 

    In-class video:  PBS documentary, “The Orphan Trains”

Research topics and beginning bibliography due

Required Reading:

        Hacsi, T. (1995).  From indenture to family foster care: A brief history of child placing.  Child welfare LXXIV (1): 162-180 (RP).

        Schene, P.A. (1998).  Past, present, and future roles of child protective services.  The Future of Children: Protecting children from abuse and neglect 8(1) (pp. 23-38). (On line.)

        Petr, C.G. and Spano, R.N. (1990).  Evolution of social services for children with emotional disorders.  Social Work 35 (May) (pp. 228-234). (RP)

Recommended Reading;

         Ashby, L. (1997).  Endangered children: Dependency, neglect and abuse in American history.  Twayne Pub.

        Costin, L.B. (1991). Unraveling the Mary Ellen legend: Origins of the "cruelty" movement.  Social Service Review (June).

         ----, (1992).  Cruelty to children: A dormant issue and its rediscovery, 1920-1960.  Social Service Review (June).         

Gordon, L. (1988). Heroes of their own lives: The politics and history of family violence. New York:  Viking Press.       

 Pelton, L.H.  (1989).  For reasons of poverty: A critical analysis of the public child welfare system in the United States. New York and Westport: Praeger.  Introduction (pp. 1-22) and Child welfare through the twentieth century: Policy and reality (pp. 23-46). 

         Anderson, P.G. (1989).  The origin, emergence and professional recognition of child protection.  Social Service Review (June).

         Watkins, S.A. (1990).  The Mary Ellen myth: Correcting child welfare history.  Social Work 35(6) (Nov.).

Session 5           Child Welfare: Structure and Mandate 
F     Feb 17
A. What are child abuse and neglect?  Understanding definitions 

                                   and numbers


B. The legal structure of child welfare:  the court, DSS and their          

 
     relationship             

                          
C. Federal and state legislation affecting child welfare practices

D. The foster care system 

E.  The "best interests" standard and its challenges

F. Over-representation of minority children in the child welfare system  

G.  Poverty and child welfare  

Required Reading:
       English, D.J. (1998).  The extent and consequences of child maltreatment. The Future of Children: Protecting children from child abuse and neglect 8(1).  (Spring) (pp. 39-53) (on line)

                     General Laws of Mass., Chap. 119. Library reference room or available at: www.state.ma.us/legis/laws/mgl-119.
       Paxson, C. and. Waldfogel, J.  (2001) Welfare reform and child maltreatment.  Poverty Research News 5 (3) (May/June): 11-13.  Available at http://www.jcpr.org/policybriefs/vol3_num6.html.

Recommended Reading:

        Courtney, M.E. et al. (1996).  Race and child welfare services: Past research and future directions. Child Welfare LXXV(2): 99-135. 

Lindsey. D. (1994). The Welfare of Children, chaps. 5, 6 and 7.

        Mnookin, R.H. (1973). Foster care--In whose best interest? Harvard Educational Review 43(4) (pp. 599-638).

        Pelton, L. H. (1989).  For reasons of poverty, The crusade against child abuse (pp. 23-46) and Whose neglect? The state intervenes (pp. 47-78). New York, Westport, CT and London:  Praeger.

        Zellman, G. and Antler, S. (1990).  Mandated reporters and cps: A study in frustration.Public Welfare 48 (1).
 Supreme Judicial Court of Mass. (1995).  Care and protection of Isaac (legal decision defining placement authority of DSS in relation to the district court). 

Rosenthal, J.A. et al. (1991).  A descriptive study of abuse and neglect in out-of-home placement.  Child Abuse & Neglect 15.

Session 6      Reform Efforts of the 1980s and 90s (Permanency Planning, 

Feb 24           Intensive Family Intervention, Family Reunification): Success                                                 

        or Failure?  

   Other Recommendations for Reform Reforming Child Welfare:  System Overhaul or Bureaucratic Reorganization? 

Prevention Efforts in Other Systems 

                           A. Reform through Legislation

1. “Foster care drift" and the push to permanency

2.  The Adoption Assistance and Child Welfare Act of 1980

                                   a.  Prevention through "reasonable efforts"

                                   b.  Permanency planning

c. Family preservation and reunification 

d.  Evaluation of the permanency planning movement        

                               3.  Family Support and the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1993:Federal  support for family support but how much?

                               4.  The Adoption and Safe Families Act of 1997: The push to expedite permanency and adoptions-

                                    a. Federal legislation

                                    b. Mass. Response

         B.  Evaluating past reforms in child welfare from a social work


                        values and ethics perspective.  

                            C.  Are child protection and supports to families incompatible

     mandates? 

1. The problem of the dual role - help vs. social control - in child welfare

                            D. The case for bureaucratic reform
                                1. More resources will yield better results

2. Child protection and family preservation are not

compatible 

     4.  Child protection is a social work function

                            E.  The role of the courts: reform through judicial intervention

                            F.  The case for separating child protection from child welfare

                                1.  More has not meant better

                                2.  Coercion undermines the helping function of social work

 3.  True reform requires a divorce

                            G.  Innovative Strategies for Prevention and Social Support to  

 Families

1. The public health approach

2. The community-based, multi-disciplinary approach

3. School-based social service

4. Child care and universal pre-kindergarten

5. After school programs

Required Reading for Sections A-F:

        Allen, ML and Bissell, M. (2004).  Safety and stability for foster children: The policy context and appendix.  The Future of Children: Children, Families, and Foster Care 14(1) (Winter): 49-73 (on line).  


Wulczyn, F. (2004).  Family reunification.  The Future of Children: Children, Families, and Foster Care 14(1) (Winter): 95-113 (on line).  

Spence, L.H. (2002). A three tiered approach to developing a family centered child welfare practice. Available at: http://www.mass.gov/Eehhs2/docs/dss/g_pubs_threetieredappr.pdf.

       Spence, L.H. (2002). Letter to Massachusetts Legislature: Reforming Child Welfare practice in Massachusetts. (RP)

Adoption and Foster Care Analysis and Reporting System (AFCARS).  Available at: http://www.acf.hhs.gov/programs/cb/dis/afcars/cwstats.htm. 

Required Reading for Section G (choose reading for one topic):

       Gomby, E.S., Culross, P.I. and Behrman, R.E. (1999).  Home Visiting: Recent program evaluations—Analysis and recommendations.  Future of Children: Home Visiting: Recent Program Evaluations vol 9(1) 4-26 and skim one other article in this issue.  Available on line.

       Franklin, C. and Streeter, C.L. (1995).  School reform: Linking public schools with human services.  Social Work 40(6) (Nov.) (pp. 773-782). (RP)

       Behrman, R.E. (2001).  Caring for infants and toddlers: Analysis and recommendations.  Future of Children: Caring for infants and toddlers 11(1): 7-19 and other articles of interest in this volume.  Available on line.

       Ewen, D. and Hart, K. (2003).  State budget cuts create a growing child care crisis for low income working families.  Washington, D.C.  Children’s Defense Fund (March).  Available at http//www.childrenbsdefense.org/earlychildhood/childcare/state_budget_cuts2003.pdf or childrensdefense.org.

     Vandell, D.L. and Shumow (1999).  Afer-school child care programs.  The Future of children: When school is out 9(2) (fall) (pp. 64-80). Available on line.

       Cooper, C.R., Denner, J. and Lopez, E.M. (1999).  Cultural brokers: Helping Latino children on pathways toward success. The Future of Children: When school is out 9(2) (fall) (pp. 51-57).  Available on line.

       Quinn, J.  (1999).  Where need meets opportunity: Youth development programs for early teens. The Future of Children: When school is out 9(2) (fall) (pp. 96-116).  Available on line.

Recommended Reading for Section A-F:

Waldfogel, J. (1998). Rethinking the paradigm for child protection.  The Future of Children:Protecting children from child abuse and neglect 8(1). (Spring) (pp. 104-119). (on line)  

Inkelas, M. and Halfon, N. (1997).  Recidivism in child protective services.  Children and Youth Services Review 19(3) (pp. 139 - 161) (RP).
        Maluccio, A.N., Abramczyk, L.W. and Thomlison, T. (1996).  Family reunification of children in out-of-home care: Research perspectives.  Children and Youth Services  Review 18(45).  
        Berry, M. and Pelton, L.H. (1994).  Has permanency planning been successful?  In Gambrill, E. and Stein, T.J., Eds..  Controversial issues in child welfare.  Boston: Allyn and Bacon (pp. 261-274). (RP) 

      Albers, E and Bitonti, C. (1996). Factors in length of foster care: Worker activities and parent-child visitation.  J. of Sociology and Social Welfare XXIII(2) (June).


        Berrick, J.D. et al. (1997).  Group care and young children.  Social Service Review (June). 

        Close, M.M. (1983).  Child welfare and people of color: Denial of equal access.  Social Welfare Research and Abstracts 19(4).

       Cole. E.S. (1995).  Becoming family centered: child welfare’s challenge.  Families in Society: The   Journal of Contemporary Human Services. (March).

        Kinney, J., Haapala, D. and Booth, C.  (1991).  Keeping  families together:  The homebuilders model.  New York:  Aldine de Gruy ter.

     Schuerman, J.R., Rzepnicki, T.L. and Littell, J.H. (1994).  Putting famlies first: An experiment in family preservation.  New York: Aldine De Gruyter.          

       Special Committee on Family Support and the Child Welfare System (Mass). (1995).  What'sworking in Mass: Models of support and empowerment (Jan.)

       Wells, K. and Tracy, E. (1996).  Reorienting intensive family preservation services in relation to public child welfare practice.  Child Welfare LXXV(6) (Nov/Dec) (pp. 667-692).

       Rycraft, J.R. (1999).  Challenges and opportunities for public child welfare.  In Wernet, S.P., Ed. Managed care in human services.  Chicago: Lyceum Books, Inc. (pp. 27-52).

        Gambrill E. and Stein, T.J.,Eds. (1994). Controversial issues in child welfare. Boston: Allyn and Bacon.

      Hansen, C. (1994).  Making it work: Implementation of court orders requiring restructuring of state executive branch agencies.  In Humm , S. R, et al., Eds.  Child, parent and state:Law and policy reader.  Philadelphia: Temple Univ. Press. 

        Lindsey, D. (1994).  A vision for the future. In Lindsey,  The welfare of children (pp 321-325). 

        Maluccio, A.N. (1997).  Time for an ideological shift in child welfare? An essay review. Social Service Review (71)1.
 

National Commission on Child Welfare and Family Preservation (1991).  A commitment to change.  Washington, D.C.:  American Public Welfare Association

        Pelton, L.H. (1997), Child welfare policy and practice: The myth of family preservation. American Journal of Orthopsychiatry 67(4).
        Petr, C.G. and Johnson, I.C. (1999). Privatization of foster care in Kansas: A cautionary tale. Social Work 44(3) (May), (pp. 263-268).  (RP)
       Ezell, Ch. 4, Agency advocacy (pp. 53-73) and Ch. 6, Legal advocacy (pp. 98-114).

Recommended Reading for Section G:
       Adams, P. and Nelson, K., Eds. (1995).  Reinventing human services: community and family-centered practice.  Hawthorne, NY: Walter de Gruyter, Inc. 

       Board on Children, Youth, and Families (2001).  Getting to positive outcomes for children in child care: A summary of two workshops.  Washington, D.C.: National Academy Press.

       Cross, T.L. (1986).  Drawing on cultural tradition in Indian child welfare practice.  Social Casework: The Journal of Contemporary Social Work 67(5).  

Melton, G.B. and Barry, F.D., Eds. (1994).  Protecting children from abuse and neglect:foundations for a new national strategy.  New York: The Guilford Press. 

       Gilbert, N, Ed. (1996).  Combating child abuse: International perspectives on reporting systems.  New York:  Oxford University Press.

Session 7           Special Forum:  Reform Initiatives in the                                         March 3               Mass. Department of Social Services: Strengths-based

4-6 pm               Contracting and Purchase of Service Reorganization

           
        Speakers:  Robert Wentworth (invited)

                                             John Vogel 

In the last few years and currently, the Mass. DSS has initiated a number of reform efforts aimed at making service-delivery more responsive to clients’ needs (the Strengths-Based Initiative) and the purchased services system less fragmented (the Systems of Care contracting structure).  This forum will provide an opportunity for students and faculty to learn first-hand from the administrators—both SSC SSW graduates—about these changes.  

Students are expected to read the required readings and be prepared to ask questions and discuss the new initiatives with the presenters.

Both sections of SWK 833 are required to attend this event; the event is open to all other BSW and MSW students who would like to attend.

Required Reading:

Alvarado, M. (2001) Family Group Decision Making: Briefing book. Unpublished. Casey Family Programs. (RP)

Berg, I.K., and Kelly, S. (2000). Building solutions in child protective services. New York: W.W. Norton & Company. Chap. 3., Creating a context for change (pp. 37-52). (RP)

 SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1Mordock, J. (1999).  Current practices in public child welfare.  In Wernet, S.P., Ed., Managed care in human services.  Chicago: Lyceum Books. (pp. 53-73) (RP).


      Crum, T.  (1998).  The shift toward privatized social service delivery: Restructuring child welfare systems in the name of children.  Journal of Children and Poverty, Vol 4(2) (Fall): 39-59. Available from Academic Premier online.

Recommended Reading:

Gr(nbjerg, K.A., Chen, T.H. and Stagner, M.W. (1995).  Child welfare contracting: Market forces and leverage.  Social Service Review (Dec): 583-613.  Available from Academic Premier online.


Rosenthal, M.G. (2000).  Public or private children’s services: Privatization in retrospect.  Social Service Review 74(2) (June).  Available from Academic Premier online. 


Unruh, J.K and Hodgkin, D. (2004).  The role of contract design in privatization of child welfare services: the Kansas experience.  Children and Youth Services Review 26(8).  (Aug): 771-782. 


Zullo, R. (2002).  Private contracting of out-of-home placements and child protection case management outcomes.  Children & Youth Services Review. 24(8), (Aug ):  583-600.

Session 8


In-Class Midterm Exam

March 10

March 17               No Class (Spring Break)
Sessions 9           Special Issues in Child Protection
          

March 24               A.  Policies for sexually abused children

            1.  Definitions

                                 2.  Interventions

        B.  Domestic abuse and child welfare

        C.  Substance abuse and child welfare

                             D.  Children with incarcerated parents

Each student should concentrate on one of these areas and skim the others.

Required Reading
       Larson, C.S., et al (1994).  Sexual abuse of children: Recommendations and analysis.  The future of children: Sexual abuse of children 4 (2) (summer/fall) (pp. 4-30) (on line).

      Carter, L.S., Weithorn, L.A. and Behrman, R.E. (1999).  Domestic violence and children: analysis and recommendations.  Future of Children: Children and domestic violence 9(3) (winter):  4-20 (on line) 

       Findlater, J.E. and Kelly, S. (1999). Child protective services and domestic violence.  Future of Children: Children and domestic violence 9(3) (winter):84-96 (on line)

      Rittner, B. and Dozier, C.D. (2000).  Effects of court-ordered substance abuse treatment in child protective services cases.  Social Work 45 (2) (March): 131-140 (RP).

       Azzi-Lessing, L. and Olsen, L.J. (1996).  Substance abuse-affected families in the child welfare system: New challenges, new alliances.  Social Work 41(1) (pp. 15-23). (RP)
        
      (To be added: readings on policies related to incarceration and child welfare)

      Additional reading (at least one article) from the Future of Children issues, below.

       The Future of Children: Sexual abuse of children 4 (2) (1994) (summer/fall) (on line)

       The Future of Children: Children and domestic violence 9(3) (1998). (winter).(on line)

Recommended Reading
        Stocks, J.T. (1998).  Recovered memory therapy: A dubious practice technique.  Social Work 43(5) (September): 423-436.
Session 10
       Policies and Practices for Long-Term Substitute Care in 

March 31             Child Welfare:  Kinship Care and Adoption

A.  Kinship Care and Guardianship

1. The historically preferred choice through informal arrangements

2. The recently officially approved choice for substitute care

B.  Adoption: preferred policy (?) 

1. Adoption through the child welfare system & incentives

2. International adoptions

3. Adoption disruption and services for families with adopted children

4. Open vs. closed adoptions and the right to search

C.  The challenges of trans-cultural and trans-racial adoption

1. Preference and prejudice:  age and race

2. Cultural competency:  what are the real “best interests” of children awaiting adoption?

                         In class video: Frontline—Divided Memories

Required Reading

       Testa, M.F. (2004).  When children cannot return home: Adoption and guardianship.  The Future of Children: Children, Families, and Foster Care 14 (1) (Winter): 115-129 (on line).

       Terling-Watt, T. (2001).  Permanency in kinship care: An exploration of disruption rates and factors associated with placement disruption.  Children and Youth Services Review 23 (1): 111-126.  (RP)

Brooks, D., Barth, R. P., Bussiere, A. and Patterson, G. (1999).  Adoption and race: Implementing the Multiethnic Placement Act and the interethnic adoption provisions.  Social Work 44(2) (March): 167-178 (RP). 


       The Connection WBUR radio program for Jan 18, 2005 on opening adoption records debate: www.theconnection.org and search by topic or the date.

Recommended Reading

 Burnette, D. (1999).  Custodial grandparents in Latino families: Patterns of service use and predictors of unmet needs.  Social Work 44 (1) (Jan): 22-34 (RP).
Mutchler, J.E., Gottlieb, A.S., Choi, L., and Bruce, E.A. (2002).  Kinship care in Massachusetts.  Boston: University of Massachusetts, Boston.  Available at: http://www.geront.umb.edu/_documents/kinship.pdf.
      Shlonsky, A.R. and J.D. Berrick (2001).  Assessing and promoting quality in kin and nonkin foster care.  Social Service Review 75 (1): 60-83.

       O’Donnell, J.M. (1999).  Involvement of African American fathers in kinship foster care services. Social Work 44(5) (Sept). (pp. 428 - 442).  (RP)

       Scannapieco, M. and Jackson, S. (1996), Kinship care: The African American response to family preservation.  Social Work 41(2) (March.) (pp. 190-196).  (RP)


       Kaplan, M.S. and Sasser, J.E. (1996).  Women behind bars: Trends and policy issues.  J. of Sociology and Social Welfare XXIII (4) (Dec): 43-56 (RP).

Reilly, T. (1996).  Gay and lesbian adoptions: a theoretical examination of policy-making and organizational decision making.  J. of Sociology and Social Welfare XXIII (4) (Dec): 99-116 (RP).
       Wilhelmus, M. (1998).  Mediation in kinship care: Another step in the provision of culturally relevant child welfare services.  Social Work 43(2) (March): 117-126.  


Woodhouse, B.B. (2002).  Making poor mothers fungible: The privatization of foster care.  In Cancian, F.M., Kurz, D. et al., Eds.  Child care and inequality: Rethinking carework for children and youth.   New York, NY: Routledge.  (pp. 83-97).                  


THE FOLLOWING CLASS SESSIONS WILL CONCERN POPULATIONS WITH

SPECIAL NEEDS: SPECIALISTS WILL BE INVITED, AS APPROPRIATE

Session 11
Children With Special Needs: Mental Health
April 7                   A.  Deinstitutionalization in child mental health: success 

or failure?                                  

      
      1.  The continuing use of residential models

                                     2.  Patterns of hospitalization by ethnicity and gender

      3.  Inadequate residential resources? (“Stuck Kids”)


 B.  Alternative treatment programs:  

      1.  Are there enough?

      2.  Diagnostic criteria for obtaining help: too rigid? 


C.  The CASSP model

D.  Wrap around services

E.   Managed care and mental health

F.   New models of cooperation between child welfare & 

       mental health agencies

G.  Continuing conflicts among service providers over service-                   responsibility for children and youth with mental health and behavioral problems                        



Required Reading:
         U.S. Department of Health and Human Services (1999).  Mental health: A report of the Surgeon General. Chap. 3, Children and mental health (RP).

  Stroul, B. (1995). Case management in a system of care. Chapter 1. In Friesen, B.J. & Poertner, J. (1995). Eds. From case management to service coordination for children with emotional. Behavioral, or mental disorders: Building on family strengths. Baltimore, MD: Paul H. Brookes Publishing Co. (RP)
        Ronnau, J. (1995). Family Advocacy Services: A strengths model of case management. In Friesen, B.J. & Poertner, J. (1995). Eds. From case management to service coordination for children with emotional. Behavioral, or mental disorders: Building on family strengths. Baltimore, MD: Paul H. Brookes Publishing Co. (RP)

Sharfstein, J. (2001). Unhealthy partnership: How managed care wrecks mental health for kids.  The American Prospect (Jan 1-15): 24-28. (RP)

Recommended Reading:

       Wells, K. and Whittington, D. (1990).  Prior services used by youths referred to mental health facilities: A closer look.  Children and Youth Services Review 12(3).  

       Knitzer, J.  (1996).  Children’s mental health: Changing paradigms and policies.  In Zigler,E. et al. Children, families and government. NY: Anchor. (pp.207-232) (RP).Knitzer, J. and Yelton, S. (1990). Collaborations between child welfare and mental health. Public Welfare 48(2).
       Knoff, H.M. and Batsche, G.M. (1990).  The place of the school in community mental health services for children:  A necessary interdependence. The Journal of Mental Health Administration 17(1).
       Friesen, B.J. and Poerher, Eds. (1995).  From case management to service coordination for children with emotional, behavioral, or mental disorders: Building on family strengths.  Baltimore: Paul H. Brokes Pub Co.
       Knitzer, J. (1982).  Unclaimed children. Washington, D.C.:  Children's Defense Fund.

      Ogles, B.M, Trout, S.C, Gillespie, D. K. and Penkert, K. (1998).  Managed care as a platform for cross-system integration.  Journal of Behavioral Health Services & Research. Vol 25(3) (Sum), pp. 252-268. Available through EBSCO, Academic Premier on line.

Policy Paper Due

Session 12

Troubled Youth: Delinquents, Status Offenders & 

April 14       

 Adolescents in Care

A.  Persistence of institutional care for troubled adolescents

B.  Efficacy of congregate care: treatment or control?

C.  Adolescents aging out of foster care: the problem of 

           homelessness 

D. The role of the court and in delinquency cases: the trend towards more         punitive policies

1. Mandatory sentencing

2. Lowering the waiver age to adult court

                          E. The over-representation of minority youth in the 

                              juvenile justice system.

                          F. Preventing delinquency: evaluation of interventions

                          G.  New trends in residential care: managed care

                          H.  Community treatment alternatives for troubled youth:

Is restorative justice an effective model?

Required Reading:

        Stoner, M.R. (1999).  Life after foster care: Services and policies for former foster youth. Journal of Sociology & Social Welfare XXVI(4) (Dec). (pp. 159-176). (RP)

        Kapp, S.A. (2000).  Pathways to prison: Life histories of former clients of the child welfare and juvenile justice systems.  J. Sociology and Social Welfare XXVII(3) (Sept): 63-74). (RP)

       Jensen, J.M. and Howard, M.O. (1998).  Youth crime, public policy, and practice in the juvenile justice system: Recent trends and needed reforms.  Social Work 43(4) (July):324-334) (RP).

      Greenwood, P.W. (1996).  Responding to juvenile crime: lessons learned.  The Future of Children: The juvenile court 6(3) (Winter). ( pp.75-85). Available on line.

       Edwards, L.P. (1996).  The future of the juvenile court: Promising new directions.  The Future of Children: The juvenile court 6(3) (Winter) (pp. 131-139).

Available on line.

      Citizens for Juvenile Justice. (1997) CHINS Report Card: The unfinished agenda. Online at www.cfjj.org    
Recommended Reading:

       Emens, E.F. et al. (1996).  Preventing juvenile delinquency: An ecological, developmental approach.  In Zigler, E. et al.  Children, families and government.  NY: Anchor.

       Wertheimer, R. (2002).  Youth who “Age Out” of foster care: Troubled lives, troubling prospects.  ChildTrends Research Brief #2002-59.  Available at: www.childtrends.org/PDF/FosterCareRB.pdf
       Rindeleisch, N. and Rabb, J. (1984).  How much of a problem is residential mistreatment in child welfare institutions.  Child Abuse and Neglect  8.

       Lerman, P. (1994).  Prevention of child maltreatment in out-of-home settings.  In Melton, G.B and Barry, F.D., Eds.  Protecting children from abuse and neglect: Foundations for a new national strategy. New York: The Guilford Press 

       Krisberg, B. et al. (1986).  The watershed of juvenile justice reform. Crime and Delinquency 32. 

Session 13              Participation in the National Conference on Child  

Week of April 18     Abuse and Neglect  

Session 14

April 28
Children with Special Needs: Disabilities
             

A.  Services for children with physical disabilities

B.  Services for children with development disabilities

C.  IDEA - the role of the schools

                               D.  SSI - retreat from financial support sustaining efforts


E.  The MCAS exams and their impact on special needs children

Conference Reflection Paper Due
              In class video: Frontline: The Battle Over School Choice

Required Readings
       Terman, D.L. et al. (1996). Special education for students with disabilities: Analysis and recommendations.  Future of Children: Special education for students with disabilities6(1) (Spring). (pp. 4-24). (on line)

        Martin, E.W., Martin, R., and Terman, D.L. (1996).  The legislative and litigation history of special education.  Future of Children: Special education for students with disabilities6(1) (Spring). (pp 25-39).(on line)

       Board on Children and Families, et al. (1995). Immigrant children and their families: Issues for research and policy.  Future of Children: Critical issues for children and youths 5(2) (Summer/Fall). (pp. 72-89).  (on line)

Recommended Readings:
Schwamm, J.B. (1996).  Childhood disability determination for Supplemental Security Income: Implementing the Zebley Decision.  Children and Youth Services Review 18(7) (pp. 621-635).
      Future of Children: Special education for students with disabilities 6(1) (Spring)

Session 15

Wrap-Up

May 5

A. Student responses and evaluation of the course

B. Reports on advocacy efforts
Advocacy Papers Due

Assignments and Evaluation
1.  Readings



The Required Readings reflect a range of selections related to each week’s topics.  Many of the selections come from the journal, The Future of Children.  This journal are on reserve in the SSC Library; you can read them in the Library, take them out overnight and copy them, or you can download them from the web at: www.futureofchildren.org.  Many of the additional readings are also available on line.  There is also a Reading Packet of those assigned readings that cannot be downloaded.  

Students are required to read the required readings; on those weeks where there are more than three readings, you may read three thoroughly and skim the others.  A list of Recommended Readings is included in each session for your further edification; you can also use these recommendations to help you in your research project.

2.  Mid-Term Exam

There will be an in-class, open-book mid-term exam on March 10, 2005.
3.  Attending the National Conference on Child Abuse and Neglect.

As announced previously in your Child and Family Human Behavior course, this year Boston is host to the bi-annual National Conference on Child Abuse and Neglect from April 18-23.  This is a unique opportunity for students this year, and you are required to attend the conference for at least one day.  By volunteering for 4 hours, you can attend the conference for the remainder of the day for free.  Details for how to volunteer will be provided on a separate sheet, but you can get preliminary information about the schedule and speakers at http://nccanch.acf.hhs.gov/profess/conferences/cbconference/fifteenth/booklet/speakers_events.cfm. 

Conference Reflection Paper

As part of this assignment, students are expected to attend an event closely related to your research topic (if at all possible) where you will offer comments and/or questions to the speaker(s) based on your knowledge.  Students are to submit a 3-5 page synopsis of this experience, including 1) a critique of the information provided by the speakers, based on knowledge you’ve gained through reading and discussion in this class as well as your individual research and 2) a reflection on the role that you played in your verbal comments (that is, how did it feel? did you make the point you wanted to?  how were your comments received?).  

4.  Policy Analysis Paper
The major assignment for this semester is a policy analysis paper of approximately 15 pages, on any topic of your choosing, that pertains to social policy and/or services for children and families.  You may wish to pursue in greater detail one of the topics covered in the course, or you may choose something else.  It is perfectly acceptable for you to build on work you are doing in other concentration courses (for instance, your research lab project or your Practice IV project), but you must have a policy focus for this paper.

Your topic selection and a beginning bibliography are to be submitted at the 4th class, and the paper itself is due at the 11th class session (April 7).

The format for this paper resembles that for SWPS II (SWK 703), and therefore the guidelines for a policy analysis is appended to this syllabus. This paper can use the guideline selectively. Do not resubmit a paper you have previously written for another policy class. 
Two significant goals of this assignment, as distinct from that in SWPS II,  are 1) for you to learn how the subject of your research is reflected in state policy, including in the budget and 2) for you to advocate for–or against–support for programs related to your policy analysis.  

