Final Report
Socrates intensive program 2008

Group E

Bram van Asten

Catia Cruz

Christine Fragniere

Jessica Hekking

Valeria Makropoulou

Nasia Metoki

Frida Tillberg

Introduction

Seven people from six different countries came together to discuss one of the problems of their societies: the poverty and social deprivation of children in the European Union. And what a discussion group it was, there was never a dull moment, and emotions soared through the roof. We could not agree on just three topics to discuss, and therefore will discuss five. Two of them will be discussed shortly, the other 3 are more extensive.
We will talk briefly about why persistent poverty is observed more frequently within secluded cultural communities. We will also discuss whether it is possible to have universal and targeted approaches simultaneously, when discussing policies. 
Thirdly, we will try to answer the question why there is still poverty in the welfare states. After giving some numbers on children’s poverty in Europe, three reasons will be given for the still existing number of poor in our welfare states. We will talk about the imperfectness of the system, the relativity of poverty, and surprisingly enough, about human nature.

Then, we were interested in the question on how to improve bridging social capital without diminishing bounding social capital. After giving the definitions for the different types of social capital, we will spot the problems of our society,  and give suggestions on how too make bridging social capital stronger, while keeping the bounding social capital intact.

At last we will talk about social marketing. What is the social marketing experience in your country is the first question we answered. After that we will talk about prostitution and social marketing, and the strategies we would use to imply social marketing on this topic.

Why is persistent poverty observed more frequently within secluded cultural communities in Europe? 
When discussing this question with the group we talked about 2 main aspects: the human diversity and the ineffectiveness of the system. 

When concerning human diversity, we focus on cultural differences, which can be split up on different levels. First of all, the tradition and values, these have evolved throughout the years and are different according to their culture or society. Language is also an important point when discussing the differences of human. This can cause difficulties with communication between different groups. Further more there is the variation in clothing. Every culture has its own way of dressing, which could cause acceptation problems. Lastly, we can name the difference in role patterns, for example the relationship between man and women, which is self explanatory.

Another point we focused on during our discussion is religious differences. It is important to look at the influence of religion on daily life. Some religions have a bigger impact. When we look at the Muslim culture, we can see that everyday life is affected. According to their religion, they have to pray five times a day, while Catholics should only go to church on Sunday mornings. Another religious difference is the level of dedication. Some people are willing to die in the name of their god

Ineffectiveness of the system

In this point we discussed about Ineffectiveness of the system. We focus our attention in three mains points. First of all, we saw the hard process of legalization for the immigrants. Usually that process takes a long time that make some people stay in an illegal situation in the country. The second main point is connected about the penalization of foreigners. That happens when they are discriminated by the country’s laws, the system and the locals. At last we broach that the immigrants are prejudiced by media and wing parties, which means that this both elements make/transmit a wrong idea of them.   

Concerning policies, can we have universal and targeted approaches simultaneously?
In this case the definition of ‘universal’ was very important, and under discussion. We came up with two different definitions and points of view. First we defined ‘universal’ as a basic guideline for all counties alike, but adapting to the needs of each country. According to this approach, it is indeed possible to have universal and targeted approaches simultaneously. We can learn from the Kyoto Treaty where every country was instructed to reduce their carbon dioxide production and make it drop to a certain level. But the way in which they will do this, is up to each country’s policy. One example of an already existing policy is the European Social Fund, which is supported by the European Union. 

There are two advantages when we look at it in this way. First of all, counties can learn from each other. For example, a policy that works extremely well in Greece could also function well in Portugal. Secondly, in this way, the equality between member states will be improved.

However, there is also a disadvantage to this kind of policy making. Namely, that the enormousness, especially the bureaucracy, slows down the system terribly. This is a reason why it takes a long time to innovate and change.  

On the other hand, we came up with a different definition too. ‘Universal’ could also mean same policies for everyone but with no diversity. It becomes obvious in this way that something like this is not a possibility because people, cultures and social status differ too much. The main idea is that what is beneficial to one is not to another, so one policy can not be implied to all countries.

Why is there still poverty in the welfare state?

Child poverty in the welfare state doesn’t mean that a child is starving or lacks a place to live. For example, it means that children can’t participate in activities like other children; they can’t play ice hockey, play an instrument or maybe go to the cinema as often as other children in the same age do. This is because their parents don’t have an economy to make this possible. 

16% of all people in European countries live with a risk to get in poverty. 8 % of them are getting a job but the risk for poverty is still high. Out of 78 million Europeans who live in the risk zone for poverty, 19 million are children.

One of the explanations is the pay gap between people in welfare states. It’s because there are big salary differences between what kind of job you got. Its high pay gaps specially between men and women.  Women earn 15% less then men in European countries.  This is a big problem, also that people are working and still lived in poverty. The most exposed group is the single parents. And especially the one who has a foreign background. In Sweden for example these children constitute for 50% of all the children who lived in poverty. And a child who lived with a Swedish single parent constitute for 23%. 

In the European countries poverty is mainly relative that means that it is more related to social exclusion and inequalities than to the satisfaction of needs. So it is hard to qualify which people are really poor and which are just at the limit. That is why an arbitrary calculation is used to define this limit. In fact it is not very objective to put a line only with a mathematical calculation, but it is a way to have an idea of the people at risk. According to Jean-Marc Falter “the relative poverty level is set at 50% of a median income.”
 , but the EU measure of low income is a household income below 60% of the contemporary, national, median household income before deducting housing costs”
. So in fact some people are in this category but that does not mean that they are feeling poor or socially excluded. As an example many students have little incomes but are not excluded from their society. They could live like other students. On the other hand, some people could feel poor even if they are not included in the statistics. For example if they live in an isolated quarter and have a lot of charges because of that, they could feel social excluded.

 If the welfare state did not eradicate the poverty in our state it has to improve the situation of quality of life in general. Not every people benefit from all advantages of this new quality of life. That does not mean that they will automatically feel excluded. For example a rich man of our society with a pool and a nice car could feel excluded if he sleep 50 years and woke up in a world where people have not only there own car but also there own plane.

As a suggestion, it would be important to maintain and improve as far as possible the welfare state.  That is what people are trying to do since the beginning of his creation even if some people do not like it and would rather prefer a system more individualist. We could improve the system by trying to work together more often. It is important to build a network between the different domains: politic, sociology, psychology, etc. It would also help to make people more aware of their rights but also of the condition of other people. Social marketing could be used to do that.

Moreover Child Welfare has to protect and care for children, to minimize harm to children and youth. Services of the Welfare are aimed at stabilizing the family situation and straightening the family s capacity to care for their children. When safety is not possible within the family, services are focused on the children’s need for a stable, permanent home as quickly as possible.

What can be done:

· Children and youth shall have the right to be raised by their families or origin. Families have the responsibility to raise and nurture their own children. Some reasonable efforts shall be made to maintain the family unit through the provision of in-home services.

· Appropriate and culturally competent services shall be provided to families and children in their own homes and in out of home placement.

· Consideration of the child’s age, race, ethnicity, culture, language, religion and special needs shall guide the choice of out of home and adoptive placements.

· Case planning shall involve the family so that relevant services can be provided to promote rehabilitation and reunification.

Problems and suggestions for improving bridging social capital without diminishing bounding social capital
Social capital is the network that connects people to each other and to society. Next to a stabile economic situation, social capital is an important way to improve ones chances in life. According to Robert Putnam, we can divide social capital into two different types: Bounding and bridging social capital. Bounding social capital is the network and relations within the own, often homogeneous, community. Bridging social capital is defined as the network and relations between people and the official institutions in a society, and between heterogeneous groups, who often have a different ethnic background.

A problem that can emerge is that the bounding social capital is so strong, that the social cohesion between different groups can be blocked. People only fall back on their own homogeneous group, and contact between different groups is difficult. Prejudice and dislikes could lead to exclusion, seclusion and segregation. To improve this situation and create a more equal, tolerant society for all groups, it is important to work on a stronger bridging social capital.

We will try to determine some of the main problems that are related to weak bridging social capital, and give suggestions to improve the situation.   

According to us, there are two main problems that cause the split between different groups. First of all, a main issue is the seclusion of communities. Ethnic groups live together in the same neighborhood and diversity in these neighborhoods is extremely low. Because a lot of these ethnicities are groups with a high risk at poverty, this could lead to the formation of ghettos. Because of the high unemployment rate their contacts with society is extremely low. Children are going to so called ‘black schools’ (A known phenomenon in the Netherlands), which means that diversity in school classes is very low. Because of this, making contact with other groups and society becomes difficult. In effect, this situation leads to segregation in multiple areas.

Whether this is the cause or the consequence, prejudice is also a main issue. Many times, groups have a negative image of the shelter society and vice versa. This image often stems from the negative attention the media gives to groups of different ethnic origins. This makes the whole process of integrating quite inert. Because of this image there is no incentive to make contact with other groups or the shelter society. 

Now we will try to give suggestions to improve the situation. We say ‘suggestions’ on purpose because we believe there is no perfect solution: ‘Every ‘solution’ creates its own set of problems.’ 

To stimulate integration one would say that you just have to counter ethnic concentration. This seems impossible to us because that would mean you would have to start moving people around even when they don’t want to. The purpose of these suggestions is to improve bridging social capital, not to diminish bounding social capital.

An important suggestion we have is to improve the accessibility of the educational system. Most migrant groups on average have a lower education level. This means that they lack the opportunity to really get in to society. Often is seen that the barriers to enter higher education and in some countries even high school are high for these migrant groups. But even elementary schools have some form of discrimination. Often is the case that children attend an elementary school with children form the same group. This leads to segregation of schools and in effect to segregation in society. So we suggest, as we mentioned earlier, to make school equally accessible to everyone. Taking away the barriers to attend a school that is very diverse, we think you improve the bridging social capital. Maybe as a consequence of this, more migrant children will and up in higher education and build up a strong network and eventually have a descent job.     

Another suggestion is to try and change the mentality that exists among the groups. This means that people should receive more objective information and not just the information that the media produces. Media tend to be subjective about certain topics and highlight certain problem groups. 

It is also possible to organize activities for people so they can come in contact with each other. Now people do not connect with each other, what means that their ideas are not refuted. This is also true for children. A good way for children to get in contact with each other is attending group activities. Activities like sports and dancing are a good way to make it happen. Therefore sport clubs should be free for the children to socialize them at an early age to feel part of the society.

A last suggestion we have is a project that resembles the Socrates Intensive program. This project actually resembles the society. The different countries attending the program could be seen as different ethnic groups and the whole group can be seen as society. The discussion groups are the activities that improve the bridging social capital. Afterwards you can go back to your own group if you want, so bounding social capital is not affected. The whole idea of a project like this is that you can integrate into new groups as well as to keep relying on your own group. So in effect, improvement of bridging social capital is reached without diminishing bounding social capital.

It will not be easy to accomplish, but when our suggestion prove to be effective, social cohesion and problems around integration will not be an issue anymore.
Social Marketing

At this point we will talk about Social Marketing and how people experience in each country. We will also describe which point we would like to apply Social Marketing for and the reasons of our choice. The last issue will be some strategies we would use in order to make our idea more efficient. These are the points we will develop as far as this subject is concerned.

First of all there is a need to explain what the meaning of Social Marketing is. Karter and Zaltman (1971) said that Social Marketing is “the application of commercial marketing to the solution of social and Health problems”. Another definition is that Social Marketing is the ‘systematic application of marketing along with other concepts and techniques to achieve specific behavioral goals for a social good”. (http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Social_marketing).

Social Marketing has almost the same topics in every country. Still, they are presented in different ways each of them focusing in the seriousness of each country’s problems. The most common topics of Social Marketing are health problems like AIDS or cancer, violence including domestic or child violence, dangerous behavior that may be a result of careless driving, alcohol or drug use. Many Social Marketing advertisements come from NGO’s such as Greenpeace and UNICEF and aim in sharing their beliefs to everyone. But a question is raised at this point which has to do with the people behind Social Marketing. For instance, in Greece there is a TV commercial forwarded by a well known beer company which actually encourages people to be careful when they drink and drive. This is a controversy of course, so the incentives of that beer company should be under consideration for each one of us.

The second issue we discussed was the topic we would like to apply Social Marketing for. We chose to apply prostitution because it is a problem in every society that hides itself very efficiently. Apart for that, most of the times it is highly connected to violence and also violates the Human Rights. According to Article 5 of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights: “No one shall be subjected to torture or to cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment. “ (http://www.unhchr.ch/udhr/lang/eng.htm).
So, our last subject has to do with the strategies we would like to use so that we make Social Marketing for prostitution in fact work. We thought of TV commercials, giant advertising posters in the streets and Internet. In order to make the above catch the people’s eye we agreed that they should all have motivating content which could be either something emotional or something shocking. Furthermore, we believed that a free line in which people could call and ask questions, be informed, give opinions or charge an incident. So this free line’s number would be great to be presented in all the above. Now as far as the Internet is concerned, apart from all it could also contain a link that would take anyone that visits the web page, to another web place where information concerning prostitution will be presented. This would be beneficial so that everyone gets to see the problems’ real dimensions.
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