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1. Introduction: Radicalization Prevention in Germany – A Brief Overview 

 

The field of radicalization prevention in Germany has a long-standing tradition, particularly in 

the area of right-wing extremism, often intersecting with social work. As early as the 1990s, 

initial approaches were developed that incorporated social work methods into efforts targeting 

right-wing extremist youth (Krafeld et al., 1993). In the aftermath of the 2001 World Trade 

Center attacks, attention to religious extremism—particularly Salafism and Islamism—

intensified, initially framed largely within a security policy context. Over time, especially 

with the rise of the so-called Islamic State (IS) and the departure of individuals from Germany 
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Abstract 

This article, a revised and expanded version of Ostwaldt (2022a), serves as a 

discussion impulse to introduce the German-language discourse on radicalization 

prevention to an international audience. It examines how specific social work 

methods and working principles, such as multi-perspective casework, functional 

equivalents, and community-based approaches, contribute to enhancing 

radicalization prevention efforts. The article contends that despite the extensive 

use of social work methods in radicalization prevention, the field suffers from a 

fragmented methodological framework and lacks standardized professional 

guidelines, leading to notable inconsistencies in practice. To address these issues, 

the article advocates for a systematic professionalization of radicalization 

prevention, emphasizing the need for specialized training programs and clearly 

defined competency profiles. Additionally, the article highlights the need to 

distinguish between supportive social work and explicitly preventive measures to 

reduce ambiguity in practice. By systematically integrating social work methods, 

the field can enhance its theoretical foundation, achieve clearer professional 

standards, and better address the root causes of extremism. This publication seeks 

to inspire a broader international discourse on the critical role of social work in 

radicalization prevention, emphasizing the necessity for methodological rigor in 

effectively addressing and mitigating extremist tendencies. 
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to Syria and Iraq, prevention and exit programs began to complement security-focused 

initiatives.  

A pivotal development in Germany’s current prevention landscape was the 

establishment of the federal program Demokratie Leben! in 2015. This program initially had a 

budget of 40.5 million euros and by 2019 had grown to 115.5 million euros, making it the 

most extensive funding initiative in the country focused on promoting democracy and 

preventing extremism (Federal Ministry for Family Affairs, Senior Citizens, Women and 

Youth, 2020). The spread of IS and the increasing number of individuals joining from 

Germany prompted the German government to launch the National Prevention Program 

Against Islamist Extremism, which allocated approximately 400 million euros between 2017 

and 2020 (Federal Ministry of the Interior, 2017). These funds supported both the expansion 

of extremism prevention programs and the development of deradicalization and exit 

counseling services. In 2020, Demokratie Leben! entered its second funding phase, which 

runs until 2024, with an annual budget of around 180 million euros. The subsequent phase, 

beginning in 2025, is set to last eight years, with a notable increase in the program's duration. 

In addition to this, the federal states also implement their own funding schemes, and the 

Bundeszentrale für Politische Bildung (Federal Agency for Civic Education) has consistently 

allocated funds to extremism-related projects in recent years. Furthermore, private 

foundations, such as the Alfred Landecker Foundation, have significantly contributed to right-

wing extremism prevention efforts. In addition to the various projects funded to promote 

democracy and prevent extremism, most German states operate their own counseling centers 

dedicated to deradicalization and exit assistance.  

Understanding the landscape of radicalization prevention in Germany requires 

recognizing the central role that civil society actors have traditionally played in this work. 

Government institutions are typically involved in deradicalization and exit counseling, 

although some states still collaborate with civil society partners in these areas. The 

descriptions of funding structures here are not exhaustive but aim to provide a sense of the 

significant financial resources that have been channeled into prevention work in recent years. 

As a result, a differentiated and diverse landscape of prevention initiatives has emerged, 

encompassing a wide range of projects. For instance, Freiheit et al. (2021, p. 53) identified 
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over 1,500 projects addressing religiously motivated extremism, approximately 600 of which 

remain actively engaged in prevention work.  

These developments underscore the evolution of radicalization prevention into a broad 

and increasingly complex field of practice. Given this complexity, I consider it increasingly 

important to step back and examine the methodological approaches that define this work more 

closely. 

This article serves as a structured stimulus for further debate, inviting critical 

reflection on current practices and fostering a deeper examination of the intersection between 

social work and radicalization prevention. It draws substantially from a previously published 

article by the author (Ostwaldt, 2022a), but is presented here in a revised, updated, and 

internationally oriented form. With this publication, the author aims to introduce the 

predominantly German national discourse on the relationship between social work and 

radicalization prevention to an international audience, fostering broader discussion. To this 

end, the concept of prevention is briefly outlined to provide a foundation for the subsequent 

ideas. The article is then structured into two consecutive main sections that reflect the thought 

process leading up to its writing, specifically regarding the relationship between social work 

and radicalization prevention. First, considerations regarding the integration of methods are 

explored; specifically, how can methods from social work be applied in radicalization 

prevention, and what value could such integration offer? This is followed by more 

fundamental reflections on methodological debates within radicalization prevention, 

discussing what such debates might look like, whether they are necessary, and why. The 

article seeks to develop theory based on practice, while acknowledging that this might give 

the impression of theorizing practice. Consequently, this article attempts to close the circle by 

developing theory from practice and demonstrating the value of such theory for practical 

application. 

 

2. On the Foundations of Prevention 

 

Preventing Violent Extremism (PVE), often used alongside Countering Violent Extremism 

(CVE), has gained prominence as a global priority in response to phenomena such as the rise 

of IS, the departure of foreign fighters, and home-grown terrorism (Al-Lami, 2009; Frank & 
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Reva, 2016). The United Nations General Assembly has also underscored its importance in 

Resolution 70/109, highlighting education and tolerance to promote non-violence and 

cooperation. However, PVE remains a politically driven slogan with limited theoretical depth. 

Thus, it is necessary to establish a foundational understanding of prevention to contextualize 

discussions on radicalization prevention in social work, particularly in the German-speaking 

domain. 

Two key prevention models are relevant here. Gerald Caplan’s triad of prevention 

(1964) classifies measures based on timing: primary prevention aims to avert undesirable 

conditions, secondary prevention addresses emerging issues, and tertiary prevention focuses 

on mitigating established problems. Gordon’s model (1983), on the other hand, organizes 

prevention by target groups: universal prevention addresses the general population, selective 

prevention targets at-risk groups, and indicated prevention focuses on individuals showing 

early signs of the problem. 

For this discussion, I adopt Gordon’s framework (universal, selective, indicated), as it 

more effectively aligns with prevention work in radicalization contexts. Following Koehler 

(2017), this discussion focuses on prevention approaches rather than repression or 

intervention. 

 

3. Methods of Social Work in Radicalization Prevention 

 

The relationship between social work and prevention, in general, has long been a topic of 

debate. Lindner and Freund (2001, p. 73) speak of a "prevention boom in youth work," 

cautioning that, under this logic, all work with young people risks being interpreted from a 

preventive angle. In a later article, Lindner criticizes how the entire field of social pedagogy 

has been co-opted by the concept of prevention: “Through such rhetorical maneuvers, all 

social pedagogical action is now contaminated by the notion of prevention: education is 

prevention, participation is prevention, parenting is prevention, support is prevention, 

empowerment is prevention, communication is prevention, capability is prevention, and 

helping individuals realize their life plans is prevention" (Lindner, 2013, p. 363, author’s 

translation).  
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There has been little effort to explain the current boom in the use of the prevention 

concept in social pedagogy. It is evident, however, that a political agenda has played a 

significant role in the rapid growth of preventive work over the past decade. Policymakers 

have increasingly recognized the need to address radicalization on multiple fronts through 

preventive measures, which has resulted in large-scale funding programs that have channeled 

hundreds of millions of euros into prevention projects in Germany. Economic considerations 

have also played an important role in this context. Döring, Röing, and Boemcken (2020, p. 

19) found, through an interview study, that the term "prevention" was often used strategically 

to secure funding for initiatives that did not necessarily have a direct connection to 

prevention. The author of this article has made similar observations in the context of 

examining the role of Islamic and migrant organizations in extremism prevention (Ostwaldt, 

2020). The economic dimension is undeniable, especially from an institutional perspective, 

where the creation or preservation of jobs is a key concern, as prevention is currently in high 

demand. For this reason, it is important to compare the relationship between these two fields 

of work on specific levels. As outlined, the focus will now be on the methodological 

intersections. 

Over the past decades, social work has developed a diverse and well-tested portfolio of 

methods, which has emerged from and continues to be shaped by extensive discussions on 

methodology. Research highlights the significance of trust-building and the establishment of 

meaningful relationships in social work to prevent radicalization. As Haugstvedt (2019) 

points out, trust is a two-way process critical for engaging clients at risk of radicalization. 

This underscores the importance of applying client-centered methods and motivational 

interviewing to create open dialogues about values and ideologies. At the same time, Hutson 

(2021) emphasizes the increasing challenges posed by violent extremism and advocates for 

the role of social work in addressing these issues due to its long-standing focus on social 

justice and violence prevention. 

Collaboration between social workers, police, and security services adds another layer 

of complexity to prevention efforts. Haugstvedt and Tuastad (2023) reveal that such 

cooperation often raises ethical challenges, particularly concerning role definitions, 

professional autonomy, and client confidentiality. If these challenges are not managed 

carefully, they can erode trust between social workers and their clients, undermining the 
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effectiveness of intervention strategies. To navigate this, maintaining clear professional 

boundaries and ethical principles is essential.  

Furthermore, social support for social workers themselves is a crucial element that 

enhances the sustainability and effectiveness of their work. Haugstvedt (2020) identifies 

organizational support, peer collaboration, and professional acknowledgment as key factors 

that help social workers manage the stress and uncertainties inherent in radicalization 

prevention. This support not only bolsters social workers' well-being but also strengthens their 

ability to remain committed to the principles of empowerment rather than control. 

In the course of this development, current research on social work refers to the three 

classical methods of the field: casework (individual assistance), group work, and community 

work. These three methods form the foundational basis upon which a wide range of modern 

approaches has been built. While the classical methods address individuals, groups, or 

communities, modern methods complement this traditional approach. For the following 

discussion, I will focus on a further development of casework through multiperspectival 

casework, the conceptual foundation of community work based on spatial orientation, and a 

specific social work technique known as functional equivalents. Through these examples, I 

will argue that social work and social work methods in particular play an important role in 

radicalization prevention. 

