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SOCIAL WORK POLICY PRACTICE  
Course Overview and Purpose
This course is designed to familiarize students with the methods of social work policy practice and policy advocacy as a problem‑solving process.  Emphasis is on techniques of policy advocacy and the analysis of social policy consequences and outcomes.   "Social policy" here includes the broad array of policies enacted by federal, state, and local governments; planning commissions; boards of education; and other bodies that oversee the distribution of goods and services to some part of the "public."  Policy influences on the structure and organization of service delivery and on worker‑client interactions are also addressed.  The effects of race/ethnicity, gender, and social class on the policy process are included in the course domain.

Objectives
At the end of this course, students will be able to:

1.
Integrate policy practice into the spectrum of social work practice;

2.
Provide a conceptualization of policy advocacy and policy practice;

3.
Collect and synthesize policy‑relevant data;

5.
Complete an abbreviated policy analysis;

6.
Propose policy advocacy campaign; and

7.
Explore the effects of policy on diverse populations.

Course Structure
This methods course includes lecture, discussion, and small group discussion.

Course Text:  

Jansson, B.S. (2003)   Becoming an Effective Policy Advocate. Fourth  Edition.  Pacific Grove: Brooks/Cole. 

Haynes, K. S., &  Mickelson, J. S.  (2006).  Affecting Change.  Sixth Edition.  Boston: Pearson Education (Allyn and Bacon).

Course Requirements
Course grade is based  on a major  policy assignment  and class involvement in this assignment.   The details of this assignment will be discussed in class.

***********************************************************************************


COURSE OUTLINE AND ASSIGNMENT SCHEDULE
***********************************************************************************


WEEK I: April 6





INTRODUCTION TO COURSE AND ASSIGNMENT

What is policy analysis and policy advocacy?  

What is policy impact analysis?

Assignment for next week

TEXTS (both):
Chapter 1


WEEK II: April 13


RESEARCHING POLICY 

Understanding policy history

Reviewing policy formulation and implementation

 Haynes & Mickelson, Chapters2‑4


SESSION III: April 20


UNDERSTANDING SOCIAL WELFARE


POLICY ANALYSIS AND ADVOCACY  

What is policy advocacy?

JANSSON:
Chapter 2

Domanski, M.D.  (1998).  Prototypes of social work political participation: an empirical model.  Social Work, 43, 156‑167.  (ONLINE)


SESSION IV: April 27


FRAMEWORKS FOR POLICY ANALYSIS
Jansson:


Chapter 3‑4

Haynes & Mickelson:
Chapter 5


WEEK V ‑ VII:  May 4, 11, 18 


ADVOCACY CAMPAIGNS AND STRATEGIES

Haynes & Mickelson, Chapters 6‑11

Coalition Building:

Mizrahi, T. & Rosenthal, B.  (2001).  Complexities of coalition building: Leaders’ successes, strategies, struggles, and solutions.  Social Work, 46, 63.  (ONLINE)

Public Hearing Testimony:

Sharwell, G. (1982).  How to testify before a legislative committee.  In M. Mahaffey & J. Hanks (Eds.), Practical politics: Social work and political responsibility (pp. 85‑98).  Silver Spring, MD: NASW.

Preventing HIV/AIDS in adolescents.  Journal of School Health, 64, 39‑42. (ONLINE)

Telephone Campaigns:

Faucheux, R.  (2000).  Citizen leader programs: Putting phones to work.  Campaigns & Elections, 21, 61.  (ONLINE)

Clinton, W.  (1995).  Telephone campaigning: the interactive medium.  Campaigns & Elections, 16, 33.  (ONLINE)

Electronic Advocacy:

Fitzgerald, E. & McNutt, J.  (1999).  Electronic advocacy in policy practice: A framework for teaching technologically based practice.  Journal of Social Work Education, 35, 331.  (ONLINE)

West, D. & Francis, R.  (1996).  Electronic advocacy: Interest groups and public policy making.  PS: Political Science & Politics, 29, 25‑29.  (ONLINE)

The Public Service Announcement

Wolburg, J. (2001).  The "risky business" of binge drinking among college students:  Using risk models for PSAs and anti‑drinking campaigns.  Journal of Advertising, 30, 23‑39.  (ONLINE)

Study: PSAs effective in reducing teen marijuana use.  Alcoholism & Drug Use Weekly, 13, 4.  (ONLINE)

Myrick, R. (1999).  Making women visible through health communication: Representations of gender in AIDS PSAs.  Women’s Studies in Communication, 22, 45.  (ONLINE)

Showers, J.  (1992).  Shaken baby syndrome: The problem and a model for prevention.  Children Today, 21, 34‑37.  (ONLINE)

Other:

McPherson, D.  (1993).  Twelve tips to stretch your nonprofit media relations dollar.   Public Relations Quarterly, 38, 41‑42.   (ONLINE)

Fram, E., Sethi, S., & Namiki, N.  (1993).  Newspaper advocacy advertising: Molder of public opinion.   USA Today (magazine), 122, 90‑92.  (ONLINE).


SESSIONS VIII: May 25

THE POLICY ADVOCACY PROCESS

Understanding problems and defining solutions

Specific class topics selected by class

Jansson:
Chapters 5‑9


SESSIONS IX ‑ X: June 1,8


"WORKING THE SYSTEM" and


BUT IT IS NEVER REALLY OVER:


MONITORING THE IMPLEMENTATION

Navigating the political sea;

Monitoring and assessing policy after its passage;

Course wrap‑up

Jansson:


Chapters 10 ‑15

Haynes & Mickelson:
Chapters12‑13


POLICY PRACTICE ASSIGNMENT 


Session X: June 8

The class assignment has been developed in conjunction with the office of a City of Los Angeles policy maker and is intended to illuminate the manner in which this class effort can be used to address a current policy area/concern.

The "deliverable" is a completed report that provides detail data on the existing truancy programs utilized by the Los Angeles Unified School District.   The report will include the following elements:

•
Executive Summary

•
Overview of federal, state, and local policies designed to combat truancy;

•
Survey of truancy programs: program location; sources of referrals;  program history; source(s) of funding; goals; participant description; number of participants; methods of evaluation; and other relevant program information.

•
Analysis that includes coverage; program strengths; program limitations.

•
Recommendations for policy, practice, and evaluation.

NOTES:

