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Abstract 

According to much of the relevant literature, achieving good youth and community work is 

simple, straightforward, and uncomplicated. However, realising good practice may not be so 

easy in light of the extent of reports of bad practice in social work and human services. This 

study investigated and critiqued commonplace accounts of how good caring work can be 

achieved. In particular two problems with the literature were identified and examined. First, I 

argue that, often, descriptions of good practice in the helping professions are deficient. 

Second, I make the case that the typical ways of funding and regulating the people 

professions to achieve good practice are inadequate. These concerns warrant further research 

on the question: how can good practice in youth and community work be achieved? 
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Introduction 

A significant body of academic work suggests that good practice in youth and community 

work is fairly easy to define, identify, and achieve. Robyn Miller, the Chief Practitioner for 

child protection and youth justice in Victoria, offered a case in point by arguing, “while the 

work can be complex, the essence of good practice is simple”.
1
 This essence of good practice 

in human services is typically said to include quality relationships, early intervention, a code 

of ethics, evidence-based practice, and altruism. However, perennial failures in social 

services including statutory child protection systems, youth justice centers, and out-of-home 

care services suggest that good practice is not so straightforward.
2
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In this chapter, I follow Lather’s lead and ‘trouble’ common and popular accounts of good 

practice in human services.
3
 I also draw on Bacchi’s “what’s the problem represented to be?” 

approach to critically interrogate representations of how good human service practice can be 

achieved.
4
 These approaches suggest that if we are serious about articulating and achieving 

good practice in social welfare services, then a good place to start is to investigate the gaps, 

errors, and failed attempts in the literature to explain what good caring work is and how it can 

be achieved. 

 

I make the case that descriptions of good practice in fields such as social work, youth work, 

aged care, and disability care are often flawed. In particular, two problems with the literature 

are examined and these concerns are illustrated with relevant case studies. First, I identify 

deficiencies with accounts of good practice in the helping professions. I analyse the 

Australian Youth Affairs Coalition’s (AYAC) definition of youth work to demonstrate the 

failure in the literature to articulate an adequately complex account of good practice.
5
 Second, 

I explore shortcomings with the sort of regulation that is characteristically suggested for good 

practice. The Community Sector Reform project that took place in Victoria, Australia is 

analysed as a case in point.
6
 This chapter complements my other critiques of what has been 

written on good practice in youth and community work.
7
 Collectively these criticisms 

challenge common approaches to theorising, reproducing, and institutionalising good practice 

in human services.
8
 

 

Accounts of good practice: The AYAC definition of youth work 

A significant problem with the literature is that attempts to spell out what good practice in 

youth and community work looks like are often simplistic, not well thought out, and lack 

intellectual rigour. Such representations of good practice can be found in official reports, 

academic literature and social service sector documents. A recent example is the AYAC 

definition of youth work: 

Youth work is a practice that places young people and their interests first. Youth work 

is a relational practice, where the youth worker operates alongside the person in their 

context. Youth work is an empowering practice that advocates for and facilitates a 

young person’s independence, participation in society, connectedness and realization of 

their rights
9
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AYAC’s definition of youth work is a typical attempt to describe good human service work 

and features flaws typically found in such accounts. 

 

AYAC claims that good youth work places young people and their interests first. Prioritising 

the person being helped as the primary client, constituent or consideration features in 

accounts of good practice in caring work, and is often described as person- or client-centered 

care.
10

 However, contrary accounts argue that youth and community work serves other 

interests, regardless of the intent or claim to serve the interests of service users.
11

 According 

to Habermas, there are complex links between different types of human interests, knowledges 

and actions.
12

 Habermas’s account of knowledge-constitutive interests – the idea that humans 

have deep-seated interests that are the foundations of how we know the world and how we act 

in it – suggests that helping-professionals may be deluded when they claim to put clients’ 

interests first. More to the point, and drawing on Grundy, "the coercion of technical [interest] 

and the possible deceit of the practical [interest]" could be at play in human service work 

regardless of any claim to client-centredness.
13

 The challenges associated with achieving 

client-centred care are overlooked or minimised. For example, care workers have to take into 

consideration and negotiate a vast range of powerful interests in their everyday work. These 

include service agreement and funding conditions, organisational demands, and the concerns 

and perspectives of other people such as parents, managers, policymakers, and other 

practitioners. According to Higgins, good practice in the helping professions relies on 

securing the interests of the helpers, not just those being helped.
14

 Much human service work 

takes place in involuntary and statutory circumstances or incorporates mutual obligation 

elements that require people to do nominated activities to be eligible to receive assistance.
15

 

People who have no choice but to get such services may argue the interventions are punitive 

and are not serving their interests first. 

 

AYAC claims youth work is a relational practice. The idea that good practice in human 

service work relies on quality relationships between practitioners and the people they help 

has been asserted ad nauseam.
16

 However, this claim is often made with inadequate attention 

paid to the possible problems of such relationships. This includes how human service 

relationships can and do contribute to reproducing inequalities and prejudices, and may be 

used as a way to control and dominate people.
17

 According to Foucault, helping relationships 

are an example of a disciplinary practice that promotes “docile bodies” and normalisation, 
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and such effects may be contrary to the goods that quality relationships in caring work claim 

to realise.
18

 On a different note, approaches to caring work that focus on relationships, such 

as case work, counselling, and group work, can individualise the responsibility for problems 

and fail to engage with, or attempt to change, social and economic conditions that may 

contribute to producing and exacerbating such problems.
19

 Somewhat paradoxically, Szasz 

suggested relationship-based individual-oriented interventions such as psychotherapy are 

used to absolve personal responsibility for wrong-doing.
20

 

 

AYAC argues that youth work is an empowering practice. Accounts of human service 

practice regularly make reference to empowerment as something worthwhile to pursue.
21

 

However, empowerment is not necessarily a good worth securing, and should be pursued 

critically.
22

 According to Dean, practices and processes of empowerment can be understood 

as ways of governing that serve to foster certain forms of self-understanding or subjectivity, 

and self-rule or conduct.
23

 These kinds of subjectivities and types of conduct may not be in 

the best interests of those being empowered. Representations of empowerment in accounts of 

good practice in the helping professions too often overlook such critiques. 

 

AYAC suggests a range of actions and goals that youth work should advocate for and 

facilitate. Accounts of good caring work often feature an assortment of such activities and 

purposes. However, as the AYAC definition demonstrates, often these lists are incoherent 

and contradictory. AYAC argues that youth work ought to facilitate goods that can be 

incompatible: independence and connectedness. For example, should youth work facilitate 

young people’s independence from or connection to their family? AYAC also claims youth 

work should enable young people’s participation in society and realisation of their rights; 

ends that may also oppose one another. In particular, problems with the concept of society 

aside, it could well be that ‘society’ is the problem for young people. Encouraging 

participation in society may exacerbate rather than address young people’s concerns and do 

nothing to help with realising their rights. The suggestion youth work ought to be rights-

based aligns somewhat with diverse accounts of human service work variously described as 

structural, critical, radical, constructive, and anti-oppressive.
24

 However, according to 

McDonald, such perspectives are often abstract and have little relevance to what takes place 

in practice.
25

 For example, there is a growing trend in social service provision towards 

emphasising welfare recipients’ responsibilities rather than their rights. This is not to suggest 
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caring work should not have good intentions. Clarity on the purpose of the helping 

professions is only one aspect of an account of practice that has integrity.
26

 Articulating good 

youth and community work is more complex than the AYAC definition suggests. 