As mentioned earlier, the aim of this article is to initiate a dialogue that brings the 

specificities of the German debates into the international discourse. The methods and 

techniques of social work play a particularly significant role in Germany’s radicalization 

prevention landscape. As Kurtenbach and Schumilas (2021, p. 154) highlight in the 

previously mentioned MAPEX study, 451 out of 551 examined radicalization prevention 

projects report using approaches grounded in social work methods, followed by methods from 

civic education (447) and pedagogy (424). The authors note that a "broad concept of 

methods" (ibid., author’s translation) underpins the study’s data, which suggests that 

distinctions between methods from social work and pedagogy may not always be clear. As a 

result, the reported figures likely reflect a general orientation toward (social) pedagogical 

methods. Additionally, some of the surveyed projects cited experiential education approaches 

as an independent methodological orientation. However, based on their methodological 

paradigm, these approaches can also be classified under the methods of social work (Galuske, 
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2013). Although methodological borrowings from social work seem to be a common practice 

in universal and selective prevention work, systematic discussions on method integration 

largely exist only in the context of deradicalization and disengagement efforts (Berg, 2021; 

Berg et al., 2023; Dittmar, 2023), which, as mentioned earlier, are outside the scope of this 

article. Building on this foundation, this chapter explores three methods and concepts from 

social work—multiperspective casework, functional equivalents, and community work—and 

evaluates them from a methodological integration perspective, focusing on their applicability 

and existing applications within universal and selective radicalization prevention efforts. 

 

Multi-perspective casework 

In social work, multi-perspective casework represents a methodological approach 

centered on shifting perspectives to address complex social work scenarios effectively. In 

contrast to one of the primary methods in working with individuals, the social case work, 

which focuses on the relationship between social worker and client, it also takes into account 

the complex conditions of social work practice as well as institutional frameworks. In his 

textbook "Sozialpaedagogisches Koennen" (Social Pedagogical Skills), the first edition of 

which was published in 1993, Burkhard Müller developed his idea "that there really is 

something like a common base of social work competence, which lies across the diversity of 

the increasingly differentiating fields of work and which can be taught in a general study of 

social pedagogy at universities of applied sciences and universities" (Müller, 2017, p. 10, 

author’s translation). According to Müller, case work represents the common basis of social 

work competence. 

 

"By a multi-perspective approach, I mean an approach according to which social 

pedagogical action requires a conscious change of perspective between different 

frames of reference. Multiperspectival practice means, for example, not mixing up the 

institutional, the pedagogical, the therapeutic, and the fiscal frames of reference of a 

youth welfare case, but nevertheless treating them as mutually relevant variables for 

each other." (Müller, 2017, p. 15, author’s translation) 
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Like social case work, multi-perspective case work has a phasing of the assistance 

process. The phases of anamnesis, diagnosis and intervention are complemented by a fourth 

phase, evaluation.  

The phase of anamnesis enables a broad gathering of information, which is not 

characterized by the labeling of the case, but by openness to different facets of case 

constellations. In addition, the anamnesis serves to identify the relevant information. 

Inevitably, this is already associated with a selection, which, however, should not be at the 

expense of openness to different case constellations. Coquelin and Salzmann (2023) have 

recently described the application of the social pedagogical anamnesis from a practice 

perspective. They state that "a holistic collection of knowledge and facts [is needed] in order 

to be able to come to an assessment at all, on the basis of meaningful interpretations, about 

what is the case and what is not” (ibid., p. 157, author’s translation).    

The second phase, the social diagnosis is characterized by the question "what to do?". 

The term and also the concept of social diagnosis goes back to Mary Richmond (1917). In 

recent decades, social diagnostics has increasingly become the subject of a lively professional 

discourse (Heiner, 2004; Pantuček-Eisenbacher, 2019), because it transforms the information 

gained in the anamnesis into social diagnoses that guide the assistance process. In this 

process, anamnesis and diagnosis can merge. "The focus of this phase is on a variety of 

questions such as: `What is the problem?`, `Who has what problem?', `What is to be done in 

the specific situation?', `Who has what mandate?' and `What resources are available to solve 

the problem?'" (Galuske, 2013, p. 195, author’s translation). 

The third phase, the intervention, includes that part of the assistance process in which 

the social-intervention is carried out. Müller (2017, p. 150) distinguishes three forms of 

intervention: the intervention, the offer, and the joint action. While intervention is seen as 

involving the exercise of power, the offer consists of suggestions that the client can accept or 

reject. Joint action, on the other hand, is characterized by cooperation with the client.  

Finally, the fourth phase, evaluation, concludes the assistance process. This phase is about 

reflecting on the assistance process from a retrospective perspective in order to review 

decisions with regard to their appropriateness and effectiveness. In the conception of multi-

perspective casework, evaluation mostly means self-evaluation, for which there is now a 
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considerable portfolio of different techniques (Heiner, 1994), which are visibly dissolving the 

boundaries between action and research methods (Galuske 2013, 345). 

The four phases of multi-perspective casework hold particular relevance for 

radicalization prevention, with applications already adapted across various practical settings. 

The special value of multi-perspective casework for the prevention of radicalization is due to 

another perspective that distinguishes three dimensions of cases: Case of, Case for, and Case 

with (Müller, 2017).These dimensions establish different perspectives on or accesses to case 

constellations that are central within social work logics of action. The first dimension of the 

case of focuses on the character of social work as administrative action. Here, it is primarily 

about the factual aspect of a case; above all, therefore, about the categories into which the 

case is to be classified (both from a statutory and a bureaucratic logic), i.e., whether there is a 

specific legal basis to which the case can be assigned. In Germany, for example, this could be 

the child welfare endangerment, which is laid down in the SGBVIII (eighth Social Law) and 

defines specific mandates and, above all, competencies for social work in the event that the 

welfare of a child is endangered.  

The dimension case for complements the dimension case of in a way that the necessity 

of interdisciplinary cooperation is emphasized. Social work is all too often structurally 

dependent in its actions on the actions and competencies of other instances (e.g. medical 

diagnoses or court orders). It is primarily a matter of considering the case as an "example of a 

recognized general (example of a theory, a norm, a phenomenon)" (Hilmar, 1986, p. 23, 

author’s translation). This gives rise to a central competence that  Sprondel (1979) early on 

called "referral knowledge" (author’s translation); the knowledge of who else is or could be 

responsible for this case. Professionals must therefore know which aspect of the case 

generates a mandate for action for which institution in the help system or, in the best case, 

outside the usual help system: "Processing as a case for means recognizing the activity of 

other instances relevant to the case and doing what is possible to ensure that they play their 

part in a conducive manner" (Müller, 2017, p. 147authrors translation). 

The third dimension, case with, is the dimension that concerns the core of social work. 

Here it is decided which further methods and techniques will be used; the question "What do I 

do?" is answered. The central starting point of this dimension is the principle that "cases can 
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only be solved together with those affected and that the greatest challenge is to gain their 

cooperation and to remove the obstacles to this" (Müller, 2017, p. 48, author’s translation). 

 

Mulitperspective case-work in the prevention of radicalization 

The factors that play a role in the context of radicalization are manifold. The 

International Centre For The Prevention Of Crime (2015) has compiled these factors in a 

systematic review. The most striking aspect is the variety of contextual conditions that can 

play a role in the course of radicalization. In addition, a variety of different trajectory models 

(e. g.Moghaddam, 2005; Sageman, 2007; Silber & Bhatt, 2007)  and models describing 

factors and conditions exist (Kruglanski et al., 2014; e. g. McCauley & Moskalenko, 2008). 

Moreover, it is now undisputed that the personality profile of a radicalizing person does not 

exist and that what matters is an interplay of resilience and vulnerability factors (Al-Lami, 

2009, p. 3). The challenge for radicalization prevention is obvious: A careful and 

comprehensive analysis of living conditions and personality factors is needed to identify 

radicalization and initiate appropriate measures. Multiperspective casework can be usefully 

employed here. The dimensions of a case - case of, case for and case with - can, on the basis 

of a comprehensive socio-pedagogical anamnesis, coupled with a sensitive socio-pedagogical 

diagnosis, help to grasp the living environment of the client in the best possible way and in 

this way to obtain as holistic a picture as possible of any multi-problem situations of clients. 

In this way, a case of radicalization may become a case of social disadvantage, which could 

be dealt with by youth social work, or a case of a lack of family support and the associated 

deficits in opportunities for participation due to poorly developed social and cognitive skills, 

which can be dealt with with the help of the services of child and youth work within the 

framework of its emancipation and compensation function. This list could certainly be 

extended, e.g. by offers of migration social work or addiction support. This results in a direct 

link to the dimension case for: The classification of the case through different perspectives 

now opens up the possibility of acquiring institutions, facilities and initiatives for processing 

the case, which would not have appeared to the professionals as adequate partners in a mere 

case of radicalization. Here, the referral knowledge already explained plays a central role. The 

dimension case with then results specifically from the conclusions drawn from case from and 

case for. For the application of multi-perspective casework it is central that the case 
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dimensions can build on each other but do not have to. Thus, the perspective case for can 

dominate in a case, because the classification of the case in case of is difficult. 

 

Functional Equivalents 

While multi-perspective casework represents a method that provides a framework for 

social work or, as Galuske (2013, p. 198, author’s translation) states, "is primarily a reflection 

tool [that] is applied to a wide variety of action strategies", the concept of functional 

equivalents, on the other hand, represents a working principle that aims to initiate project 

settings in social work fields of action "in which clients can first and over time learn that they 

do not need their antisocial or autoaggressive behavior to achieve self-worth, social 

recognition, and self-efficacy" (Boehnisch, 2018, p. 290, author’s translation). The concept of 

functional equivalents, developed by Lothar Boehnisch, builds upon his work on 

'Lebenslagen' (life situations) and 'Lebensbewältigung' (coping with life), focusing on 

alternative pathways for achieving self-worth and social recognition in social work. Life 

situations are the "product of social development (structured), but at the same time condition 

and initial situation (structuring) of the development of individual people and groups; life 

situations are initial conditions of human action just as they are product of this action" 

(Amman, 1984, p. 324, author’s translation). For social work, the "socio-structural embedding 

of living conditions and thus (...) the resources of individual life coping" (Boehnisch, 2018, 

p. 30, author’s translation) are of particular importance. Another basic assumption of the 

concept is that people fundamentally strive for subjective agency, especially when the 

psychosocial balance of self-worth, social recognition, and self-efficacy is at risk. Because life 

situations are primarily perceived as critical when the available social and personal resources 

are no longer sufficient to cope, "this striving for agency is usually structured not only 

cognitively-rationally, but above all emotionally and drive-dynamically" (Boehnisch, 2018, 

p. 24, author’s translation). 

In parts, the life situation and life coping concept can be connected to the theory of the 

so-called quest for singnificance (Kruglanski et al., 2014), in which the author’s emphasize 

the following: "In summary, the seeming heterogeneity of motives underlying engagement in 

terrorism boils down to one major underlying motivation - the quest for personal significance" 

(Kruglanski et al., 2014, p. 74), "this quest constitutes a major, universal, human motivation 
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variously labeled as the need for esteem, achievement, meaning, competence, control, and so 

on" (Kruglanski et al., 2014, p. 73). Relating the concepts also seems useful because Lothar 

Boehnisch places deviant behavior itself in the context of coping behavior in critical life 

constellations (Boehnisch, 2017, ch. 3). 

The concept of Functional equivalents gains importance when social work wants to 

offer coping strategies for critical life situations that support the restoration of the 

psychosocial balance of the client. It is essential that the functional equivalents offered are 

positioned close enough to the core of the deviant behavior or to the function of radical 

ideology for the individual or the group. In practice, this principle means that for individuals 

with tendencies to act violently, the functional equivalent should include similarly physical 

aspects (e.g. martial arts). For the prevention of radicalization, this principle entails 

restrictions, because a tendency to use violence is, according to common classification, 

already to be located in the deradicalization and in most cases to be classified as security-

relevant, so that security aspects also play a role here. For the fields of action of universal, 

selective and indicated prevention focused on in this article, it is therefore particularly 

necessary to take a closer look at the functionality of ideology behind corresponding attitude 

patterns. The role of ideology in the process of radicalization is subject to constant change. 

While radicalization processes in the 1990s - as can be seen, for example, with regard to the 

perpetrators of the September 11, 2001 attacks - were associated with a profound 

ideologization and sometimes lasted for years, a decline in ideological debate in the course of 

the radicalization process can be observed in the 2010s (Gaudette et al., 2023). 

In this context the importance of religion is also being discussed. The discourse in this 

regard is far too extensive to be presented in detail here. In essence, however, two positions 

can be identified: On the one hand, researchers identify radicalization as an active 

engagement with religious content (Aslan & Akkilic, 2017) or take the position that 

radicalization toward terrorist violence originates in radical Muslim milieus (Kepel, 2009). 

The counterpart to these positions is, for example, the thesis of a "Lego-Islam" that "can 

always be adapted to new requirements and in fact has nothing in common with the forms of 

traditional Islam taught in the majority of mosque communities" (Kiefer et al., 2018, p. 26, 

author’s translation). The meta-analysis by Al-Lami (2009, p. 3) also concludes that those 

who have become radicalized in the phenomenon area of religiously based extremism, 
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particularly neo-Salafism, are largely religiously analphabets. The consensus finding is that 

religion can be a factor in the radicalization process, particularly in the context of the 

"reconstruction of a lost identity" (Dalgaard-Nielsen, 2010, p. 801) and the associated 

instrumentalization of religion. It should be limited here to point out the beginning of this 

complex of topics, namely the constant change to which the role of ideology in the 

radicalization process is subjected. It is possible that in the coming years there will again be a 

shift toward ideological confrontation, because the goal of leaving the country for a 

supposedly Islamic state will give way to achieving fundamental social change in the home 

country. 

For the use of functional equivalents in the prevention of radicalization, specific 

challenges arise from this, namely a systematic analysis of the function of ideology within the 

respective radicalization process is required (which would again bring multi-perspective case 

work into play at this point). On the basis of such an analysis, it is possible to offer adequate 

services that enable the restoration of self-efficacy and other needs. Here again, a parallel to 

the concept of quest for significance emerges. Kruglanski et al. (2014, p. 79) suggest that the 

quest for self-efficacy does not necessarily have to end in anti-democratic or anti-human 

ideologies, but can equally be reflected in "pro-social ideologies" (ibid.). The desire for 

radical social change can thus also be expressed democratically, thus enabling self-efficacy at 

the same time. The climate justice movements can be cited as a vivid example here: The 

actions and protests, in relation to compulsory education also in the form of civil 

disobedience, increase the self-efficacy of those who join groups such as Friday for Future. In 

essence, democratic protest movements can thus also be functional equivalents. 

 

Community Work and Social Space Orientation 

Alongside individual social casework and social group work, community work 

completes the classic methods of social work. This tripartite structure indicates that the 

method of community work operates beyond the levels of individual cases and groups, 

moving within the sociocultural environment, the neighborhood, or the district. Community 

work originated in the so-called community organizing efforts in the slums of the USA, 

Canada, and Great Britain. During the Settlement Movement in 19th century London, 

Toynbee Hall, a neighborhood and education center, was established. Jane Addams brought 
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the idea of such a center to the USA, founding the Hull House in Chicago, which focused 

particularly on the needs of immigrants. It wasn't until the 1950s that the methods of 

community work became more widely known in Germany. This historical contextualization is 

important as it illustrates the perspective underlying community-oriented approaches, which 

do not address individuals or groups but focus on the population within a neighborhood or 

community. The challenge in examining community work is certainly that it is highly 

integrative of various methods, and numerous diverse approaches exist (Galuske, 2013, 

p. 103). The fundamental principles of community work have become firmly embedded in the 

working principles of social professions, not just in social work, emphasizing that people must 

always be considered in the context of their environment—that the community influences 

individuals and, reciprocally, those individuals influence the community. 

From this foundational idea of community work established in social work in the 

1960s and 1970s, an established method of social work emerged based on extensive 

discussion. In the 1990s, there was a heightened interest in spatially oriented approaches, such 

as neighborhood management and other spatially networked social work offerings (Galuske, 

2013, p. 300). The background for this surge in spatially oriented approaches includes the 

concept of Lebensweltorientierung (everyday life orientation) described in the 8th Child and 

Youth Report as a structural maxim of social work in Germany (Deutscher Bundestag, 1990). 

The core of this concept, attributed to Hans Thiersch, is the assumption that "from the 

perspective of everyday life to be managed, life difficulties are seen both in the normality of 

everyday tasks and in zones of special burdens and inadequacies" (Thiersch, 2020, p. 89, 

author’s translation). Everyday life orientation thus focuses on the everyday life of 

individuals, particularly the place (not only in a spatial-physical sense, as will be shown later) 

where life occurs and where people can apply and develop strategies for managing life. Social 

work, based on the premises of everyday life orientation, must focus on the aforementioned 

everyday life management to contribute to the development of a more successful everyday 

life, always under the premise that clients are fundamentally competent to live their own lives. 

For spatially oriented child and youth welfare services, Hinte et al. (2000, p. 72, author’s 

translation) describe the goal as "weaving relationship networks in the residential quarter, 

initiating groups, and building and maintaining diverse cooperation structures." With the 
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catchy phrase "from case to field," Hinte et al. (2000, author’s translation) succinctly describe 

the spatial reorientation of social services. 

In recent decades, various approaches have been established under social space 

orientation, each with differing definitions and understandings of social space. For instance, 

Hopmann (2006) distinguishes six different perspectives on social space: administrative, 

resident, social space as a control variable, and social space as a resource. Additionally, social 

space can also be understood as the catchment area (e.g., of a facility) or as the place of social 

work (public space or building). Social space-oriented social work requires a combination of 

different spatial concepts, which are not arbitrary but rather based on fundamental 

assumptions of social work. Schönig (2020, p. 15) summarizes these assumptions for social 

space orientation as follows (author’s translation): 

 

"Practical social work with the residents of a social space is based on the fact that 

different social space definitions are relevant for the respective target groups through 

their actions and sense-making. These social space definitions describe the action 

spaces of individuals and groups and usually differ from administrative social space 

boundaries. They determine social space-oriented work in practice. Life-world 

reference, orientation to people's will, and use of their personal resources are keywords 

that indicate a subject-related concept of space in practical social work." 

 

Space and Radicalization 

Not only in social work do space concepts play an important role, but perspectives on 

space can also complement the existing knowledge in the study of radicalization processes 

and factors. Indeed, as Kurtenbach (2021) notes in his text "Radikalisierung und Raum” 

(Radicalization and Space), the spatial aspect of radicalization has been somewhat neglected. 

Insights from spatial sociology can therefore be useful in highlighting the influence of space 

on radicalization and vice versa, as well as the connections to the concept of social space 

orientation and the field of community work. The following sections will outline key research 

strands in this area. 

In spatial sociology, absolute space as a geographic unit is distinguished from 

relational space. The former represents social structural factors such as housing or 
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unemployment and social inequality. An absolute understanding of space can be exemplified 

by the concept of nation-states or city and county boundaries, where clear demarcations 

define one space compared to another, or not compared, due to arbitrary separations (Kessl & 

Maurer, 2019). Relational space, on the other hand, focuses on interpersonal relationships in 

any form. These relationships do not have to be physical but refer to a "relational 

(re)arrangement of social goods and people (living beings) in places" (Löw, 2001, p. 224, 

author’s translation). For examining radicalization, context effects, as defined by Kurtenbach, 

can be valuable: "Context effects are the results of a process of environmental adaptation of 

the individual to a perceived prevailing norm in the residential area" (Kurtenbach, 2017, p. 60, 

author’s translation). These context effects can be caused by various forms of segregation 

(ethnic, social, demographic) (Kurtenbach & Schumilas, 2021). There is no direct link to 

radicalization, but the aim is to explore how and in what form context effects can be 

associated with established radicalization theories. Kurtenbach (2021, p. 30) suggests that 

factors such as increased vulnerability, existing or lacking network structures, and perceptions 

of collective and individual discrimination could be theoretical points of reference. For 

instance, the theory of relative deprivation provides a theoretical model that can bridge spatial 

sociology and radicalization theories (Kurtenbach, 2021, p. 34) and has already been 

considered in the design of preventive measures (Ostwaldt & Coquelin, 2018). This theory 

describes the discrepancy between a status that the individual subjectively anticipates for their 

personal life based on various self- and external attributions and the objectively measurable 

and subjectively experienced discrimination and other limiting factors such as biographical 

burdens or strokes of fate. This discrepancy, broadly speaking, can be seen as dissatisfaction 

and can, in conjunction with other influencing factors (increased presence of vulnerability 

factors such as precarious social environment or lack of ambiguity tolerance), lead to a 

cognitive opening, questioning traditional patterns of coexistence and finding alternative 

worldviews more attractive (Ostwaldt & Coquelin, 2018). 

For establishing a connection between spatial sociology and radicalization theories or 

for considering contextual factors in radicalization research and ultimately in prevention 

work, local infrastructure plays a central role, as noted by Stapf and Siegert (2019). They 

identify potential contextual factors within the neighborhoods they studied that could be 

associated with radicalization: social and ethnic segregation, distrust in public institutions and 
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their deficient equipment, and a perception of being neglected, i.e., forms of social 

discrimination (Stapf & Siegert, 2019, p. 30). 

 

Social Space Orientation in Radicalization Prevention 

Given that the spatial factor in radicalization has received little attention in research, 

there are currently just a few radicalization prevention approaches with a distinct social spatial 

orientation in Germany.2 Instead, individual approaches can be identified that highlight social 

spatial perspectives, particularly in municipal contexts. For example, Kurtenbach and 

Schumilas (2021, p. 159) investigate the preventive impact of local support structures in 

Dortmund's Nordstadt, explicitly referencing social spatial aspects. Likely, other municipally 

oriented projects also feature social spatial approaches, but no systematic studies on these 

approaches are known to the author. Child and youth services are more advanced in this area. 

As noted by Treeß (2002), the professional debate in child and youth services has already 

reached a much higher level of reflection in this regard. For radicalization prevention, there is 

significant potential to be tapped by examining the transferability of the social space 

orientation method with all its conceptual approaches. 

 

4. Professionalization of Radicalization Prevention through a Methodological 

Discourse?  

 

From the previous considerations, an attentive reader may draw a key insight and raise an 

important question. The insight could be that social work methods indeed offer a substantial 

benefit for radicalization prevention. The subsequent question, considering that these methods 

are already being used in radicalization prevention, might be: What purpose does it serve to 

initiate such a discourse? While these methods are indeed utilized in radicalization prevention, 

there is little reflection on their application. If the field of radicalization prevention aims to 

further professionalize, such a discourse is essential. To elaborate on this thesis, I will briefly 

 
2 e.g. the project „Kommunale Fachberatung: Prävention und gesellschaftlicher Zusammenhalt“ (Municipal 

Expert Consulting: Prevention and Social Cohesion) which supports municipal authorities nationwide in 

counties, cities, and towns in further developing multi-professional structures and effective local prevention 

programs aimed at countering radicalization and promoting social cohesion (https://www.kommunale-

fachberatung.de/, retrieved November 11, 2024). 
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present the German-language debate on the professionalization of social work and apply it to 

radicalization prevention. 

 

Professionalization and Social Work: A Reflection   

Professionalization and professionalism are two keywords that have sparked an 

extensive, long-standing academic debate within social work. Theoretical discussions on 

social work professionalism offer numerous approaches and directions (Knoll, 2010). 

Professions research—simplified—deals with questions such as: What constitutes social work 

as a profession? What is professional social work? And with what self-understanding do 

social workers see themselves as professionals? 

Dewe and Otto (2018), building on theoretical considerations and research, 

differentiate between "profession" as a specific form of social occupation on the macro-level 

of society, "professionalization as a social process specific to a professional group, discussing 

the ambivalent process of establishing professions”, and "professionalism as a non-

technological state of being, manifested as habitualized, situational behavior under typically 

highly complex and paradoxical action demands” (Dewe & Otto, 2018, p. 1191, author’s 

translation). The foundation of such an understanding of professional social work can be 

found in a specific model of social-pedagogical action, which Dewe and Otto (2012) 

previously developed under the term reflexive social pedagogy. 

 

The Lack of a Professionalization Debate in Radicalization Prevention 

For the field of radicalization prevention, such a professionalization debate has not yet 

emerged (Hafeneger & Ostwaldt, 2023), even if there has been specific research which point 

out the necessity of professional social work in dealing with radicalization (Haugstvedt and 

Tuastad 2023). This could be due to several factors: first, radicalization prevention projects 

have only been established over the past decade; second, they continue to face precarious 

funding conditions, which complicates long-term professional development. On the other 

hand, some project evaluations suggest increasing professionalization in the field, particularly 

in deradicalization work (Cherney, 2020; Cherney & Belton, 2021; Möller et al., 2015; 

Uhlmann, 2017). However, upon closer inspection, it remains unclear how professionalization 
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is defined and how the field, in its diversity, develops professionalized activity areas and 

specific competency features. 

Therefore, it seems necessary to develop a foundational understanding of 

professionalization, one that is productive for an early stage of a professionalization debate 

(see Hafeneger & Ostwaldt, 2023). Two perspectives seem central for radicalization 

prevention: while an institutional perspective focuses on the factors that contribute to 

professionalization and professionalism on an organizational level, an individual perspective 

examines the competency features and performance standards related to practitioners' training 

and continuing education (Becker & Schmitt, 2018; Mieg, 2016). The professional 

transformation of fields and professions at the institutional level can be analyzed and 

evaluated using various criteria. Wilensky (1964) phase or multi-level model suggests 

differentiating between seven features and stages of professionalization processes and the 

development of professionalism: 

 

1. Job as a full-time occupation 

2. Establishment of educational institutions 

3. Creation of academic programs 

4. Formation of local professional associations 

5. Creation of national professional associations 

6. State recognition 

7. Development of a professional code of ethics 

 

This systematization provides an initial framework for assessing efforts toward 

professionalization and professionalism. Applying this model to radicalization prevention 

reveals that many steps have yet to be fully realized, especially regarding state recognition, 

standardized education programs, and ethical codes specific to the field. Therefore, the 

initiation of a professionalization debate, centered around methodology and competency 

development, is critical to enhancing the credibility, effectiveness, and institutional standing 

of radicalization prevention work. 
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Professionalization at the Institutional Level 

In recent years, the field of radicalization prevention has become increasingly 

differentiated, leading to the separation of distinct areas of action (Heinze, 2018). Civil 

society organizations implementing projects in this field have organized themselves into 

advisory networks and Democracy Centers, as well as the Federal Working Groups on 

Religiously Motivated Extremism (BAG RelEx) and exit work in Right Wing Extremism 

(BAG Ausstieg zum Einstieg). Additionally, advisory services focused on distancing and 

deradicalization in the context of religious extremism are part of the network of the Federal 

Office for Migration and Refugees (BAMF). Furthermore, there are numerous exit programs 

in right-wing extremism, which, however, are not connected through such an advisory 

service. These working relationships and advocacy groups aim primarily to contribute to the 

development of quality standards and serve as platforms for continuing education and the 

exchange of experiences among their members.  

Within the BAMF's advisory services, a training curriculum for professionals in 

radicalization prevention was developed, with the goal of eventually integrating it into 

university programs (El Difraou et al., 2021). Continuing education programs for 

professionals have been offered for several years, such as a model project integrating 

prevention content into the child and youth work concentration of the Bachelor's program in 

social work at the Baden-Württemberg Cooperative State University (LAG Mobile 

Jugendarbeit / Streetwork). Additionally, the University of Education in Heidelberg offers 

corresponding training programs (Pädagogische Hochschule Heidelberg). However, a fully 

established degree program for radicalization prevention, such as the master's program on 

right-wing extremism at the University of Marburg (Universität Marburg), has not yet 

emerged in the field of religiously motivated extremism. 

 

Professionalization at the Individual Level 

As mentioned earlier, the acquisition of skills based on professional performance 

standards is a central pillar of professionalization and professionalism (Mieg, 2003). For the 

field of prevention, this particularly means the necessary formulation of competence and 

performance profiles, alongside the establishment of specific (academic) training programs. 

This would also be a significant contribution to the professionalization of the field at an 
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institutional level. Despite the increasing development of radicalization prevention, there 

remains a lack of clear concepts regarding the required competency profiles. Much of the 

knowledge is gained through learning by doing and is acquired through continuing education 

and professional conferences.  

The current state of research draws heavily on findings from the study of 

deradicalization processes. For instance, the 2013 Rome Memorandum on Good Practices for 

Rehabilitation and Reintegration of Violent Extremist Offenders emphasized that the quality 

of deradicalization programs—particularly within the context of correctional facilities—

depends heavily on the training of the professionals involved (GCTF, 2013). In 2017, the 

European Union's Radicalisation Awareness Network (RAN) addressed the training of those 

working in radicalization prevention and deradicalization during a conference. A resulting 

working paper highlighted the need for a tailored training agenda for professionals but did not 

specify concrete theoretical training content. However, it emphasized the importance of 

"multi-agency cooperation, and multi-agency training programmes" (Radicalisation 

Awareness Network, 2017, p. 5) as key to good training.  

Recently, Koehler and Fiebig (2019, p. 55) identified 33 core areas relevant to 

working in religiously motivated extremism through a comprehensive literature analysis, 

although most of these focus on deradicalization efforts. Additionally, the National Center for 

Crime Prevention (NZK) published Evaluationskriterien für die Islamismusprävention 

(Evaluation Criteria for Prevention of Islamism, EvIs) (Ullrich et al., 2019), offering a 

thorough overview of indicators that are particularly relevant to the field of what the author’s 

call "Islamism prevention." The EvIs tool developed in this study aims to track the progress of 

participants in prevention programs and offers an initial reference point for developing a 

competency profile in radicalization prevention. 

So far, efforts to define specific competence and performance profiles for universal, 

selective and indicated radicalization prevention are still in the early stages. The sector of 

deradicalization seems to have made more progress in developing these competency profiles, 

as it has drawn from existing research and practical experiences. A key challenge for the 

future is the establishment of clear, standardized training and competency requirements across 

all levels of prevention, ensuring that professionals are well-equipped to meet the demands of 

this critical and evolving field. 
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Methods in Radicalization Prevention 

In addition to the institutional aspects of professionalization in a field of work, and the 

individual performance and competence profiles, methodization plays a central role in the 

efforts to professionalize any occupational field. For the professionalization of radicalization 

prevention, a method portfolio is needed that engages with, or evolves in interaction with, a 

(scientific) reflective process. As (Holthusen et al., 2011, p. 23) already argued, preventive 

work also requires substantiated strategies that can demonstrably prevent attitudes and 

behaviors, providing a methodological framework for the uncertainty described earlier. 

Referring to the overview study by Kurtenbach and Schumilas (2021, p. 155) 

mentioned at the beginning of this article, it can be concluded that no specific prevention 

methodology appears to exist. Instead, the field of radicalization prevention mainly draws on 

methods from social work, pedagogy, and civic education. The claim that "prevention has 

been able to establish itself as a methodological orientation both in general thought and in 

professional discussions" (Autrata, 2010, p. 23, author’s translation) cannot be affirmed for 

the field of radicalization prevention. Interestingly, there are positions in the prevention 

discourse in Germany suggesting that developing a specific prevention methodology is 

unnecessary, as the "classical toolkit of social work" (Döring et al., 2020, p. 28, author’s 

translation) is seen as sufficient. However—and this is an important point, although it goes 

somewhat beyond the scope of this paper—even the methodological debate around prevention 

as a method in social work may be overestimated. Prevention lacks the conceptual depth of 

other social work methods, as already outlined. The reflection on prevention, which may be 

understood more as a meta-method or interpretative framework, should also be revisited in 

social work. 

A further look at the study by Kurtenbach and Schumilas (2021, p. 154) reveals that 

out of 551 examined projects, 459 reported targeting "general population groups," while 302 

projects primarily addressed professionals. A similar pattern emerges in the survey of project 

objectives or "intended impacts" (ibid., p. 152). Here, the goals of raising awareness, 

promoting tolerance, democracy, and intercultural competence dominate. More specific 

objectives related to the phenomenon of radicalization, such as the cessation of extremist 

activities, disengagement from ideology, and demobilization or distancing, are mentioned far 

less frequently (ibid., p. 153). As Oulad M´Hand and Nadar (2022, p. 5) noted concerning the 



  
 

 

 

 

Jens Ostwaldt: Social Work Methods and Prevention of Radicalization 

150 

Winter 2024/25 

No. 41 

ISSN: 2363-9849          

aforementioned study, nonspecific approaches seem to have become prevalent in 

radicalization prevention to avoid stigmatizing effects resulting from phenomenon-specific 

attributions. This aspect will be explored further in the following section, but it remains an 

important point to bear in mind. 

For a professional theoretical analysis of this field of work, these findings are 

particularly relevant. As noted in the previous chapter, the methods of social work—such as 

multi-perspective casework, functional equivalents, as well as community work and 

neighborhood orientation—could indeed be applicable to radicalization prevention programs. 

This leads to a challenge, formulated here explicitly as a question: 

 

How can professional prevention work be designed when its applied methods are 

indistinguishable, or only marginally different, from those of other professions—

particularly social work—and when both the target group and intended impacts are 

formulated in nonspecific terms? 

 

The author acknowledges that this question and its underlying assumptions are subject 

to the limitations of the data. While the study by Kurtenbach and Schumilas (2021) provides a 

concise overview of the prevention landscape in Germany, a more thorough answer to the 

question of applied methods and professionalization efforts requires further empirical research 

(sell also Hafeneger & Ostwaldt, 2023). 

 

5. Final Remarks and Outlook 

 

Up to this point, two interconnected considerations have been presented. First, methods from 

social work that offer a specific added value for radicalization prevention were introduced. 

However, these methods have not yet been explicitly integrated into the methodological 

discourse on radicalization prevention because—at least according to current research—there 

is no well-developed methodological discourse within radicalization prevention. Such a 

discourse would be necessary to advance the professionalization of this field and to 

differentiate it from other fields of practice, such as social work. This differentiation is 

particularly challenging because a broad understanding of prevention blurs the distinction 
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between target groups and methods applied in prevention work and those used in social work. 

Consequently, many projects labeled as preventive work employ empowerment and other 

supportive methods, but these projects often fall under the logic of prevention when presented 

to funding bodies. 

There are few concrete suggestions so far that satisfactorily answer the forementioned 

question. However, Hafen (2002) proposed a concept some time ago that deserves mention 

here. He suggested separating supportive programs from those that have a purely preventive 

focus. In this understanding, prevention would be anything explicitly directed against a 

specific phenomenon. For the framework of universal, selective, and indicated prevention 

applied in this article, this would imply the conceptual dissolution of universal prevention, 

which would instead be integrated into social work or other supportive initiatives, such as 

civic education. Thus, prevention projects would only include those with an explicit 

prevention-oriented logic. This does not imply that projects currently considered universally 

preventive should be abolished, but rather that they should be integrated into regular 

structures of social work. 

Such an adjustment to the funding and project landscape would conceptually fulfill the 

prevention triad proposed by Caplan too, as primary prevention, as outlined, primarily has a 

supportive and promoting character. This approach could help to at least partially resolve the 

tension between social work and radicalization prevention. It might be worth considering 

limiting prevention work to projects that operate within a selective and indicated prevention 

logic, focusing on individuals who are at risk or already show early signs of radicalization. 

Here too, the competence of social workers in dealing with individuals exhibiting deviant 

behavior could be beneficial. These projects could support social workers with specialized 

knowledge, helping them address tendencies toward radicalization as part of their regular 

work. 

For this to succeed—and this is a critical aspect—sufficient personnel resources within 

regular structures are essential to allow for flexible responses. These considerations lead to 

the suggestion of broadly funding regular structures so that resources can be freed up to 

integrate counseling and training services—particularly in the field of prevention—into their 

work. By narrowing the focus of funding for prevention projects while simultaneously 

expanding funding for regular structures of social work, this approach could contribute to the 
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professionalization of radicalization prevention. This would allow the field to be more clearly 

defined, initiate methodological discourse, and promote methodologically integrated work. At 

the same time, regular structures would be strengthened, supportive programs expanded, and 

freed from the constraints of a prevention-based logic. Ultimately, this would bring 

substantial benefits to both fields of practice. 

 

6. Conclusion 

 

This article, understood as an international contribution to the ongoing German debate, 

focused on the relationship between social work and radicalization prevention, with a 

particular emphasis on integrative methodological considerations. It was demonstrated that 

there is significant value in the structured integration of social work methods into 

radicalization prevention. However, this necessitates the reflection and development of an 

independent portfolio of methods for primary and secondary radicalization prevention. The 

professionalization pursued by stakeholders in this field should be accompanied by the 

development of professional standards and corresponding methods. 

Moreover, it was shown that the relationship between social work and radicalization 

prevention in prevention practice is often characterized by a lack of differentiation, especially 

regarding the conceptual orientation of primary prevention projects. To address the tension 

between prevention logic on one side and supportive project approaches on the other, it may 

be beneficial to define prevention projects strictly as those with an explicit preventive logic. 

This approach would enable supportive projects to evolve independently, free from the 

restrictive preventive focus currently tied to project funding.  

Consequently, the field of radicalization prevention could benefit from a more 

deliberate focus on methodological development and integration, fostering a professionalized 

environment with clear operational frameworks. The author is aware that such a proposal 

may, at first glance, seem detached from practical prevention efforts and appear overly 

theoretical. The limiting factor here is certainly the consideration of sponsoring and funding 

structures. Nevertheless, the author believes these considerations are necessary, as the field of 

radicalization prevention can only achieve professionalization and develop a clear identity if 
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these transformation processes are thought through long-term, addressing both content-related 

and structural development. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  
 

 

 

 

Jens Ostwaldt: Social Work Methods and Prevention of Radicalization 

154 

Winter 2024/25 

No. 41 

ISSN: 2363-9849          

References 

 

Al-Lami, M. (2009). Studies of Radicalization: State of Field Report. Politics and 

International Relations Working Paper. 

https://static1.squarespace.com/static/566d81c8d82d5ed309b2e935/t/567ab488b204d5

8613bf92aa/1450882184032/Studies_of_Radicalisation_State_of_the_F.pdf  

 

Amman, A. (1984). „Offene Altenhilfe“. In H. Reimann & H. Reimann (Eds.), Flexibles 

Taschenbuch Soz/Psych. Das Alter: Einführung in die Gerontologie (2., völlig neu 

bearb. Aufl.). Enke. 

 

Aslan, E., & Akkilic, E. (2017). Islamistische Radikalisierung: Biografische Verläufe im 

Kontext der religiösen Sozialisation und des radikalen Milieus. 

https://iits.univie.ac.at/fileadmin/user_upload/p_iits/Pictures_colleagues/radikalisierun

g_2017_07_19_onlineversion_einzelseiten.pdf  

 

Autrata, O. (2010). Prävention von Jugendgewalt: Gewaltprävention durch Gestaltung des 

Sozialen. Sozial Extra(9/10), 23–26. 

 

BAG RelEx. Radikalisierungsprävention: Extremismus vorbeugen. https://www.bag-

relex.de/wissen/radikalisierungspraevention/ 

 

Becker, R., & Schmitt, S. (2018). Beratung im Kontext Rechtsextremismus: Felder, 

Methoden, Positionen (1st ed.). Politik und Bildung. Wochenschau Verlag. 

https://ebookcentral.proquest.com/lib/gbv/detail.action?docID=5606927  

 

Berg, A. von. (2021). Distanzierungsprozesse - Ein Gedankenexperiment. In Schnitt:stellen: 

Erkenntnisse aus Forschung und Beratungspraxis im Phänomenbereich islamistischer 

Extremismus (pp. 113–126): Bundesamt für Migration und Flüchtlinge. 

 

Berg, A. von, Ruf, M., Kargl, G., & Walkenhorst, D. (2023). Soziale Diagnostik in der 

Extremismusprävention - Diagnose, Fallverstehen, Intervention und 

Wirkungsmessung. Ideologie und Gewalt - Schriften zur Deradikalisierung. Springer 

VS.  

 

Boehnisch, L. (2017). Abweichendes Verhalten: Eine pädagogisch-soziologische Einführung 

(5., überarbeitete Auflage). Beltz Juventa.  

 

Boehnisch, L. (2018). Sozialpädagogik der Lebensalter: Eine Einführung (8., erweiterte 

Auflage). Beltz Juventa.  

 

Bröckling, U. (2008). Vorbeugen ist besser…Zur Soziologie der Prävention. Behemoth. A 

Journal on Civilisation(1), 38–48. 

https://static1.squarespace.com/static/566d81c8d82d5ed309b2e935/t/567ab488b204d58613bf92aa/1450882184032/Studies_of_Radicalisation_State_of_the_F.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/566d81c8d82d5ed309b2e935/t/567ab488b204d58613bf92aa/1450882184032/Studies_of_Radicalisation_State_of_the_F.pdf
https://iits.univie.ac.at/fileadmin/user_upload/p_iits/Pictures_colleagues/radikalisierung_2017_07_19_onlineversion_einzelseiten.pdf
https://iits.univie.ac.at/fileadmin/user_upload/p_iits/Pictures_colleagues/radikalisierung_2017_07_19_onlineversion_einzelseiten.pdf
https://www.bag-relex.de/wissen/radikalisierungspraevention/
https://www.bag-relex.de/wissen/radikalisierungspraevention/
https://ebookcentral.proquest.com/lib/gbv/detail.action?docID=5606927


  
 

 

 

 

Jens Ostwaldt: Social Work Methods and Prevention of Radicalization 

155 

Winter 2024/25 

No. 41 

ISSN: 2363-9849          

 

Caplan, G. (1964). Principles of Preventive Psychiatry. Basic Books.  

 

Ceylan, R., & Kiefer, M. (2013). Salafismus: Fundamentalistische Strömungen und 

Radikalisierungsprävention. Springer VS. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-658-00091-2 

 

Ceylan, R., & Kiefer, M. (2018). Radikalisierungsprävention in der Praxis: Antworten der 

Zivilgesellschaft auf den gewaltbereiten Neosalafismus. Springer Fachmedien 

Wiesbaden.  

 

Cherney, A. (2020). Evaluating interventions to disengage extremist offenders: a study of the 

proactive integrated support model (PRISM). Behavioral Sciences of Terrorism and 

Political Aggression, 12(1), 17–36. https://doi.org/10.1080/19434472.2018.1495661 

 

Cherney, A., & Belton, E. (2021). Evaluating Case-Managed Approaches to Counter 

Radicalization and Violent Extremism: An Example of the Proactive Integrated 

Support Model (PRISM) Intervention. Studies in Conflict & Terrorism, 44(8), 625–

645. https://doi.org/10.1080/1057610X.2019.1577016 

 

Coquelin, M., & Salzmann, J. (2023). Radikalisierungsprävention | ein kritischer Blick aus 

der Praxis. In K. Bozay, J. Ostwaldt, V. Zimmer, B. Copur, E. Arslan, & M. Kart 

(Eds.). Beltz Juventa. 

 

Dalgaard-Nielsen, A. (2010). Violent Radicalization in Europe: What We Know and What 

We Do Not Know. Studies in Conflict & Terrorism, 33(9), 797–814. 

 

Deutscher Bundestag. (1990). Bericht über Bestrebungen und Leistungen der Jugendhilfe. 

Achter Jugendbericht. 

https://www.dji.de/fileadmin/user_upload/bibs/8_Jugendbericht.pdf  

 

Dewe, B., & Otto, H.‑U. (2012). Reflexive Sozialpädagogik: Grundstrukturen eines neuen 

Typs dienstleistungsorientierten Professionshandelns. In W. Thole (Ed.), Grundriss 

Soziale Arbeit: Ein einführendes Handbuch (4. Auflage, 197-217). VS Verlag für 

Sozialwissenschaften. 

 

Dewe, B., & Otto, H.‑U. (2018). Profession. In H.-U. Otto, H. Thiersch, R. Treptow, & H. 

Ziegler (Eds.), Handbuch Soziale Arbeit: Grundlagen der Sozialarbeit und 

Sozialpädagogik (6., überarbeitete Auflage, pp. 1191–1202). Ernst Reinhardt Verlag. 

 

Dittmar, V. (2023). Systemische Beratung in der Extremismusprävention: Theorie, Praxis und 

Methoden (1. Auflage). Verlag W. Kohlhammer.  

 

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-658-00091-2
https://doi.org/10.1080/19434472.2018.1495661
https://doi.org/10.1080/1057610X.2019.1577016
https://www.dji.de/fileadmin/user_upload/bibs/8_Jugendbericht.pdf


  
 

 

 

 

Jens Ostwaldt: Social Work Methods and Prevention of Radicalization 

156 

Winter 2024/25 

No. 41 

ISSN: 2363-9849          

Döring, M., Röing, T., & Boemcken, M. von. (2020). „Prävention ist keine Eintagsfliege“: 

Herausforderungen und Bedarfe der Prävention islamistischer Radikalisierung aus 

lokaler Perspektive in Nordrhein-Westfalen (BICC Working Paper). Bonn 

International Center for Conversion (BICC).  

 

El Difraou, A., Trautmann, C., & Wiedl, N. (2021). Moscheegemeinden und muslimische 

Akteure als Partner im Kampf gegen religiös begründeten Extremismus. In Bundesamt 

für Migration und Flüchtlinge (Ed.), Deradikalisierungs- und Distanzierungsarbeit: 

Begleitbuch zum Qualifizierungslehrgang (Umfeld-)Beratung im Phänomenbereich 

islamistisch begründeter Extremismus (pp. 118–119). 

 

Federal Ministry for Family Affairs, Senior Citizens, Women and Youth. (2020). 

Abschlussbericht Bundesprogramm Demokratie Leben! Erste Förderperiode (2015-

2019). https://www.demokratie-leben.de/fileadmin/Demokratie-

Leben/Downloads_Dokumente/Publikationen/Abschlussbericht_Demokratie_leben_2

015_-_2019.pdf  

 

Federal Ministry for Family Affairs, Senior Citizens, Women and Youth. (2020). 

Abschlussbericht Bundesprogramm Demokratie Leben! Erste Förderperiode (2015-

2019). https://www.demokratie-leben.de/fileadmin/Demokratie-

Leben/Downloads_Dokumente/Publikationen/Abschlussbericht_Demokratie_leben_2

015_-_2019.pdf  

 

Federal Ministry of the Interior. (2017). Nationales Präventionsprogramm gegen 

islamistischen Extremismus. 

https://www.bmi.bund.de/SharedDocs/downloads/DE/veroeffentlichungen/themen/sic

herheit/praeventionsprogramm-

islamismus.pdf;jsessionid=0E57AFCBA6D7208F7525978A6F510D12.live862?__blo

b=publicationFile&v=3  

 

Frank, C., & Reva, D. (2016). Preventing violent extremism: South Africa’s place in the 

world. Institute for Security Studies. 

https://issafrica.s3.amazonaws.com/site/uploads/policybrief95.pdf  

 

Freiheit, M., Uhl, A., & Zick, A. (2021). Ein systematischer Blick auf die 

Präventionslandschaft in D­eutschland. In MAPEX Forschungsverbund (Ed.), 

Radikalisierungsprävention in Deutschland: Mapping und Analyse von Präventions- 

und Distanzierungsprojekten im Umgang mit islamistischer Radikalisierung (pp. 49–

82). 

 

Galuske, M. (2013). Methoden der Sozialen Arbeit: Eine Einführung (10. Auflage). Beltz 

Juventa.  

 

https://www.demokratie-leben.de/fileadmin/Demokratie-Leben/Downloads_Dokumente/Publikationen/Abschlussbericht_Demokratie_leben_2015_-_2019.pdf
https://www.demokratie-leben.de/fileadmin/Demokratie-Leben/Downloads_Dokumente/Publikationen/Abschlussbericht_Demokratie_leben_2015_-_2019.pdf
https://www.demokratie-leben.de/fileadmin/Demokratie-Leben/Downloads_Dokumente/Publikationen/Abschlussbericht_Demokratie_leben_2015_-_2019.pdf
https://www.demokratie-leben.de/fileadmin/Demokratie-Leben/Downloads_Dokumente/Publikationen/Abschlussbericht_Demokratie_leben_2015_-_2019.pdf
https://www.demokratie-leben.de/fileadmin/Demokratie-Leben/Downloads_Dokumente/Publikationen/Abschlussbericht_Demokratie_leben_2015_-_2019.pdf
https://www.demokratie-leben.de/fileadmin/Demokratie-Leben/Downloads_Dokumente/Publikationen/Abschlussbericht_Demokratie_leben_2015_-_2019.pdf
https://www.bmi.bund.de/SharedDocs/downloads/DE/veroeffentlichungen/themen/sicherheit/praeventionsprogramm-islamismus.pdf;jsessionid=0E57AFCBA6D7208F7525978A6F510D12.live862?__blob=publicationFile&v=3
https://www.bmi.bund.de/SharedDocs/downloads/DE/veroeffentlichungen/themen/sicherheit/praeventionsprogramm-islamismus.pdf;jsessionid=0E57AFCBA6D7208F7525978A6F510D12.live862?__blob=publicationFile&v=3
https://www.bmi.bund.de/SharedDocs/downloads/DE/veroeffentlichungen/themen/sicherheit/praeventionsprogramm-islamismus.pdf;jsessionid=0E57AFCBA6D7208F7525978A6F510D12.live862?__blob=publicationFile&v=3
https://www.bmi.bund.de/SharedDocs/downloads/DE/veroeffentlichungen/themen/sicherheit/praeventionsprogramm-islamismus.pdf;jsessionid=0E57AFCBA6D7208F7525978A6F510D12.live862?__blob=publicationFile&v=3
https://issafrica.s3.amazonaws.com/site/uploads/policybrief95.pdf


  
 

 

 

 

Jens Ostwaldt: Social Work Methods and Prevention of Radicalization 

157 

Winter 2024/25 

No. 41 

ISSN: 2363-9849          

Gaudette, T., Scrivens, R., & Venkatesh, V. (2023). Disengaged but Still Radical? Pathways 

Out of Violent Right-Wing Extremism. Terrorism and Political Violence, 35(8), 

1775–1800. https://doi.org/10.1080/09546553.2022.2082288 

 

GCTF. (2013). Rome Memorandum on Good Practices for Rehabilitation and Reintegration 

of Violent Extremist Offenders. GCTF. 

https://www.thegctf.org/Portals/1/Documents/Framework%20Documents/2016%20an

d%20before/GCTF-Rome-Memorandum-ENG.pdf?ver=2016-09-01-121309-677  

 

Gordon, R. S. (1983). An Operational Classification of Disease Prevention. Public Health 

Report, 98, 107–109. 

 

Hafen, M. (2002). Das weite Feld der Prävention und Gesundheitsförderung. 

SuchtMagazin(1). 

 

Hafeneger, B., & Ostwaldt, J. (2023). Professionalisierung (in) der Präventionsarbeit. In K. 

Bozay, J. Ostwaldt, V. Zimmer, B. Copur, E. Arslan, & M. Kart (Eds.). Beltz Juventa. 

 

Haugstvedt, H. (2019). Trusting the Mistrusted: Norwegian Social Workers’ Strategies in 

Preventing Radicalization and Violent Extremism. Journal for Deradicalization(19, 

Summer), 149–184. 

 

Haugstvedt, H. (2022). The role of social support for social workers engaged in preventing 

radicalization and violent extremism. Nordic Social Work Research, 12(1), 166–179. 

 

Haugstvedt, H., & Tuastad, S. E. (2023). “It Gets a Bit Messy”: Norwegian Social Workers’ 

Perspectives on Collaboration with Police and Security Service on Cases of 

Radicalisation and Violent Extremism. Terrorism and Political Violence, 35(3), 677–

693.  

 

Heiner, M. (Ed.). (1994). Selbstevaluation als Qualifizierung in der sozialen Arbeit: 

Fallstudien aus der Praxis. Lambertus.  

 

Heiner, M. (Ed.). (2004). Diagnostik und Diagnosen in der Sozialen Arbeit - ein Handbuch 

(Vol. 11). Deutscher Verein für öffentliche und private Fürsorge.  

 

Heinze, F. (2018). Bewährte Modelle der Radikalisierungsprävention verbreiten. 

https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Franziska_Heinze/publication/336847156_Bewa

hrte_Modelle_der_Radikalisierungspravention_verbreiten/links/5db6a4ef299bf111d4d

4ca09/Bewaehrte-Modelle-der-Radikalisierungspraevention-verbreiten.pdf  

 

Hilmar, P. (1986). Was ist der Fall? In B. Müller, C. Niemeyer, & P. Hilmar (Eds.), 

Sozialpädagogische Kasuistik (pp. 19–37). KT-Verlag. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/09546553.2022.2082288
https://www.thegctf.org/Portals/1/Documents/Framework%20Documents/2016%20and%20before/GCTF-Rome-Memorandum-ENG.pdf?ver=2016-09-01-121309-677
https://www.thegctf.org/Portals/1/Documents/Framework%20Documents/2016%20and%20before/GCTF-Rome-Memorandum-ENG.pdf?ver=2016-09-01-121309-677
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Franziska_Heinze/publication/336847156_Bewahrte_Modelle_der_Radikalisierungspravention_verbreiten/links/5db6a4ef299bf111d4d4ca09/Bewaehrte-Modelle-der-Radikalisierungspraevention-verbreiten.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Franziska_Heinze/publication/336847156_Bewahrte_Modelle_der_Radikalisierungspravention_verbreiten/links/5db6a4ef299bf111d4d4ca09/Bewaehrte-Modelle-der-Radikalisierungspraevention-verbreiten.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Franziska_Heinze/publication/336847156_Bewahrte_Modelle_der_Radikalisierungspravention_verbreiten/links/5db6a4ef299bf111d4d4ca09/Bewaehrte-Modelle-der-Radikalisierungspraevention-verbreiten.pdf


  
 

 

 

 

Jens Ostwaldt: Social Work Methods and Prevention of Radicalization 

158 

Winter 2024/25 

No. 41 

ISSN: 2363-9849          

 

Hinte, W., Springer, W., & Litges, G. (2000). Soziale Dienste: vom Fall zum Feld: Soziale 

Räume statt Verwaltungsbezirke (2., unveränd. Aufl., Vol. 12). Ed. Sigma.  

 

Holthusen, B., Hoops, S., Lüders, C., & Ziegleder, D. (2011). Über die Notwendigkeit einer 

fachgerechten und reflektierten Prävention: Kritische Anmerkungen zum Diskurs. DJI 

Impulse(2), 22–25. 

 

Hopmann, A. (2006). Sozialraumorientierung in der Jugendhilfeplanung. In U. Deinet, C. 

Gilles, & R. Knopp (Eds.), Neue Perspektiven in der Sozialraumorientierung: 

Dimensionen - Planung - Gestaltung (2., durchges. Aufl., pp. 122–138). Frank & 

Timme. 

 

Hutson, R. A. (2021). Preventing Violent Extremism and Social Work: Recent US History 

and Prospects. Journal of Human Rights and Social Work, 6(4), 298–306.  

 

International Centre For The Prevention Of Crime. (2015). Preventing Radicalization: A 

Systematic Review.  

 

Kepel, G. (2009). Die Spirale des Terrors: Der Weg des Islamismus vom 11. September bis in 

unsere Vorstädte. Piper.  

 

Kessl, F., & Maurer, S. (2019). Soziale Arbeit: Eine disziplinäre Positionierung zum 

Sozialraum. In F. Kessl & C. Reutlinger (Eds.), Handbuch Sozialraum: Grundlagen 

für den Bildungs- und Sozialbereich (2. Auflage, pp. 161–183). Springer VS. 

 

Kiefer, M., Hüttermann, J., Dziri, B., Ceylan, R., Roth, V., Srowig, F., & Zick, A. (2018). 

„Lasset uns in shaʼa Allah ein Plan machen“: Fallgestützte Analyse der 

Radikalisierung einer WhatsApp-Gruppe. Springer Fachmedien. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-658-17950-2 

 

Knoll, A. (2010). Professionelle Soziale Arbeit: Professionstheorie zur Einführung und 

Auffrischung (3. Aufl.). Lambertus.  

 

Koehler, D. (2017). Understanding Deradicalization: Methods, tools and programs for 

countering violent extremism. Routledge.  

 

Koehler, D., & Fiebig, V. (2019). Knowing What to Do: Academic and Practitioner 

Understanding of How to Counter Violent Radicalization. Perspectives on Terrorism, 

13(3), 44–62. 

 

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-658-17950-2


  
 

 

 

 

Jens Ostwaldt: Social Work Methods and Prevention of Radicalization 

159 

Winter 2024/25 

No. 41 

ISSN: 2363-9849          

Krafeld, F. J., Möller, K., & Müller, A. (1993). Jugendarbeit in rechten Szenen: Ansätze - 

Erfahrungen - Perspektiven. Schriftenreihe der Landeszentrale für Politische Bildung 

der Freien Hansestadt Bremen: Vol. 5. Ed. Temmen.  

 

Kruglanski, A. W., Gelfand, M. J., Bélanger, J. J., Sheveland, A., Hetiarchchi, M., & 

Gunaranta, R. (2014). The Psycholgy of Radicalization and Deradcalization: How 

Significance Quest Impacts Violent Extremism. Advances in Political Psychology(35), 

69–93. 

 

Kurtenbach, S. (2017). Leben in herausfordernden Wohngebieten. Dissertation [278 Seiten]. 

Springer Fachmedien.  

 

Kurtenbach, S. (2021). Radikalisierung und Raum.: Forschungsstand zur Untersuchung 

räumlicher Einflüsse auf Radikalisierungsanfälligkeit. Beitrag I in der Schriftenreihe 

„Radikalisierende Räume“. https://radikalisierende-raeume.de/wp-

content/uploads/2021/05/Schriftenreihe_Radikalisierende_Raeume_Kurtenbach_Radi

kalisierung_und_Raum.pdf  

 

Kurtenbach, S., & Schumilas, L. (2021). Angebotslandschaften zur Prävention islamistischer 

Radikalisierung: Eine deutschlandweite und kommunale Analyse. In MAPEX 

Forschungsverbund (Ed.), Radikalisierungsprävention in Deutschland: Mapping und 

Analyse von Präventions- und Distanzierungsprojekten im Umgang mit islamistischer 

Radikalisierung (pp. 143–176). 

 

LAG Mobile Jugendarbeit / Streetwork. Unsere Modellprojekte im Rahmen von Demokratie 

leben! https://www.lag-mobil.de/ueber-uns/fex/ 

 

Lindner, W. (2013). Prävention und andere „Irrwege“ der Offenen Kinder- und Jugendarbeit.: 

Fortsetzung absehbar. In U. Deinet (Ed.), Handbuch offene Kinder- und Jugendarbeit 

(4., überarb. und aktualisierte Aufl., pp. 359–371). Springer VS. 

 

Lindner, W., & Freund, T. (2001). Der Prävention vorbeugen? Zur Reflexion und kritischen 

Bewertung von Präventionsaktivitäten in der Sozialpädagogik. In T. Freund & W. 

Lindner (Eds.), Prävention: Zur kritischen Bewertung von Präventionsansätze in der 

Jugendarbeit (pp. 69–96). Leske + Budrich. 

 

Löw, M. (2001). Raumsoziologie. Suhrkamp.  

 

McCauley, C., & Moskalenko, S. (2008). Mechanism of Politcal Radicalization: Pathways 

Toward Terrorism. Terrorism and Political Violence(20), 415–433. 

 

https://radikalisierende-raeume.de/wp-content/uploads/2021/05/Schriftenreihe_Radikalisierende_Raeume_Kurtenbach_Radikalisierung_und_Raum.pdf
https://radikalisierende-raeume.de/wp-content/uploads/2021/05/Schriftenreihe_Radikalisierende_Raeume_Kurtenbach_Radikalisierung_und_Raum.pdf
https://radikalisierende-raeume.de/wp-content/uploads/2021/05/Schriftenreihe_Radikalisierende_Raeume_Kurtenbach_Radikalisierung_und_Raum.pdf
https://www.lag-mobil.de/ueber-uns/fex/


  
 

 

 

 

Jens Ostwaldt: Social Work Methods and Prevention of Radicalization 

160 

Winter 2024/25 

No. 41 

ISSN: 2363-9849          

Mieg, H. A. (2003). Professionalisierung als Muster der beruflichen Kompetenzentwicklung 

bei hochqualifizierten Tätigkeiten: Der lange Arm der absolvierten Studienrichtung. 

Wirtschaftspsychologie(1), 59–62. 

 

Mieg, H. A. (2016). Profession: Begriff, Merkmale, gesellschaftliche Bedeutung. In M. Dick, 

W. Marotzki, & H. A. Mieg (Eds.), Handbuch Professionsentwicklung (pp. 27–40). 

Verlag Julius Klinkhardt. 

 

Moghaddam, F. M. (2005). The Staircase to Terrorism: A Psychological Exploration. 

American Psychologist, 60(2), 161–169. 

 

Möller, K., Küpper, B., Buchheit, F., & Neuscheler, F. (2015). Evaluation des 

Aussteigerprogramms für Rechtsextremisten des Landes Nordrhein-Westfalen (APR 

NRW).  

 

Müller, B. (2017). Sozialpädagogisches Können: Ein Lehrbuch zur multiperspektivischen 

Fallarbeit (8., überarbeitete und erweiterte Auflage). Lambertus Verlag.  

 

Ostwaldt, J. (2020). Islamische und migrantische Vereine in der Extremismusprävention: 

Erfahrungen, Herausforderungen und Perspektiven (1. Auflage). Non-formale 

politische Bildung [Online-Ressource, 384 Seiten]. Wochenschau Verlag.  

 

Ostwaldt, J. (2022a). Soziale Arbeit und Radikalisierungsprävention: Kritische Überlegungen 

zur Methodenintegration. ZepRa - Zeitschrift Für Praxisorientierte 

Deradikalisierungsforschung, 1(1), 7–34. 

 

Ostwaldt, J. (2022b). Radikalisierungsprävention: Methodische Schnittstellen zur Jugendhilfe. 

