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1. How can one explain the persistent existence of poverty in Welfare states?
To understand the persistent existence of poverty in a Welfare State, one should first define the welfare state concept. As explained by Esping-Anderson, different Welfare states coexist in the world, not every country has the same regime. These differences will have to be taken into account when discussing this concept. This author has distinguished four different kinds of welfare state: the social democratic, the corporatist, the liberal and the meridional. Each of these ideological types concentrates more on a different aspect of the society. Since we (the Socrates group) come from different countries with different welfare states, it is not possible to try to answer this question from only one point of view. 
Although there are all these differences, according to Anna Manzoni four facts should be acknowledged. Firstly, social democratic countries encounter less recurrent and persistent poverty than the other regimes. Secondly, the disadvantage groups and those who are unable to participate in the labour market in the social democratic regime have a lower risk of poverty than in the other regimes. Thirdly, even though the initial exit rate is higher for the social democratic regime, with time the exit rate tends to be similar for all the countries. Finally, the liberal regimes have to deal with the highest rate of recurrent and persistent poverty. Some of these intern regime differences can be explained by economic inequality and inequity.
However, above these differences, some households and individuals have certain characteristics that make them more at risk of poverty. These are, still according to Ms Manzoni: female head, old head, low educated head, each additional child and unemployment.

One can partly explain these differences in the welfare states by the fact that every country is in another development stage of its welfare state.  According to these stages, the government has different priorities to focus on, which influences the policy making. When choosing priorities and the development of policies, the government has to make important choices. For example, there is the choice to support all the citizens or to support only particular groups and have a sort of crisis intervention policy. The latter is common in the South European countries and keeps the persistent poverty alive, the former is a policy typical for the Scandinavian model, Sweden in particular. However the Swedish example looks like an ideal measure, it is not only a matter of priorities. It has also to do with the budget that is available. The Scandinavian model is very expensive and is only afforded in very wealthy countries. Not every welfare state has this much money to spend, and not every country wants to spend so much of the budget on social measures.

In an attempt to explain the persistent existence of poverty in the modern welfare state, we could think of the following. The traditional welfare state was an answer to the problems the societies had to face in a time of structural social and economical change. The policies that every country installed covered some of the problems of the time. The welfare state was a success to solve some temporary problems. 
But now, new issues and risks have arisen, like individualisation, obsolescence, increasing immigration, a changed family structure. The traditional welfare state concept is not adapted to offer a solution to these new issues anymore. The social services do not cover fully the basic needs anymore, and do not sufficiently cover the problems that come with the new risks. The allowances provided for people under the poverty line, are not sufficient to reach a level above the poverty line. The problems have moved to other domains of the daily life and the traditional welfare state cannot cope with that. 
According to this problem, we could say that the concept of the "welfare state" does not exist anymore or has to be put into question. The concept has become very vague and obsolete. In this regard, it would be useful to think of an adaptation and modernisation of the welfare state to the current society and a reconsideration of the concept of the welfare state.  
2. Develop suggestions to improve bridging social capital without hurting bounding social capital?

Integration is a very prominent issue in all of the participating countries. Every country is facing problems concerning minority groups or foreigners. Although every country has its own history of migration and presence of minority groups, there are some similarities in the way problems concerning minority groups are experienced.

There are different ways and degrees in which minority groups adapt to the host culture. Maus (1998) developed a model in which four of the most common strategies are presented. Before we will continue this essay, it's important that those strategies are defined.

· Integration: Process of mutual adaptation between immigrants and the shelter society.

· Assimilation: Unilateral adaptation process. 

· Multiculturalism: Development of immigrant communities inside ‘closed’ ethnic societies. 

· Segregation: Simultaneous break up with immigrant’s and shelter culture.

Integration is often seen as the solution of the minority problem, because in this strategy the individual is adapting but is able to keep its own culture, it doesn't harm the host culture or the individual’s culture of origin.

Assimilation doesn't bring negative consequences in the host society, but has the danger that individuals lose there identity because they “are forgetting were they came from”. 

Multiculturalism and segregation are often seen as a problem. This is because societies with these strategies are not united (they are segregated). It has often been said that these societies have no identity because they are not seen as a whole. Different groups live close to each other without living together. This principle can have negative consequences for the minority group as well as for the host culture itself. Examples that are often seen as a consequence of segregation/multiculturalism are: increase of violence, discrimination, inequality (in the economic and social dimension) and school dropout.

In all of the participating countries the government is concerned about the integration problem. All of them have developed policies to tackle the negative consequences of multiculturalism and segregation. These policies are concentrated on bounding social capital. The World bank defines Social Capital as: “Social capital refers to the institutions, relations and norms that shape quality and quantity of a social interactions. Social capital is not just a sum of the institutions which underpin a society-  It's the glue that holds them together”.  Putnam uses the following definition: “Social Capital refers to the connections among individuals- social network and the norms of reciprocity and trustworthiness that arise from them.”
Social capital is, according to us, a very important factor in a well functioning society. As used in the World bank definition, the glue is a very important factor. If the glue is not present enough, it's the government’s responsibility to “create” it.

There are two different sorts of social capital which can be created. Bounding Social capital and Bridging social capital: 

Bounding social capital refers to the social capital in a (minority) group while bridging social capital refers to the social capital between different minority groups or between the minority group and the majority in a society.

Like mentioned earlier, every participating country has some policies or initiatives to tackle the integration problem by creating bridging social capital. By building social capital it's important not to hurt bounding social capital. Bridging social capital by hurting bounding social capital is the risk of ending in a stage of Assimilation. 

To have an idea of the initiatives in each country, we will list two examples of initiatives: 

· In Tilburg (Netherlands) once a year a special carnival is organized. This carnival combines the Brabantse carnival (carnival celebrated southern province of the Netherlands) with the carnival which is celebrated on the Dutch Antilles (former colonies of the Netherlands and origin of many immigrants) There are lots of differences between the two carnivals, the music, clothes and dances differ a lot. During this day every one is invited to join. This example shows that you can exchange information, adapt and learn from other cultures without harming or reject your own culture.

· In Switzerland some neighborhoods organize picnics to give people the ability to meet each other. Immigrants are invited to bring some traditional food. 

Suggestions: 

Of course it's important that the government takes responsibility for the integration problems within the country, but we think that building and bridging social capital have to start on a local level. Because the lack of integration is often an attitude problem ( as well the attitude of the minority group towards the majority one, than the other way around), initiatives should effect the individual first before there can be, for example, a well-working major policy. This means that initiatives should be created and developed by local and small initiatives. This increases the chance that projects will work and reach the people. The role of the government here is to support and subsidies initiatives.  

We think that school is a good place to start initiatives. Children with different background are put together, they develop ideas and attitudes during the schooling years. The school is a very good place to reach a lot of kids. Our suggestion is to developed projects in this institution. Projects have to focus on sharing, doing things together and learning about other cultures.  

3. The aid system has today its emphasize to reduce financial/material poverty. How can or/and should communities/the system handle lack of social capital?

How to deal with lack of social capital?:
We think it is important to focus on social capital, not only the economic aspects of poverty. When it comes to social capital it is important to clarify that it is fundamental for the children to have grown-ups around them, a supporting/trusting environment but not necessarily just the mother or/and father. Other role models from society like teachers also play a part in the social capital of children. 
"Social Capital keeps bad things from happening to good kids" - Putnam 2000:296
 
Today’s situation:
We've noticed that most of the countries represented here are becoming more individualistic. (Belgium, the Netherlands, Sweden and Switzerland) One example of this individualisation is that young adults take more responsibility over themselves and that it is far more common that young adults move away from home compared to for instance to Greece and Portugal. The citizens in the more individualistic countries are relaying on themselves and usually have a small social network. If someone is in need of help (economic etc.) and lack social capital there is just the government to turn to in general. We can also conclude after our discussions that in Belgium, The Netherlands, Sweden and Switzerland the bounding with the community and the neighbourhood, if it even exists, aren't as prioritised or valued as in countries like Portugal and Greece. Some exceptions concerning individualisation are Greece and Portugal as mentioned earlier. These countries seem to in some sense still value collectively dealing with issues and looking after each other. The community in these countries takes a larger responsibility. Neighbours often have a good relationship with each other and may function as an extension of the family.

Many argue that the change to a modern society has lead to more divorces and new forms of family constellations. The nuclear family has lost its meaning in some sense. The question is which is better? Traditional values of a nuclear family, or the modern society that allows other types of families and the idea of standing on your own two feet without being dependent of others. It has it's pro's and con's. In Greece and Portugal the nuclear family is still valued and has stronger family bounding between the different family members. 
Policies: 
Some examples of policies in the represented countries are for instance: Parent school meetings in all countries, school obligated by law in all countries represented even though till what age can vary, local initiatives that promotes bounding within the community, neighbourhood initiatives like in Sweden where locals often are available to different festivities organised by the people in the neighbourhood. For example some activities like auctions, or arranged dinner parties or picnics. 