 

Deficiencies with descriptions of good human service work 

As well as the aforementioned problems, further shortcomings are found in typical 

representations of good social service work. For example, descriptions of good practice in the 

people professions typically lack defensible conceptualisations of the key concepts ‘good’, 

‘practice’, and ‘human services’. The ‘good’ in good youth and community work is often 

conceived as outcomes that are distinct to the processes involved in achieving them.
27

 

However, means and ends may not be separable in good caring work.
28

 Since Aristotle first 

argued, “all human activities aim at some good”, there has been debate concerning the goods 

that practices ought to realise.
29

 Too often, there is a failure in the literature to adequately 

deliberate on the goods that good practice in youth and community work should be interested 

in securing. For example, McDonald is preoccupied with the implications of the changing 

institutional context for social work, but does not adequately engage in value-rational 

deliberation on whether emerging kinds of social work practice are desirable, and 

subsequently what should be done.
30

 

 

Turning to the concept ‘practice’, accounts of human service work typically fail to engage 

with the rich and growing practice theory.
31

 According to this literature, the relationship 

between theory and practice, or knowledge and action, is more complex than is generally 

suggested in representations of caring work. More to the point, good practice in the human 

realm is not simply the result of practitioners applying knowledge that has been delivered to 

them.
32

 Descriptions of social work also typically lack the kind of discursive articulation or 

theory that, according to Dunne, is critical for such practice to have integrity.
33

 Furthermore, 

practice in the helping professions is often conceptualised as a ‘science’ or an ‘art’, or a 

combination of the two, without a clear articulation of what these are, or whether there are 

other and better conceptualisations of good youth- and community work, for example as a 

‘praxis’.
34

 Even trying to understand or map the field of social services is not an easy task.
 35

 

For example, is it unclear whether the terms used in the literature to describe human services, 

such as caring work, youth and community work, welfare and social work, helping 

professions, and social intervention work, refer to the same thing. 
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The literature on good caring work demonstrates a penchant for tame solutions. Textbooks 

and good practice guides demonstrate this trend that suggests good practice is fairly easily 

defined, identified, and demonstrated.
36

 Other examples include claims that the key to good 

practice in people professions is workers possessing a set of transferable and generalised 

skills, or implementing a particular intervention or technique such as therapeutic residential 

care, motivational interviewing, mentoring, cognitive behavioural therapy, or mindfulness.
37

 

These approaches may have something to offer a project interested in achieving good youth 

and community work outcomes. However, achieving good practice in social welfare is better 

characterised as a ‘wicked problem’.
38

 According to the literature on wicked problems, tame 

solutions to achieving good practice in the helping professions are deficient. For example, 

tame solutions are represented as the way to achieve good practice and disregard, foreclose, 

and ignore critiques and other possibilities. Tame solutions are reductionist and fail to 

adequately acknowledge or deal with the complexity of good practice in human services. 

Proponents of complexity theory provide useful characterisations and comparisons between 

complicated and complex systems.
39

 According to this perspective, tame solutions resonate 

with a complicated account on achieving good caring work, which suggests that all the 

components and their relationships can be isolated, and known to enable linear causal 

explanations and subsequently universal predictive theory. According to Flyvbjerg, this is 

where the value of complexity theory ends for the social sciences and for answering the 

question: how can good practice in youth and community work be achieved?
40

 Tame 

solutions also insist that caring workers obey and follow instructions rather than think 

carefully about what they are doing and whether it is the good or right thing to do. In other 

words, they lack a substantial ethical or moral dimension. 

 

Accounts of good youth and community work have a contradictory tendency towards being 

simultaneously relativist and universalist.
41

 The trend to relativism or nihilism is 

demonstrated by claims that there is no correct or wrong way of doing human service work, 

and that any account of good practice is as good as any other.
42

 For example, Belton argues, 

“youth work is not what one person says it is, youth work is what all youth workers do”.
43

 

The suggestion that anything can or should count as good practice in the helping professions 

is problematic. Often, this point of view corresponds to a belief that people should not impose 

their values or morality on others. However, this is a moral position that aligns with 
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liberalism and therefore is an imposition of a moral framework. It is also difficult to defend 

the idea that good practice is all about individual preferences and people doing whatever they 

want, particularly when social service interventions harm, oppress, exploit, deceive, or 

control people. The affinity with universalism aligns with an interest in discovering rationally 

and universally grounded norms and predictive theories of human action.
44

 The penchant for 

rules, laws, codes of ethics, evidence-based practice, and replicable interventions is evidence 

of a trend that, according to Dunne, Flyvbjerg, and Polkinghorne, demonstrates the 

inappropriate use of methods commonly found in, and privileged by, the natural sciences, 

which are unreflectively adopted by those working in the social sciences.
45

 To claim value 

judgments cannot be made about good social welfare work or to argue the opposite – that 

good practice is dependent on context-independent norms – represents a failure to argue a 

defensible conceptualisation of the good. Moreover, it demonstrates a failure to provide a 

solid answer to the moral, practical, or ethical question: what should one do? 

 

Representations of good practice in the people professions too often fail to explore the critical 

philosophical question that does and should shape conceptualisations of good human service 

practice: who or what are we? For example, some writers have argued that the way young 

people, or adolescents, are constructed and understood, is fundamental to understanding 

youth work.
46

 However, most of the time no attention is given to such concepts, their criteria, 

or the implications of how they are used to describe what youth work is. Also typically absent 

in the literature on human service work is a consideration of the relationships between how 

practitioners should be understood and achieving good practice. According to Freire, “every 

educational practice implies a concept of man [sic] and the world”.
47

 In the same way, any 

description of caring work entails a conceptualisation of the things that the practice is dealing 

with. Similarly, Dean argues, we “govern others and ourselves according to various truths 

about our existence and nature as human beings”.
48

 Accounts of good human service work 

typically overlook articulating ‘truths’ about how people are and ought to be constituted or 

known, as well as the implications of these constructions for understanding and achieving 

good practice.
49

 These flaws demonstrate a failure in the literature to articulate an adequately 

complex account of good practice in youth and community work. 

 

Regulating for good practice: The Community Sector Reform project 
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Another key problem found in the relevant literature is that the sort of regulation typically 

suggested to achieve good practice in the helping professions is inadequate. In an advanced 

industrial country such as Australia, the funding and regulation of human services is 

extensive and encompasses laws, policies, and approaches operating in different jurisdictions 

as they apply to various activities. These include government processes and budgets, 

industrial relations and workplace related matters, the planning and administration of social 

services, the care and protection of specific populations (for example: children, families, 

people with disabilities and mental health concerns), and the professional organisation of 

particular occupations. A recent example is the Victorian Government’s Service Sector 

Reform Project.
50

 This initiative provides a good illustration of four strategies that feature in 

such projects. 

 

Plans to regulate social services tend to focus on achieving economic efficiency and not 

burdening government with added expenditure. This is demonstrated by an obsession with 

the budget bottom line, cost-cutting, pursuing lower costs, reducing waste, securing value for 

money, ensuring the good management of scarce resources, getting a return on investment, 

and creating public value.
51

 This practice is aligned with the use of market mechanisms that 

supposedly reduce the financial liability on governments such as privatisation, 

corporatisation, competitive tendering, contracting, contestability, procurement, 

commissioning, social finance, social enterprise, efficiency dividends, and enhancing 

productivity. Similarly, Shergold argues, “more effort is needed to leverage private capital for 

public good,” and techniques to achieve this include introducing market processes and 

for-profit providers into the welfare sector.
52

 According to this approach to regulating the 

human service sector, governments do not have the revenue, capacity, or willingness to fund 

and invest in welfare services to meet demand. Therefore, funding models are proposed that 

prioritise constraints on public spending and reduce pressure on government expenditure.
53

 

These models are based on two assumptions. First, that the private sector is more efficient at 

delivering social services compared to the public sector. Second, that competition leads to 

better quality goods and services. These strategies also rely on a conception of government as 

best suited to act as a ‘steward’ and play particular roles such as policy developer and service 

planner, contractor and purchaser, and leave the responsibility of service delivery to others.
54
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Human service regulatory projects generally emphasise attaining predetermined targets or 

outcomes. For example, Shergold argues, “an outcomes framework should be developed to 

establish metrics against which impact performance will be audited, monitored, measured and 

reported over time”.
55

 Other techniques suggested to secure planned results include 

benchmarking, comparative performance reporting, quality auditing, provider oversight, 

accountability regimes, service standards, evidence-based practice, behavioural objectives 

models, and funding outputs.
56

 An enthusiasm for defining, measuring, and evaluating 

outcomes in human services corresponds to the production of instruments and methods that 

claim to be able to do just that, which include Results Based Accountability, Social Return on 

Investment, and the Australian Government’s ‘RoGS’.
57

 This approach to regulating caring 

work suggests social welfare services lack accountability and transparency, and youth and 

community workers can and should be more carefully controlled to reduce waste and secure 

good practice. The emphasis on outcomes frameworks also demonstrates an interest in 

improving social services by “shifting the focus from [increasing] the level of resources to the 

efficient and effective use of those [available] resources”.
58

 

 

Initiatives interested in regulating the helping professions to achieve good practice are 

typically fixated on enhancing integration and partnerships between stakeholders. This 

preoccupation is variously described as: better and increasing collaboration; embedded 

partnerships; holistic planning and coordinated provision; a joined-up approach; interagency 

cooperation; networked governance; a whole of government approach; and players 

cooperating and working together.
59

 In addition, Shergold suggests “intergovernmental cross-

sectoral collaboration” and that “services need to be wrapped around the individual”.
60

 The 

focus on integration relies to some extent on a particular problem-framing exercise. The 

service system is criticised for operating with silos, dealing with problems in an isolated 

manner, being fragmented, lacking coordination, and exhibiting duplication.
61

 

 

Finally, projects aimed at regulating good human service practice usually have an interest in 

improving workforce capabilities and skills. At times, this is represented as a workforce 

strategy or a workforce capability framework.
62

 This proposal recognises that caring work is 

increasingly complex and requires a high level of knowledge and expertise. Shergold 

identifies a number of examples of changes to practice that place significant demands on 

practitioners, including new models of public administration such as individualised funding 
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and place-based solutions, the adoption of new technology, and the need for culturally 

competent practices.
63

 In this instance, the relationship between achieving good practice and 

having a quality workforce is acknowledged, but is limited to skills gaps or care workers 

lacking the required competencies. 

 

These key approaches to regulating the people professions may contribute to achieving good 

practice. However, these strategies are often proposed and pursued without adequate scrutiny. 

At the same time, other kinds of regulation are overlooked. 

 

Problems with social service regulatory projects 

The sorts of regulation typically suggested to achieve good practice in youth and community 

work are inadequate. One significant problem is the failure to understand, explain, and 

address chronic under-resourcing. The underfunding of welfare services is well documented; 

however, this is typically ignored or downplayed by official social sector reform projects.
64

 

The obsession with reducing the burden on public funding and cost-cutting overshadows any 

investigation on the question: is cheaper better? The negative implications of short-term 

funding contracts and erratic changes to funding and service models that often follow election 

cycles are overlooked.
65

 Failing to get a mention is the fact that insufficient funding impairs 

the capacity of the helping professions to deliver quality services. Also missing is any 

reference to how inadequately funding welfare services can end up costing governments and 

care providers more in the long run. An example of such a false economy is the plethora of 

government inquiries and compensation schemes for survivors of institutional abuse; costly 

exercises which may have been avoided if quality social services were funded and delivered 

in the first place.
66

 

 

On a similar note, social service regulatory projects fail to examine whether human services 

should simply be treated as another form of business.
67

 In the quest to reduce pressure on 

public expenditure, it is assumed that the welfare sector can and should mimic the private 

sector. However, the rationalisation for reforming social services using market-oriented 

principles and processes, fails to acknowledge that the ideal purpose of the helping 

professions should not be to maximise profit but to provide care. Since the 1970s, Australian 

governments have increasingly been using market-based mechanisms in the public sector as a 

way to cut costs.
68

 However, human service sector regulatory projects fail to provide an 



            11 

 

adequate assessment of whether such reforms secure more effective and efficient services.
69

 

At the same time, they overlook the negative impacts of welfare reform, including 

government outsourcing and commissioning, on service providers and service users, 

particularly in cases where less than full cost funding is provided.
70

 Most recently, the 

Australian Government’s commissioned Competition Policy Review recommended the 

further extension of competition policy in human services.
71

 This is a curious proposition in 

light of the role of the community welfare sector to address the flaws of free markets; the 

proposal for a ‘fully marketised’ social service system has received criticism for promoting 

inequality.
72

 The logic of bounded rationality suggests contracting processes fail to take into 

account the benefits of social services that are difficult to observe and measure. These include 

positive externalities and goods, such as human service providers’ mission to promote the 

common good, reducing inequality, and incidental improvements to wellbeing associated 

with human contact and relationships. Another problem typically not considered is the cost of 

privatisation and performance regulation. Often, not-for-profit and welfare services incur 

contract procurement and management cost burdens.
73

 Priority is given to transferring 

financial and other risks away from the public sector over ensuring the delivery of quality 

services. Meaningful deliberation on the role of the state to invest in social services is evaded 

in the enthusiasm to transform welfare services into another form of business. A key question 

that fails to be answered is this: should governments be shirking their responsibilities to 

deliver civic staples such as good youth and community work? 

 

Plans to regulate the people professions typically ignore shortcomings with outcomes 

frameworks. A substantial body of work critical of the preoccupation with achieving clearly 

defined and measurable outcomes in helping professions is disregarded.
74

 According to 

critics, outcomes-oriented practice aligns with a technical or instrumental rationality that may 

not be best suited for good practice in the human realm. For example, the emphasis on a 

technical approach to caring work and all that it entails, such as controlling practice to 

produce pre-determined goals, overshadows practical reasoning as well as the roles played by 

intuition, good timing, and luck. The eagerness to employ a technical rationality to achieve 

good practice in youth and community work forgets that the ‘material’ being dealt with are 

unique and complex human beings, and not stable or passive objects that can or should be 

fashioned into ‘outcomes’. We need to adequately consider the potentially harmful 

consequences of rigidly implementing outcomes frameworks into the lives of human beings. 
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The limits and contradictions associated with evidence-based practice raise another range of 

complications for outcomes frameworks.
75

 The critiques of evidence-based practice suggest 

good practice in human services relies on the fine-tuned adjustment of decision-making and 

service provision to context. This is in stark contrast to the imposition of interventions or 

“cookie-cutter, top-down, one-size-fits-all approaches” to social welfare that often 

characterise outcomes- and evidence-based approaches.
76

 Paradoxically, as Cox observes, 

governments have ignored the evidence on outcomes from social welfare interventions.
77

 The 

challenges and limits associated with ascertaining, quantifying, and tracking outcomes and 

impacts are also often overlooked. For example, any representation of an outcome in human 

services is interpretive and contestable, and not everything of value can be measured or 

calculated. Outcomes frameworks are generally associated with empirically tested and 

rationally grounded evidence and as a result are presented as scientific, value-neutral, and 

objective. However, the interest in defining, measuring, and evaluating outcomes in the 

people professions typically aligns with a focus on managing scarce resources and attaining 

cost savings rather than pursuing adequate investment or questioning under-resourcing. 

 

Orienting practice to achieve tightly defined outcomes typically relies on hierarchical modes 

of organisation that comply with inflexible procedures and prescriptions.
78

 This runs counter 

to the idea that good practice in human services requires phronesis and workers exercising 

good professional judgment.
79

 It also ignores the pitfalls and dangers associated with being 

compliant in the helping professions.
80

 According to Schwartz and Sharpe, “rules can kill 

skill”, and demanding compliance in practice of care can erode practitioners’ moral skill and 

capacity to provide good care.
81

 Generally missing from lists of pre-determined measurable 

outcomes are the vital role youth and community workers ought to play in critiquing 

government policy, critically questioning public institutions, and publicly advocating for 

social change when appropriate. 

 

Outcomes frameworks usually ignore the value of ongoing deliberation on worthwhile ends. 

Outcomes are typically decided well in advance of practice taking place. Subsequently, the 

focus of practice becomes figuring out the most efficient and effective way to achieve the 

pre-determined outcomes. In other words, the means become the ends. However, identifying 

techniques to secure outcomes may not be ends worth pursuing. Rutter and Brown make the 
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salient point, “we need to not only ask if we are doing things right, but also if we are doing 

the right thing and how do we decide what is right”?
82

 Practitioners and service users should 

be adequately supported so they can actively engage in shaping and debating the goods that 

human services should pursue. It may well be that a fundamental purpose of good social 

service work is to promote democracy, which includes encouraging and enabling people to 

think deeply about, critically examine, and publicly discuss living well and having a good 

life. 

 

The fixation with enhancing integration between stakeholders is incoherent. For example, it 

ignores the inherent tensions between and among government departments and service 

providers competing for scarce resources, at the same time as demanding that they all 

cooperate and work together. The extensive networking, partnerships, and collaboration 

taking place is disregarded.
83

 The value in having a diversity of service providers, including 

the choice this offers service users, is overlooked. At the same time government-

commissioned regulatory projects criticise social services for lacking coordination, they fail 

to mention governments’ role in defunding and devaluing networks. Networking is not seen 

as direct service delivery and is therefore generally not considered a funding priority. 

According to Ryan, “there is actually very little objective evidence that integrating services 

leads to measurable changes for people”.
84

 Focusing on enhanced integration also fails to 

adequately address the complexity and challenges associated with interagency collaborations 

and partnerships.
85

 Finally, promoting collaboration between all stakeholders can sideline, 

marginalise, or drown out the voices or role of those people who should be central or critical 

– the people who the work is meant to help. However, are service users simply another 

stakeholder? 

 

The concern with skills gaps in the workforce is insufficient. There is a failure to 

acknowledge and address inadequate wages and working conditions in caring work. Well-

documented workforce concerns missing from social service regulatory projects include job 

insecurity, casualisation, underemployment, unmanageable workloads, the lack of career 

structures, and poor quality supervision.
86

 The poor recognition and low status of caring work 

does not receive enough, if any, attention. This is surprising in light of the significant 

acknowledgment this issue was accorded in Australia as part of the Social and Community 

Service Workers Equal Remuneration Case.
87

 Associated concerns such as workforce 
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shortages, and challenges with recruitment, retention, and staff turnover, are similarly 

overlooked.
 88

 A false economy is produced by underfunding a low paid, inexperienced, 

demoralised, churning workforce – but this fails to rate a mention. The social service 

workforce is unprofessionalised and unregulated; the implications of this to achieving good 

practice are ignored.
89

 Many workers lack credentials or have only a vocational level 

certificate, but competency-based training is insufficient.
90

 Much more needs to be done to 

recruit, develop, and retain a high quality workforce than is typically suggested.
91

 Basically, 

the point missed in official social sector regulatory projects is that a good quality, high 

capacity, and sustainable welfare sector relies on good quality carers who are well educated, 

well paid, and well supported. 

 

These silences, omissions, inadequacies, gaps, contradictions, uncertainties, and oversights 

demonstrate the failure in the literature to argue a good case for the kind of regulation needed 

to achieve good practice in youth and community work. 

 

Conclusion 

In this chapter, I have argued that representations of good youth and community work are 

often deficient. In particular, too often descriptions of good caring work are overly simplistic 

and not well thought out. I have suggested that far more complex accounts of practices of 

care are warranted. These should draw on the expanding literature on practice theory that 

offers valuable intellectual resources for thinking about and articulating good human service 

work. 

 

I have also made the case that common approaches to funding and regulating the helping 

professions to achieve good practice are inadequate. In particular, I have critiqued a number 

of strategies that typically feature in human service regulatory projects. I have observed the 

types of regulation that are often overlooked but could go a long way towards achieving good 

social welfare work, including investing in a well-educated, well paid, and well supported 

workforce.  
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Understanding and achieving good practice in human services is not as simple or 

straightforward as much of the literature suggests. These problems warrant further research 

into the question: how can good practice in youth and community work be achieved?  



            16 

 

 

                                                           
1
 Robyn Miller, “Engagement with families involved in the statutory system”, in Practice skills in social work 

and welfare: More than just common sense 2
nd

 ed., ed. Jane Maidment and Ronnie Egan (Crows Nest, NSW: 

Allen and Unwin, 2009), 114–130. 
2
 Victorian Ombudsman, Investigation regarding the Department of Human Services Child Protection Program 

(Loddon Mallee Region (Melbourne: Victorian Government Printer, 2011).  

Victorian Ombudsman, Own motion investigation into Child Protection – out of home care (Melbourne: 

Victorian Government Printer, 2010).  

Victorian Ombudsman, Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001: Investigation into conditions at the Melbourne 

Youth Justice Precinct (Melbourne: Victorian Government Printer, 2010).  

Victorian Ombudsman, Own motion investigation into the Department of Human Services Child Protection 

Program (Melbourne: Victorian Government Printer, 2009).  

Victorian Auditor-General, Residential care services for children: Victorian Auditor-General’s report 

(Melbourne: Victorian Government Printer, 2014).  

Judith Bessant, Richard Hil and Rob Watts, eds., Violations of trust: How social and welfare institutions fail 

children and young people (Burlington, Vermont: Ashgate, 2005). 
3
 Patti Lather, Getting lost: Feminist efforts toward a double(d) science (Albany, New York: State University of 

New York Press, 2007). 
4
 Carol Bacchi, “Introducing the ‘What’s the problem represented to be?’ approach”, in Engaging with Carol 

Bacchi: Strategic interventions and exchanges, eds. Angelique Bletsas and Chris Beasley (Adelaide: University 

of Adelaide Press, 2012).  

Carol Bacchi, Analysing policy: What’s the problem represented to be? (Frenchs Forest, NSW: Pearson 

Education, 2009). 
5
 Australian Youth Affairs Coalition, The AYAC definition of youth work in Australia (Surry Hills, NSW: 

Australian Youth Affairs Coalition, 2013), accessed December 15, 2014, 

http://www.ayac.org.au/uploads/131219%20Youth%20Work%20Definition%20FINAL.pdf 
6
 Peter Shergold, Service sector reform: A roadmap for community and human services reform, Final report 

(Melbourne: Victorian Council of Social Services, 2013), accessed December 15, 2014, 

http://vcoss.org.au/documents/2013/07/FINAL-Report-Service-Sector-Reform.pdf.  

Victorian Council of Social Services, From principles to practice: Interpreting the 10 principles of the Victorian 

Government social sector reform project (Melbourne: Victorian Council of Social Services, 2014).  

“The service sector reform project”, Victorian Council of Social Service, accessed December 16, 2014, 

http://vcoss.org.au/service-sector-reform-2014/the-service-sector-reform-project/. 
7
 Michael Emslie, “Conceiving good practice in the caring professions”, Developing Practice: The Child, Youth 

and Family Work Journal, 38 (2014): 64–73.  

Michael Emslie, “Enabling young people to live the good life: Orienting youth work to proper ends”, Youth 

Voice Journal, 4 (2014): 1–33. 
8
 Joseph Dunne, “An intricate fabric: understanding the rationality of practice”, Pedagogy, Culture and Society, 

13 (2005): 3, 367–389.  
9
 Australian Youth Affairs Coalition, The AYAC definition of youth work in Australia. 

10
 Carl Rogers, Client-centered therapy: Its current practice, implications, and theory (Cambridge, 

Massachusetts: Riverside Press, 1965).  

Janet Tolan and Paul Wilkins, Client issues in counselling and psychotherapy: Person-centred practice 

(London: Sage, 2012).  

Roger Casemore, Person-centred counselling in a nutshell, 2
nd

 ed. (Sage: London, 2011). 
11

 Alan France and Paul Wiles, “Dangerous futures: Social exclusion and youth work in late modernity”, Social 

Policy and Administration, 31 (1997): 5, 59–78. 

Hans Skott-Myhre, “Radical youth work: Becoming visible”, Child and Youth Care Forum, 35, (2006): 219–

229. 

Judith Bessant, “Risk technologies and youth work practice”, Youth & Policy, 83 (2004): 60–76. 
12

 Jurgen Habermas, Theory and practice, trans. John Viertel (Boston, Massachussetts: Beacon Press, 1974). 

Jurgen Habermas, Knowledge and human interests, trans. Jeremy J. Shapiro (Boston, Massachussetts: Beacon 

Press, 1972). 
13

 Shirley Grundy, Curriculum: Product or praxis (East Sussex, UK: Falmer Press, 1987), 17. 
14

 Chris Higgins, The good life of teaching: An ethics of professional practice (West Sussex, UK: Wiley 

Blackwell, 2011). 

 

http://www.ayac.org.au/uploads/131219%20Youth%20Work%20Definition%20FINAL.pdf
http://vcoss.org.au/documents/2013/07/FINAL-Report-Service-Sector-Reform.pdf
http://vcoss.org.au/service-sector-reform-2014/the-service-sector-reform-project/


            17 

 

                                                                                                                                                                                     
15

 Anna Yeatman, “Mutual obligation: What kind of contract is this?”, in Reforming the Australian welfare 

state, ed. Peter Saunders (Melbourne: Australian Institute of Family Studies, 2000), 156–176. 

Chris Trotter, Working with involuntary clients: A guide to practice, 3
rd

 ed. (New York: Routledge, 2014). 
16

 Helen Rodd and Heather Stewart, “The glue that holds our work together: The role and nature of relationships 

in youth work”, Youth Studies Australia, 28 (2007): 4, 4–10. 

Mark Hubble, Barry Duncan and Scott Miller, The heart and soul of change: What works in therapy 

(Washington, DC: American Psychological Association, 1999). 

Rogers, Client-centered therapy: Its current practice, implications, and theory. 

Thanos Morphitis, foreword to Cadjun – Kiduhu: Global perspectives on youth work, ed. Brian Belton 

(Rotterdam, Netherlands: Sense Publishers, 2014), viii.  
17

 Frank Furedi, Therapy culture: Cultivating vulnerability in an uncertain age (London: Routledge, 2004). 

Judith Bessant, “Mixed messages: Youth participation and democratic practice”, Australian Journal of Political 

Science, 39 (2004): 2, 387–404. 

Thomas Szasz, Psychiatry: The science of lies (Syracuse, New York: Syracuse University Press, 2008). 
18

 Michel Foucault, Discipline and punish, trans. Alan Sheridan (New York: Vintage, 1979). 
19

 Catherine McDonald, Challenging social work: The institutional context of practice (New York: Palgrave 

Macmillan, 2006). 

Elizabeth Moore ed., Case management for community practice (South Melbourne: Oxford University Press, 

2009). 
20

 Thomas Szasz, The myth of mental illness: Foundations of a theory of personal conduct (New York: Harper 

and Row, 1961). 
21

 Annette Fitzsimons et al, Empowerment and participation in youth work (Exeter, UK: Learning Matters, 

2011). 

Doug Nicholls, For youth workers and youth work: Speaking out for a better future (Bristol, UK: The Policy 

Press, 2012). 
22

 Bob Pease, “Rethinking empowerment: A postmodern reappraisal for emancipatory practice”, British Journal 

of Social Work, 32 (2002), 135–147. 

Jan Fook, Social work: Critical theory and practice (London: Sage, 2002). 
23

 Mitchell Dean, Governmentality: Power and rule in modern society, 2
nd

 ed. (London: Sage, 2010), 75–88. 
24

 Bob Mullaly, The new structural social work, 3
rd

 ed. (South Melbourne: Oxford University Press, 2007). 

Jim Ife, Human rights and social work: Towards rights-based practice, 3
rd

 ed. (Port Melbourne: Cambridge 

University Press, 2012). 

June Allan, Linda Briskman and Bob Pease, eds., Critical social work: Theories and practices for a socially just 

world, 2
nd

 ed. (Crows Nest, NSW: Allen and Unwin, 2009). 

Lena Dominelli, Anti oppressive social work: Theory and practice (London: Palgrave Macmillan, 2002). 
25

 McDonald, Challenging social work: The institutional context of practice, 171–186. 
26

 Dunne, “An intricate fabric: understanding the rationality of practice”. 
27

 Australian Research Alliance for Children and Youth, Measuring the outcomes of community organisations 

(Braddon, ACT: Australian Research Alliance for Children and Youth, 2009). 

Australian Youth Affairs Coalition and Australian Research Alliance for Children and Youth, Summary of 

proceedings from delivering quality youth services: Measuring impact and outcomes (Surry Hills, NSW: 

Australian Youth Affairs Coalition, 2011), accessed December 17, 2014, 

http://www.ayac.org.au/uploads/Summary%20for%20ARACY%20and%20AYAC%20Workshop%20at%20Yo

uth%20Health%202011.pdf. 
28

 Donald Schon, Educating the reflective practitioner (San Francisco: Jossey-Bass, 1987), 78. 