Identifying and making contact with an advocacy group concerned with your topic will greatly facilitate the research for your paper and the completion of the advocacy assignment, below.

5.  Final Assignment: Advocacy Applications
In keeping with the paragraph above, you are required to engage in advocacy related to your topic.  Depending on the nature of your subject, your advocacy effort should include:

a) Legislative testimony concerning the need for funding for programs

            related to your topic and tagged to a specific line item in the 

            budget or to the relevant committee in the state legislature 

            that is considering legislation related to your topic;              

       b) Letters to the editor of The Boston Globe and your local      

            newspaper(s) in support of your issue; and

c) Letters to your State Rep and Senator that repeat your position.

(These various components use the same information, restated only slightly.)

      If your research more clearly lends itself to administrative or agency advocacy with the goal of improving service-delivery, your effort should take the form of a letter to a commissioner, agency head or other administrative person(s) responsible for developing and implementing policy and procedures.  

Your advocacy papers (copies of materials submitted to legislators, administrators and/or news outlets) are due at the last class.

See Appendix III for source materials related to advocacy.

6.  Class Presentation
You are responsible for a brief presentation of your policy paper and advocacy efforts, scheduled for the class session that most closely conforms to your topic.

7.  Class participation is encouraged and expected.

Salem State College assumes that all students come to the College with serious educational intent and expects them to be mature, responsible individuals who will exhibit high standards of honesty and personal conduct in their academic life.  All forms of academic dishonesty, including plagiarism, are considered to be serious offenses against the College community.

Definition of Academic Dishonesty: Submitting another person’s work as one’s own.  This includes, for example, copying another person’s work during examinations; purchasing papers; copying papers, reports or portions of papers, material from a website; copying laboratory or computer results; and presenting material from another course or paper without proper acknowledgment, citations and references. 

Penalties for plagiarism and academic dishonesty can include an automatic grade of F for the course as well as being reported to the Vice President, Academic Affairs, and can lead to suspension or expulsion from the college.  See the current Salem State College Undergraduate and Graduate Catalogues for complete descriptions of College policies on academic dishonest and the appeals procedures.  

Final Grades will be computed by the following formula:

Mid-Term                                -           25%

Policy Paper                            -           30%

Conference Reflections             -           10%

Advocacy Applications              -           15%

Class Presentation                   -             5%

Class Preparation & Participation            15%

Appendix I

Potential Topics
In addition to the topics contained in the course outline, there are many others that you might consider.  Some (you may easily think of others) include:

Child care (in more detail than covered early in the semester)

Universal kindergarten and kindergarten for 4-year-olds

Services (community based, congregate, supportive) for the developmentally delayed 

Health care for children and families (Medicaid or CHIP, for instance)

Services for children and/or parents with HIV/Aids

Wrap around services (for any population, e.g., the mentally ill, delinquents)

Family-based services

Intensive family intervention services

Services (including educational services) for homeless children and families

Services for incarcerated women and their families

Termination of parental rights

Post-adoption services

Psychotropic medication and its use in children

Policies for sexual offenders (including adolescents)

Substance abuse treatment for adolescents

Appendix II

Policy Analysis Outline
Prepared by Marguerite Rosenthal, Ph.D.

I.  Background of the Social Policy:  Social Problem Identification and Parameters

  A.  Briefly explain when this social problem was identified as an issue requiring a policy response?  Who, or what interest group(s), were responsible for bringing the issue before the public?  

 B.  How many people (or what percentage of the population or a subgroup of the population) are affected by this problem?  In other words, does the social problem especially affect an age group, a racial or ethnic group, men or women?  Is the problem confined to a section of the country, or is it a national or a world-wide problem?

C.  What theories (sociological, biological, political, economic, or any other) are there to explain the causation of this problem?  Did theorists have anything to do with bringing about public recognition of the problem, or are the theories being applied retrospectively?  Do theorists propose any solutions to the problem, and have they been instrumental in bringing about a response?

D.  What economic and social costs are associated with this problem?  That is, have costs (lost earning power or income, disrupted education, costs of treatment and the like) been identified in the literature?

II.  Description and Analysis of Current Social Policy
A.  Authority for the social policy:

1. Identify what level of government--city, state, or federal--you are examining in terms--of public policy response.  If you are examining a specific program, state how the program is funded, and if it gets monies from a public source(s), identify it (or them) as well as how the source is authorized.  

How has the policy been formalized:  legislation, judicial opinion, administrative directive, agency policy?  

2.  Who (what unit of government or what agency) is responsible for implementing  the policy?  If the policy is carried out by a private agency (or agencies), what relationship does it have to a public authority?   Are its actions controlled by legislation and/or administrative regulation?

B.  Parameters of the social policy:

 
1.  What are the initially stated ideal goals of the policy, and where are they stated (in legislation, judicial opinion, administrative manual, program proposal or description)?  What values seem to underlie the policy?

2.  What are the major components of the program:  cash benefits, in-kind benefits, services, sanctions, social controls, or some combination?  

3.  What is the nature of the program?  Is the program seen as a long-term effort or an emergency provision?  Is it designed to be primarily a prevention, treatment, remedial or emergency program?

4.  Who are the targets (clients) of the policy?  

Is this a universal or selective program?  If selective, what are the criteria for receiving services (for example:  age, geographical location, disability or conditional criteria)?

5.  How is eligibility determined?  How do clients get in and out? 

6.  How horizontally adequate is the program; in other words, people fit the intake criteria of      the program versus how many actually receive the program?

7.  How is the program funded, and how much money is allocated to it on a yearly (or some other identified time) basis?  Are there discrepancies between how much money has been requested versus how much has been allocated to the program or policy? Are there any estimates of how much money might be required to fully meet the needs of the entire target population?

Do clients pay fees, and if so, how are they determined?

8. What is the spacial (or geographical) format for delivering this policy?

Are persons in similar circumstances but living in different areas treated similarly?  If not, why not?

9.  Is there a mechanism for monitoring the program, and does this monitoring relate to the   funding mechanism?

What, if any are the due process protections for clients?

III. Analysis of Policy Outcomes

A. Have the programs implemented as a result of the policy conformed to the originally stated ideal goals, or are they clearly different from what was initially planned? If they have changed (and most programs do, at least somewhat), what accounts for the changes:  administrative procedures, informal program changes at the local level, changes in targeted populations, money difficulties, personal influence or discretion of particular administrators? Is accessibility a factor in implementation of the program? Explain any factors (formal and informal) which account for departures from the ideally stated goals.

B.  Has the definition of the social problem changed with the implementation of the program?  If so, how?

C.  What do clients of the program(s) actually get:  services, cash, sanctions, controls (and in what combination)?

Are there any indications (research reports, surveys, etc.) that indicate how clients feel about the program?  

Is there any mechanism for eliciting client reaction?

Has monitoring made any difference in program implementation?

D.  Is there vertical adequacy in the program (i.e., are services or benefits adequate to meet individual clients' needs)?


       E.  Are clients treated equally?  Are they treated equitably (fairly)?    

How do services meet the needs of or disproportionately sanction racial and/or linguistic minorities?

F.  What are the intended and unintended consequences of the program or policy?  Are there any intended or unintended consequences which affect other systems?

G.  What are the economic and social costs and benefits of the program or policy (here, please quantify)?  What are the costs per client?

H.  What are the advantages and disadvantages of the program?

I.  Overall, does the program have an impact reasonably like what was originally anticipated?

J. What social values are represented in the policy as it is actually implemented? How does the policy reinforce or alter status arrangements, rights (entitlements), and resources in society?  

Do the values embedded in the policy conform to social work values and ethics?
      K. Is there any evaluation literature on your policy?  If so, what   does it conclude? Do you agree?  Does the policy ameliorate the social problem at which it is aimed, or does it contribute to it?  How?  

IV.  Alternative Policy

Now that you’ve examined how the current policy came into being, how it has been implemented, and what its expected and unexpected consequences are, you have free rein to critique the present policy and state what you think the ideal (or preferable) policy should be.  You can (but need not be limited to) the following issues:

 A.  Do you agree with the overall thrust of the policy in question, or do  you dispute its aims values, focus? Why? How?

What changes would you seek in these dimensions?

B. What changes in the law (or administrative directive) are needed in order to reach more adequately the target population? What changes are needed to serve the target population better?

C  Is the general design of the policy adequate, or does it need fundamental changes (and what ones)?

D. Is more funding needed to fully implement the program?  How much more, and where should it come from?

E.  What changes are needed to make the program or policy more equitable, fair and consistent with social work values and ethics? 


F.  Is  the current mechanism for delivering the program a good one, or should the auspices for delivery be changed?

G.  Are there other problems which need to be addressed in order to make this policy effective?  What are they?

H.  Are there any models (either in this country or in another) of how to address in a more adequate way the social problem in question?

I.  How much would it cost to implement your policy?

J. Is there any  organized activity or general sentiment to change the current policy? Would there be resistance to change, and if so, from whom?

Here it is important to note any current legislation that is currently being considered or other policy initiatives which relate to your issue and whether these seem to improve the current situation or not and why.

APPENDIX III

Supplementary Resources for Social Policy Advocacy

To help you with the advocacy component of your paper, the following materials, some of which are in your Reading Packet, are suggested:

Ezell, M. (2001).  Advocacy in the human services.  Chap. 2, Understanding advocacy (pp. 20-36).  (RP)

       Jansson, B.S. (2003).  Obtaining skills and competencies for policy advocacy, in Becoming an effective policy advocate: From policy practice to social justice, 4th ed.  Pacific Grove, CA: Thomson, Brooks/Cole: chap. 4, Understanding the ecology of policy in governmental, electoral, community and agency settings (pp. 101-137). (RP).
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