Different private initiatives also play an important role in this matter. In Portugal for example poor children gets pencils and notebooks so they have the opportunity to go to school.  
 
Suggestions:
The government should sponsor or subsidise local initiatives, or contribute with locals and facilities to ease the arrangement of certain appropriate activities that aims to increase social capital. A municipality fund from which people can apply for money with this purpose is one idea. And the municipality in the other hand should have the opportunity to control the use of the money and that the activities are used in an effective way. There should also be a satisfactory amount of locals and facilities that is available for all. 
To give people the possibility to have good and satisfactory social capital we think it's important to focus on the school situation, it is a fundamental element to increase social capital. In school children, young adults or even adults can have teachers as an influential support as well as other students. Furthermore we think that education is one thing that is fundamental as an opportunity to get social capital. Therefore it is important to promote education for especially women and girls. One other suggestion is to include after school activities for children that aims to increase social capital.  
Teachers should have an obligation to take more responsibility over their pupils and students. One example is if signs of children lacking social capital repeatedly shows can be considered as a warning sign or indicator of other problems: family situation, abuse etc. In case of that happening, the issue needs to be addressed instantly, and necessary interventions can be made with help from appropriate authorities. For that to work properly different authorities need to have a close cooperation with each other. Interventions or support from for example authorities like social services would run more smoothly if you educate children about the services provided. So tighter connection and understanding between all parts: students and pupils - teacher, pupils and students - school and other authorities, school - other authorities.

4. Can you see any link between poverty and health​?
According to our group poverty can be linked to bad health. Although this doesn’t only concern the children, but also the adults, we will only concentrate on the problems that poor children have to face. Which are the barriers to good health? 
If the child encounters difficulties in one of the five domains, listed below he might be at risk for health problems. These domains concern mental and physical aspect of the person. These are nutrition; sport access; healthcare quality; stress and finally housing quality. 

Nutrition: Because poor children live in a household with lower income, they often have a bad diet, which can either lead to undernourishment or overweight problems. The food they are served is often not fresh and doesn’t contain any vegetables and is high caloric. The food quality doesn’t seem to be a priority because the families have other priorities, such as earning money. 

Sport: Sport activities are very important for the mental and physical health. Children need to spend their energy, running around for example. The group activities also have a good influence on the social network, for example learning to be fair play. Unfortunately frequent access to sport is not always easy; to be in a club is expensive, the transport to the club is not well organized and parents don’t always believe in the benefit of it. They want the child to stay at home and help with, for example, the cleaning and cooking. On the other hand, the child might feel excluded from the others, if  he can’t do like them, for example play tennis or go skiing, both of these sports are expensive and a lot material has to be bought.
Healthcare quality: Although there are a lot of differences in the healthcare systems between the countries, a basic or bad insurance usually leads to a bad access to health care facilities. Because the person has to pay with its own money (doesn’t get reimbursed) he might decide not to go to the doctor. The problem will then get worse, which will cost even more. Other than that, these people can’t get a quick appointment and have to go in certain cases to the hospital which is overcrowded. In some countries the service offered by the hospital is of a lower quality. 

Stress: The stress atmosphere in the family can influence the behavior of the child. They are stressed for different reasons, money problem (debts), their status, the labour market, in fact from the whole situations. As we all knows stress can lead to health problems, different illness are linked to stress. 

Housing: Poor families encounter housing quality problems, such as very small apartment for a large family, not as goods hygiene because of the living conditions (rain in house, isolated, dirt, living in an unhealthy environment).
5. Positive discrimination for disabled children linked to youth’s health
When we discuss the improvement of youth’s health, there is a particular example we might pay attention to. Positive discrimination could be seen as an extreme form of a policy to improve someone’s situation. We can take the example of positive discrimination for disabled children. We look at this issue in the context of schools. We understand under the concept of positive discrimination that mentally or physically disabled children are included in normal schools, where they get extra attention of the teachers, extra advantages, extra money, special treatment and special rules. 

A topic like this is an ethical issue, and while discussing it, one has to be careful and precise in choosing and using words to talk about the issue. This kind of issues contains an almost unsolvable question, where there is never a distinct tendency to have a pro or contra position. Every argument pro one group or person implies an argument contra from the perspective of someone else. In these discussions it is difficult to find the right balance between the advantages and disadvantages of a policy which uses positive discrimination. 

First we can mention the advantages of positive discrimination of disabled children in normal schools. When children are confronted with disabled people, children who are a bit ‘different’ than they are, they will get easier used to it than previous generations. The habit in earlier years was to seclude disabled people in institutions, far away from the society. Now the tendency in the most welfare states is to include the disabled from childhood on. This seems to us like a good tendency towards tolerance and acceptance of people that are different than the others. In this way, the inclusion of disabled children can be a start to a mental change over the generations. 