Hannah Arendt, The human condition (Chicago: Chicago University Press, 1958), 206–207. 

Joseph Dunne, Back to the rough ground: Practical judgement and the lure of technique (Notre Dame, Indiana: 

University of Notre Dame, 1997).  
29

 Aristotle, The Nicomachean ethics, trans. David Ross (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2009), 3. 
30

 Bent Flybjerg, Making social science matter: Why social inquiry fails and how it can succeed again 

(Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press, 2001). 

McDonald, Challenging social work: The institutional context of practice. 
31

 Alasdair MacIntyre, After virtue: A study in moral theory, 2
nd

ed. (Notre Dame, Indiana: University Notre 

Dame Press, 1984). 

Andreas Reckwitz, “The status of the ‘material’ in theories of culture: From ‘social structure’ to ‘artefacts’”, 

Journal of the Theory of Social Behavior, 32 (2002): 2, 195–217. 

Bill Green, ed., Understanding and researching professional practice (Rotterdam, Netherlands: Sense 

Publishers, 2009). 

 



            18 

 

                                                                                                                                                                                     
Elizabeth Shove, Mika Pantzar and Matt Watson, The dynamics of social practice: Everyday life and how it 

changes (London: Sage, 2012). 

Pierre Bourdieu, Outline of a theory of practice (Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press, 1997). 

Theodore R. Schatzki, Karin Knorr Cetina and Eike Von Savigny, eds., The practice turn in contemporary 

theory (London: Routledge, 2001).  
32

 Donald Polkinghorne, Practice and the human sciences: The case for a judgment-based practice of care 

(Albany, New York: State University of New York Press, 2004). 

Donald Schön, The reflective practitioner: How professionals think in action (Aldershot, UK: Ashgate, 1991). 

Dunne, “An intricate fabric: understanding the rationality of practice”, 367–389. 

Liz Bondi et al, eds., Towards professions wisdom: Practical deliberations in the people professions (Surrey, 

UK: Ashgate, 2011). 
33

 Dunne, “An intricate fabric: understanding the rationality of practice”. 
34

 Green, Understanding and researching professional practice. 

Morphitis, foreword to Cadjun – Kiduhu: Global perspectives on youth work, viii. 

Patricia Samson, “Practice wisdom: The art and science of social work”, Journal of Social Work Practice, 29 

(2014), accessed January 15, 2015, doi: 10.1080/02650533.2014.922058 

Stephanie Kelly and Tony Stanley, “Where science meets art: Sociology and social work”, Sociology Mind, 2 

(2012): 4, 335–341.  
35

 Bill Martin and Josh Healy, Who works in community services? A profile of Australian workforces in child 

protection, juvenile justice, disability services and general community services (Adelaide: National Institute of 

Labour Studies, Flinders University, 2010), 15–16. 

Mark Lyons, Third sector: The contribution of non-profit and cooperative enterprises in Australia (Crows Nest, 

NSW: Allen and Unwin, 2001), 5–11. 

Productivity Commission, Contribution of the not-for-profit sector (Canberra: Productivity Commission, 2010), 

3–8. 

Steering Committee for the Review of Government Service Provision, Report on government services, Volume 

F: Community services (Canberra: Productivity Commission, 2014), F.2–F.5. 
36

 Gerard Egan, The skilled helper: A problem-management and opportunity-development approach to helping, 

9
th

 ed. (Belmont, California: Brooks/Cole, 2010). 

Peter Scales and Nancy Leffert, Developmental assets: A synthesis of the scientific research on adolescent 

development (Minneapolis, Minnesota: Search Institute, 2004). 

37 Chris Trotter, “Child protection”, in Social work and human services best practice, ed. Wing Hing Chui and 

Jill Wilson (Annandale, NSW: The Federation Press, 2006), 13–26. 

Robert Lewis Wilson and Rachel Wilson, Understanding emotional development, providing insight into human 

lives (London: Routledge, 2014). 

Schön, The reflective practitioner: How professionals think in action. 
38

 Australian Public Service Commission, Tackling wicked problems (Canberra: Australian Government, 2007). 

Charles West Churchman, “Wicked problems”, Management Science, 14 (1967): 4, B141–B142. 

Horst Rittel and Melvin Webber, “Dilemmas in a general theory of planning”, Policy Sciences, 4 (1973): 155–

169. 
39

 Brent Davis, Dennis Sumara and Rebecca Luce-Kapler, Engaging minds: Changing teaching in complex 

times, 2
nd

 ed. (New York: Routledge, 2008), 75–89. 

Norman Blaikie, Approaches to social inquiry: Advancing knowledge, 2
nd

 ed. (Cambridge, UK: Polity Press), 

206–214. 
40

 Flybjerg, Making social science matter: Why social inquiry fails and how it can succeed again, 29–30. 
41

 Flybjerg, Making social science matter: Why social inquiry fails and how it can succeed again, 99–101, 130. 
42

 Hans Skott-Myhre, “Beyond good and evil: Towards an a-moral youth work practice”, CYC-Online, 95 

(2006), accessed December 11, 2014, http://www.cyc-net.org/cyc-online/cycol-0612-skottmyhre.html. 

Kiaras Gharabaghi and Ben Anderson-Nathe, “Silencing the imagination”, Child and Youth Services, 34 (2013): 

3, 211–213. 

Michael Baizerman, “Youth work on the street: Community’s moral compact with its young people”, 

Childhood, 3 (1996): 2, 157–165.  
43

 Brian Belton, introduction to Cadjun – Kiduhu: Global perspectives on youth work, ed. Brian Belton 

(Rotterdam, Netherlands: Sense Publishers, 2014), xi–xxi. 
44

 Flybjerg, Making social science matter: Why social inquiry fails and how it can succeed again. 
45

 Dunne, Back to the rough ground: Practical judgement and the lure of technique. 

Flybjerg, Making social science matter: Why social inquiry fails and how it can succeed again. 

Polkinghorne, Practice and the human sciences: The case for a judgment-based practice of care. 

 

http://www.cyc-net.org/cyc-online/cycol-0612-skottmyhre.html


            19 

 

                                                                                                                                                                                     
46

 Simon Bradford, Sociology, youth and youth work practice (Hampshire, UK: Palgrave Macmillan, 2012). 

Tony Jeffs and Mark Smith, “The problem of ‘youth’ for youth work”, Youth and Policy, 62 (1999): 45–66. 
47

 Paulo Freire, The politics of education: Culture, power and liberation, trans. Donaldo Macedo (Westport, 

Connecticut: Bergin and Garvey, 1985), 43. 
48

 Dean, Governmentality: Power and rule in modern society, 2
nd

 ed., 27. 
49

 Anna Yeatman et al, Individualization and the delivery of welfare services: Contestation and complexity 

(Gordonsville, Virginia: Palgrave MacMillan, 2009). 
50

 Shergold, Service sector reform: A roadmap for community and human services reform, final report. 

Victorian Council of Social Services, From principles to practice: Interpreting the 10 principles of the Victorian 

Government social sector reform project. 

Victorian Council of Social Services, The service sector reform project. 
51

 Shergold, Service sector reform: A roadmap for community and human services reform, Final report, 5. 
52

 Shergold, Service sector reform: A roadmap for community and human services reform, Final report, 5. 
53

 Ian Harper et al, Competition policy review: Draft report (Canberra: Commonwealth of Australia, 2014). 
54

 Victorian Council of Social Services, From principles to practice: Interpreting the 10 principles of the 

Victorian Government social sector reform project.  
55

 Shergold, Service sector reform: A roadmap for community and human services reform, Final report, 5. 
56

 Australian Research Alliance for Children and Youth, Measuring the outcomes of community organisations. 

Des Pearson, Partnering with the community sector in human services and health: Victorian Auditor-General’s 

report (Melbourne: Victorian-Auditor General’s Office, 2010). 

Productivity Commission, Contribution of the not-for-profit sector. 

Steering Committee for the Review of Government Service Provision, Report on government services, Volume 

F: Community Services.  
57

 Mark Friedman, Trying hard is not good enough: How to produce measurable improvements for customers 

and communities (Charleston, South Carolina: BookSurge, 2009). 

Ross Millar and Kelly Hall, “Social return on investment (SROI) and performance measurement: The 

opportunities and barriers for social enterprises in health and social care”, Public Management Review, 15 

(2013): 6, 923–941. 

Steering Committee for the Review of Government Service Provision, Report on government services 2014, 

Volume A: Approach to performance reporting (Canberra: Productivity Commission, 2014). 
58

 Steering Committee for the Review of Government Service Provision, Report on government services 2014, 

Volume A: Approach to performance reporting, 1.4. 
59

 Pearson, Partnering with the community sector in human services and health: Victorian Auditor-General’s 

report. 

John Doyle, Implementation of the strengthening community organisations action plan (Melbourne: Victorian-

Auditor General’s Office, 2013). 

Productivity Commission, Contribution of the not-for-profit sector. 
60

 Shergold, Service sector reform: A roadmap for community and human services reform, Final report, 4–5. 
61

 Jason Wood, Sue Westwood and Gill Thompson, Youth work: Preparation for practice (Abingdon, Oxon, 

UK: Routledge, 2015), 103–115. 

Rosemary Webb and Graham Vulliamy, “Joining up the solutions: The rhetoric and practice of inter-agency 

collaboration”, Children and Society, 15 (2001): 5, 315–332. 
62

 Doyle, Implementation of the strengthening community organisations action plan. 
63

 Shergold, Service sector reform: A roadmap for community and human services reform, final report. 
64

 Australian Council of Social Service, Australian community sector survey 2014 (Strawberry Hills, NSW: 

Australian Council of Social Services, 2014). 

Brooke McKail, “Victoria’s growing need for homelessness and child protection support revealed”, VCOSS 

Voice, January 29, 2015, accessed September 1, 2015, http://vcoss.org.au/blog/victorias-growing-need-for-

homelessness-and-child-protection-support-revealed/. 

Natasha Cortis et al, Building an industry of choice: Service quality, workforce capacity and consumer-centred 

funding in disability care, final report for United Voice, Australian Services Union, and Health and Community 

Services Union (Sydney: Social Policy Research Centre, University of New South Wales, 2013). 

Productivity Commission, Contribution of the not-for-profit sector. 
65

 Australian Council of Social Services, Funding uncertainty hurting Australia’s community sector (Strawberry 

Hills, NSW: Australian Council of Social Services, 2014), accessed January 3, 2015, 

http://www.acoss.org.au/images/uploads/Funding_uncertainty_factsheet_Dec14.pdf  
66

 Estelle Pearson and Justin Portelli, National redress scheme participant and cost estimates: Royal commission 

into institutional responses to child sexual abuse (Sydney: Finity Consulting, 2015). 

 

http://vcoss.org.au/blog/victorias-growing-need-for-homelessness-and-child-protection-support-revealed/
http://vcoss.org.au/blog/victorias-growing-need-for-homelessness-and-child-protection-support-revealed/
http://www.acoss.org.au/images/uploads/Funding_uncertainty_factsheet_Dec14.pdf


            20 

 

                                                                                                                                                                                     
Shurlee Swain, History of Australian inquiries reviewing institutions providing care for children (Sydney: 

Royal Commission into Institutional Responses to Child Sexual Abuse, 2014). 
67

 Paul Smyth, “The lady vanishes: Australia’s disappearing voluntary sector” (paper presented at the 

Brotherhood of St. Laurence lunchtime seminar series, Melbourne, August 14, 2014). 

Robert Kerr, “Competition is good for us – or is it?” (paper presented at the Brotherhood of St. Laurence 

lunchtime seminar series, Melbourne, November 26, 2014). 

Sinclair Davidson, “Competition is good for us: A comment” (paper presented at the Brotherhood of St. 

Laurence lunchtime seminar series, Melbourne, November 26, 2014). 
68

 Adam Jamrozik, Social policy in the post-welfare state: Australian society in a changing world, 3
rd

 ed. 

(Frenchs Forest, NSW: Pearson Education, 2009). 

Michael Pusey, Economic rationalism in Canberra: A nation-building state changes its mind (Melbourne: 

Cambridge University Press, 1991). 
69

 Christopher Stone, False economies: Decoding efficiency (Sydney: Centre for Policy Development, 2013). 

Elizabeth Eddy, “Welfare reform and the welfare of community sector workers” (paper presented at the 

Australasian Political Studies Association conference, University of Adelaide, Adelaide, September 29–October 

1, 2004). 

Graeme Hodge, Privatization: An international review of performance (Boulder, Colorado: Westview Press, 

1999). 

Ian O’Connor, Jill Wilson and Deborah Setterland, Social work and welfare practice, 4
th

 ed., (Frenchs Forest, 

NSW: Pearson Education, 2003). 

Judith Bessant, “Free market economics and new directions for youth workers”, Youth Studies Australia, 16 

(1997): 2, 34–40. 

Judith Bessant and Michael Emslie, From bleeding heart to bottom line: Transforming Victoria’s local 

government youth services (Sydney: Public Sector Research Centre, University of New South Wales, 1997). 

Rose Verspaandonk, Outsourcing – for and against (Canberra: Commonwealth of Australia, 2001), accessed 

January 4, 2015, 

http://www.aph.gov.au/About_Parliament/Parliamentary_Departments/Parliamentary_Library/Publications_Arc

hive/CIB/cib0001/01CIB18. 

Ruth Webber and Judith Bessant, “Techniques for negotiating workplace ‘reform’ in Australia: An ethnography 

of the youth and community sector”, Youth and Policy, 72 (2001): 35–49. 
70

 Catholic Social Services Victoria, A submission from Catholic Social Services Victoria to the Competition 

Policy Review in response to its draft report (East Melbourne: Catholic Social Services Victoria, 2014). 

Greg Marston and Rob Watts, “The problem with neo-conservative social policy: Rethinking the ethics of 

citizenship and the welfare state”, Just Policy, 33 (2004): 34–44. 

Pat Barrett, “Some issues in contract management in the public sector” (paper presented at the Australian 

Corporate Lawyers Association/Australian Institute of Administrative Law conference on outsourcing, 

Canberra, July 26, 2000). 
71

 Harper et al, Competition policy review: Draft report. 
72

 Damien Cahill, “Harper review would reduce us from citizens to mere consumers”, The Conversation, 

Politics + Society, October 8, 2014, accessed September 1, 2015, http://theconversation.com/harper-review-

would-reduce-us-from-citizens-to-mere-consumers-32282. 
73

 Pearson, Partnering with the community sector in human services and health: Victorian Auditor-General’s 

report. 