This will probably lead to less social exclusion in the future, because the children that are grown up then know how to interact with people that are different. In a plural and multicultural society, tolerance towards differences between people is a quality of great value. 

When the teacher has extra lessons and pays extra attention to the disabled child, or when the disabled child has a personal teacher, it could be positive for the class group because they do not have to experience negative consequences of the disabled child in their group. The educational level does not have to be adapted to the child, so the other children can have a normal education. In this way, the disabled child is not excluded, but can have his own adapted study programme.

It is always positive that the disabled children get more money to realize an environment that is adapted to them and their needs and contains all the necessary facilities. They have their facilities in special houses or institutions, but then stigmatization and seclusion appear. So when positive discrimination acts lead to an adapted environment for the disabled, without secluding them, this can only be a positive thing. In this regard, we can also think about the law in some countries that oblige to have a toilet for disabled people. With this act, the threshold for inclusion decreases and disabled people themselves feel invited to join the society. 

The negative side on this financial policy is that other children get less money to realize things that would be beneficial for them. The problem with the spending or subsidies of the government is always that the budget is limited. Not everyone can get the same amount of money. When the disabled children are positively discriminated, other disadvantaged children maybe cannot be helped properly. Children from poor families, minorities, immigrants, etc. can feel disadvantaged concerning positive discriminations acts for disabled children. Also the other children in the class or school can experience feelings of jealousy or unfairness when the disabled child gets benefits from the school and attention of the teacher that they do not get. 

In a negative situation, this could lead to exclusion of the disabled child by the group. So we may notice the danger of positive discrimination evolving to negative discrimination and stigmatizing, when just the opposite is the aim of the policy. Maybe good information for the children about the disability and the situation of the child can help them to accept the positive discrimination. 

6. What consequences for the quality of life of children can you see/predict looking at the modern society?

The individualization of society is a process which has been criticized a lot.  People often see that modern society goes hand in hand with a lack of social capital. As been said before: The definition of social capital made by Putnam is:  'Social Capital refers to the connections among individuals- social network and the norms of reciprocity and trustworthiness that arise from them.'   Social Capital includes community social capital as well family social capital.

In an individualized country the individual is the central actor in society and is very independent of networks. The Indicators of individualization are; the increase of level of divorces and single parent families, the decrease of interest in shared activities, visiting churches and contact with the nuclear family as well as the extended family. 

The degree of individualization is very different in the participating countries. The biggest contrast is between the Western-European countries and the Southern-European countries. The level of family- and community social capital in the Southern-European countries is higher than in Western countries. In Greece and Portugal the nuclear and extended family is taking a central role in the live of individual. In Western countries this bound is weaker. It’s interesting to see that in the countries with weaker ties and a lower level of social capital have a higher degree of development of a welfare state. We can not make a conclusion out of this concept. This is because there is a causality problem: Is the welfare state in Western countries developed because of the lack of social capital in a society or is the welfare state in Southern European not as well developed because the family and community are taking the responsibility for the individual and the government is not used to take the position of a ‘ father’ ? 

It’s always a big discussion if the process of individualization is negative for society. Some people agree with the fact and see individualization of society is the beginning of the end. Others see the process just as a logical changement in society to which we can adapt. However, it is for sure that individualization has effects on the human being. 

Children are affected by this process as well. As been said before, the position of the family is changing. The increase of divorces and single parent families has the effect that families are smaller. Because a single parent has to work to earn money, children in a modern society will spend more of their time on other places than at home. During the past years there has been a big increase in working mothers. Rates of children on daycare are increasing significantly. In Holland and Belgium there even is a problem with long waiting lists, because the capacity is not big enough. There is always a discussion about bringing your child to daycare is good for his/her development and family social connection or not. In Sweden it’s very normal to bring your children to daycare the whole week. In Portugal for example this is not the case.

The modern society may go hand in hand with a lack of social capital, in a lot of countries the modern society is also connected with a growing welfare state. This means that the government takes more responsibility for peoples live. Example of positive effects are: Growing knowledge and research, cooperation between institutions, social work cooperates with schools and can provide a supporting and safe environment, influence of the government in welfare issues (like providing minimum income), development of the education system.  These factors can have a positive effect on the welfare of the children.

The conclusion in this matter is, that there may be a decrease in family social capital in the life of the child, the growing welfare state is also giving lots of opportunities for growing up in a healthy and stimulating environment. 