National Council of Nonprofits, Toward common sense contracting: What taxpayers deserve (Washington, DC: 

National Council of Nonprofits, 2014). 

Sarah Pettijohn, Elizabeth Boris and Maura Farrell, National study of non-profit–government contracts and 

grants 2013: State profiles (Washington, DC: The Urban Institute, 2014). 
74

 Polkinghorne, Practice and the human sciences: The case for a judgment-based practice of care. 

Schön, The reflective practitioner: How professionals think in action. 

Jon Ord, “Aristotle’s phronesis and youth work: Beyond instrumentality”, Youth & Policy, 112 (2014), 56–73. 

Dunne, Back to the rough ground: Practical judgement and the lure of technique. 

Grundy, Curriculum: product or praxis. 

Bondi et al, Towards professions wisdom: Practical deliberations in the people professions. 
75

 Clare Taylor, “Evidence-based practice: Informing practice and critically evaluating related research”, in 

Becoming an advanced healthcare practitioner, eds. Gillian Brown, Susan Esdaile and Susan Ryan (New York: 

Butterworth-Heinemann, 2003), 90–117. 

Greg Marston and Rob Watts, “Tampering with the evidence: A critical appraisal of evidence-based policy 

making”, The Drawing Board: An Australian Review of Public Affairs, 3 (2003): 3, 143–163. 

 

http://www.aph.gov.au/About_Parliament/Parliamentary_Departments/Parliamentary_Library/Publications_Archive/CIB/cib0001/01CIB18
http://www.aph.gov.au/About_Parliament/Parliamentary_Departments/Parliamentary_Library/Publications_Archive/CIB/cib0001/01CIB18
http://theconversation.com/harper-review-would-reduce-us-from-citizens-to-mere-consumers-32282
http://theconversation.com/harper-review-would-reduce-us-from-citizens-to-mere-consumers-32282


            21 

 

                                                                                                                                                                                     
Mel Grey and Catherine McDonald, “Pursuing good practice?: The limits of evidence-based practice”, Journal 

of Social Work, 6 (2006): 1, 7–20. 
76

 Eva Cox, “‘Work with us not for us’ to end the Indigenous policy chaos”, The Conversation, Politics + 

Society, December 15, 2014, accessed January 13, 2015, http://theconversation.com/work-with-us-not-for-us-to-

end-the-indigenous-policy-chaos-35047. 
77

 Eva Cox, “A $147m budget saving missed: income management has failed”, The Conversation, Politics + 

Society, May 18, 2015, accessed September 1, 2015, http://theconversation.com/a-147m-budget-saving-missed-

income-management-has-failed-41816. 
78

 Jenny Hocking, “Liberty, security and the state”, in Ideas and influence: Social science and public policy in 

Australia, eds. Peter Saunders and James Walter (Sydney: University of New South Wales Press, 2005), 178–

197. 

Jim Walter, “Political leadership”, in The Oxford companion to Australian politics, eds. Brian Galligan and 

Winsome Roberts (Melbourne: Oxford University Press, 2007), 428–430. 
79

 Barry Schwartz and Kenneth Sharpe, Practical wisdom: The right way to do the right thing (New York: 

Riverhead Books, 2010). 

Elizabeth Anne Kinsella and Allan Pitman eds., Phronesis as professional knowledge: Practical wisdom in the 

professions (Rotterdam, Netherlands: Sense Publishers, 2012). 
80

 Lois Kelley, “Struggling with going along when you do not believe”, Nursing Science Quarterly, 4 (1991): 3, 

123–129.  
81

 Schwartz and Sharpe, Practical wisdom: The right way to do the right thing, 12. 
82

 Lynne Rutter and Keith Brown, Critical thinking and professional judgement for social work, 3
rd

 ed. 

(London: Learning Matters, 2012), 31. 
83

 Natasha Cortis and Megan Blaxland, The state of the community service sector in New South Wales 2014, 

(Sydney: Social Policy Research Centre, University of New South Wales, 2014), 1. 
84

 Bruce Ryan, “Service integration: A policy paradox”, Childrenz Issues, 7 (2003): 2, 36–42. 
85

 Nicola Atwool, “If it’s such a good idea, how come it doesn’t work? The theory and practice of integrated 

service delivery”, Childrenz Issues, 7 (2003): 2, 31–35. 

Pearson, Partnering with the community sector in human services and health: Victorian Auditor-General’s 

report. 

Webb and Vulliamy, “Joining up the solutions: The rhetoric and practice of inter-agency collaboration”. 
86

 Australian Council of Social Service, Australian community sector survey 2014. 

Karen Healy and Bob Lonne, The social work and human services workforce: Report from a national study of 

education, training and workforce needs (Strawberry Hills, NSW: Australian Learning and Teaching Council, 

2010). 

National Disability Services Victoria, Disability services workforce data project: Final report (Parkville, VIC: 

National Disability Services Victoria, 2011). 

Productivity Commission, Contribution of the not-for-profit sector. 
87

 Robyn Layton, Meg Smith and Andrew Stewart, Equal remuneration under the Fair Work Act 2009: A report 

for the Pay Equity Unit of the Fair Work Commission (Canberra: Commonwealth of Australia, 2013). 
88

 Australian Institute of Health and Welfare, Australia’s welfare 2013: Australia’s welfare series no. 11, Cat. 

no. AUS 174 (Canberra: Australian Institute of Health and Welfare, 2013). 

Cortis and Blaxland, The state of the community service sector in New South Wales 2014. Cortis et al, Building 

an industry of choice: Service quality, workforce capacity and consumer-centred funding in disability care, final 

report for United Voice, Australian Services Union, and Health and Community Services Union. 

Healy and Lonne, The social work and human services workforce: Report from a national study of education, 

training and workforce needs. 

Martin and Healy, Who works in community services? A profile of Australian workforces in child protection, 

juvenile justice, disability services and general community services. 

Morag McArthur and Lorraine Thomson, National analysis of workforce trends in statutory child protection 

(Dickson, ACT: Institute of Child Protection Studies, Australian Catholic University, 2012). 

Productivity Commission, Contribution of the not-for-profit sector. 

Productivity Commission, Disability care and support: Inquiry report, no. 54 (Melbourne: Australian 

Government, 2011).  
89

 Healy and Lonne, The social work and human services workforce: Report from a National study of education, 

training and workforce needs. 

Michael Emslie, “It’s time: A case for the professionalisation of youth work”, Youth Studies Australia, 31 

(2012): 16–24.  

 

http://theconversation.com/work-with-us-not-for-us-to-end-the-indigenous-policy-chaos-35047
http://theconversation.com/work-with-us-not-for-us-to-end-the-indigenous-policy-chaos-35047
http://theconversation.com/a-147m-budget-saving-missed-income-management-has-failed-41816
http://theconversation.com/a-147m-budget-saving-missed-income-management-has-failed-41816


            22 

 

                                                                                                                                                                                     
90

 Healy and Lonne, The social work and human services workforce: Report from a National study of education, 

training and workforce needs. 

Judith Bessant and Michael Emslie, “Why university education matters: Youth work and the Australian 

experience”, Child and Youth Services, 35 (2014): 137–151. 
91

 Carmel Laragy et al, Background evidence for making it work (Melbourne: RMIT University, 2013). 

Healy and Lonne, The social work and human services workforce: Report from a National study of education, 

training and workforce needs. 