Jugendhilfe(6), 509–514. 

 

Ostwaldt, J., & Coquelin, M. (2018). Radikalisierung: Theoriemodelle für die Praxis. Forum 

Kriminalprävention(2), 10–13. https://www.forum-

kriminalpraevention.de/magazine/catalog_15350505/html5.html#/12 

 

Oulad M´Hand, S. M., & Nadar, M. (2022). Menschenrechtsbasierte 

Radikaliiserungsprävention - ein Entwurf aus der Sozialen Arbeit. KN IX Impuls. 

https://kn-ix.de/download/5306/  

 

Pädagogische Hochschule Heidelberg. Hochschulzertifikat (Advanced Studies): Religiös 

begründeter Extremismus; Islamismusprävention in Bildungseinrichtungen. 

https://www.ph-heidelberg.de/professional-school/unser-angebot/zertifikats-und-

kontaktstudien/religioes-begruendeter-extremismus-islamismuspraevention-in-

bildungseinrichtungen.html 

 

https://www.forum-kriminalpraevention.de/magazine/catalog_15350505/html5.html#/12
https://www.forum-kriminalpraevention.de/magazine/catalog_15350505/html5.html#/12
https://kn-ix.de/download/5306/
https://www.ph-heidelberg.de/professional-school/unser-angebot/zertifikats-und-kontaktstudien/religioes-begruendeter-extremismus-islamismuspraevention-in-bildungseinrichtungen.html
https://www.ph-heidelberg.de/professional-school/unser-angebot/zertifikats-und-kontaktstudien/religioes-begruendeter-extremismus-islamismuspraevention-in-bildungseinrichtungen.html
https://www.ph-heidelberg.de/professional-school/unser-angebot/zertifikats-und-kontaktstudien/religioes-begruendeter-extremismus-islamismuspraevention-in-bildungseinrichtungen.html


  
 

 

 

 

Jens Ostwaldt: Social Work Methods and Prevention of Radicalization 

161 

Winter 2024/25 

No. 41 

ISSN: 2363-9849          

Pantuček-Eisenbacher, P. (2019). Soziale Diagnostik: Verfahren für die Praxis Sozialer Arbeit 

(4., überarbeitete und aktualisierte Auflage). Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht.  

 

Radicalisation Awareness Network. (2017). RAN Handbook on CVE/PVE training 

programmes: Guidance for trainersand policy-makers. https://ec.europa.eu/home-

affairs/sites/homeaffairs/files/what-we-

do/networks/radicalisation_awareness_network/ran-

papers/docs/ran_handbook_on_cve_pve_training_programmes_12-2017_en.pdf  

 

Richmond, M. E. (1917). Social Diagnosis. Russell Sage Foundation. 

https://ebookcentral.proquest.com/lib/kxp/detail.action?docID=4417055  

 

Sageman, M. (2007). Radicalization of Global Islamist Terrorists. 

https://www.hsgac.senate.gov/download/062707sageman  

 

Schmidt, H. (2009). Präventionsansätze für Kinder und Jugendliche im non-formellen und 

informellen Bildungsbereich: Expertise für die Enquetekommission II „zur 

Erarbeitung von Vorschlägen für eine effektive Präventionspolitik in Nordrhein-

Westfalen“ des Landtags von Nordrhein-Westfalen.  

 

Schönig, W. (2020). Sozialraumorientierung: Grundlagen und Handlungsansätze (3., 

vollständig überarbeitete Auflage). Wochenschau Verlag.  

 

Silber, M. D., & Bhatt, A. (2007). Radicalization in the West: The Homegrown Threat.  

 

Sprondel, W. M. (1979). „Experte“ und „Laie“: Zur Entwicklung von Typenbegriffen in der 

Wissenssoziologie. In W. M. Sprondel & R. Grathoff (Eds.), Alfred Schütz und die 

Idee des Alltags in den Sozialwissenschaften (144ff.). Ferdinand Enke Verlag. 

 

Stapf, T., & Siegert, W. (2019). Quartiere unter Druck? Radikalisierungstendenzen und 

Potentiale politischer Bildung in belasteten Großstadtquartieren. https://minor-

kontor.de/wp-content/uploads/2020/02/Minor_KoQua_Quartiere-unter-

Druck_2019_web.pdf  

 

Thiersch, H. (2020). Lebensweltorientierte Soziale Arbeit revisited: Grundlagen und 

Perspektiven (1. Auflage). Beltz Juventa.  

 

Treeß, H. (2002). Prävention und Sozialraumorientierung. In W. Schröer, N. Struck, & M. 

Wolff (Eds.), Handbuch Kinder- und Jugendhilfe (pp. 925–943). Beltz Juventa. 

 

Uhlmann, M. (2017). Evaluation der Beratungsstelle „Radikalisierung“: Abschlussbericht. 

Bundesamt für Migration und Flüchtlinge. 

https://ec.europa.eu/home-affairs/sites/homeaffairs/files/what-we-do/networks/radicalisation_awareness_network/ran-papers/docs/ran_handbook_on_cve_pve_training_programmes_12-2017_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/home-affairs/sites/homeaffairs/files/what-we-do/networks/radicalisation_awareness_network/ran-papers/docs/ran_handbook_on_cve_pve_training_programmes_12-2017_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/home-affairs/sites/homeaffairs/files/what-we-do/networks/radicalisation_awareness_network/ran-papers/docs/ran_handbook_on_cve_pve_training_programmes_12-2017_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/home-affairs/sites/homeaffairs/files/what-we-do/networks/radicalisation_awareness_network/ran-papers/docs/ran_handbook_on_cve_pve_training_programmes_12-2017_en.pdf
https://ebookcentral.proquest.com/lib/kxp/detail.action?docID=4417055
https://www.hsgac.senate.gov/download/062707sageman
https://minor-kontor.de/wp-content/uploads/2020/02/Minor_KoQua_Quartiere-unter-Druck_2019_web.pdf
https://minor-kontor.de/wp-content/uploads/2020/02/Minor_KoQua_Quartiere-unter-Druck_2019_web.pdf
https://minor-kontor.de/wp-content/uploads/2020/02/Minor_KoQua_Quartiere-unter-Druck_2019_web.pdf


  
 

 

 

 

Jens Ostwaldt: Social Work Methods and Prevention of Radicalization 

162 

Winter 2024/25 

No. 41 

ISSN: 2363-9849          

https://www.bamf.de/SharedDocs/Anlagen/DE/Forschung/Forschungsberichte/fb31-

evaluation-beratungsstelle-radikalisierung.pdf?__blob=publicationFile&v=15  

 

Ullrich, S., Nabo, M. M., Nehlsen, I., & Armborst, A. (2019). EvIS: Evaluationskriterien für 

die Islamismusprävention. Nationales Zentrum Kriminalprävention.  

 

Universität Marburg. „Beratung im Kontext Rechtsextremismus“ - Entwicklung eines 

Weiterbildungsmasters. https://www.uni-

marburg.de/de/fb21/erzwinst/arbeitsbereiche/eb-

ajb/eb/forschung/projekte/beratungrechtsextremismuswbmaster 

 

Wilensky, H. L. (1964). The professionalization of everyone? The American Journal of 

Sociology, 70(2), 137–158. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://www.bamf.de/SharedDocs/Anlagen/DE/Forschung/Forschungsberichte/fb31-evaluation-beratungsstelle-radikalisierung.pdf?__blob=publicationFile&v=15
https://www.bamf.de/SharedDocs/Anlagen/DE/Forschung/Forschungsberichte/fb31-evaluation-beratungsstelle-radikalisierung.pdf?__blob=publicationFile&v=15
https://www.uni-marburg.de/de/fb21/erzwinst/arbeitsbereiche/eb-ajb/eb/forschung/projekte/beratungrechtsextremismuswbmaster
https://www.uni-marburg.de/de/fb21/erzwinst/arbeitsbereiche/eb-ajb/eb/forschung/projekte/beratungrechtsextremismuswbmaster
https://www.uni-marburg.de/de/fb21/erzwinst/arbeitsbereiche/eb-ajb/eb/forschung/projekte/beratungrechtsextremismuswbmaster


  
 

 

 

 

Jens Ostwaldt: Social Work Methods and Prevention of Radicalization 

163 

Winter 2024/25 

No. 41 

ISSN: 2363-9849          

About the JD Journal for Deradicalization 

 

The JD Journal for Deradicalization is the world’s only peer reviewed periodical for the 

theory and practice of deradicalization with a wide international audience. Named an 

“essential journal of our times” (Cheryl LaGuardia, Harvard University) the JD’s editorial 

board of expert advisors includes some of the most renowned scholars in the field of 

deradicalization studies, such as Prof. Dr. John G. Horgan (Georgia State University); Prof. 

Dr. Tore Bjørgo (Norwegian Police University College); Prof. Dr. Mark Dechesne (Leiden 

University); Prof. Dr. Cynthia Miller-Idriss (American University Washington D.C.); Prof. 

Dr. Julie Chernov Hwang (Goucher College); Prof. Dr. Marco Lombardi, (Università 

Cattolica del Sacro Cuore Milano); Dr. Paul Jackson (University of Northampton); Professor 

Michael Freeden, (University of Nottingham); Professor Hamed El-Sa'id 

(Manchester Metropolitan University); Prof. Sadeq Rahimi (University of Saskatchewan, 

Harvard Medical School), Dr. Omar Ashour (University of Exeter), Prof. Neil Ferguson 

(Liverpool Hope University), Prof. Sarah Marsden (Lancaster University), Prof. Maura 

Conway (Dublin City University), Dr. Kurt Braddock (American University Washington 

D.C.), Dr. Michael J. Williams (The Science of P/CVE), Dr. Mary Beth Altier (New York 

University) and Dr. Aaron Y. Zelin (Washington Institute for Near East Policy), Prof. Dr. 

Adrian Cherney (University of Queensland), Dr. Wesley S. McCann (RTI International), and 

Dr. Daren Fisher (Hampton University). 

 

 

For more information please see: www.journal-derad.com 

 

Twitter: @JD_JournalDerad 

Facebook: www.facebook.com/deradicalisation 

 

The JD Journal for Deradicalization is a proud member of the Directory of Open Access 

Journals (DOAJ). 

 

ISSN: 2363-9849 

 

Editor in Chief: Daniel Koehler 

https://web.archive.org/web/20160526053410/http:/www.proquest.com/blog/mfl/2015/Journal-for-Deradicalization.html
http://www.journal-derad.com/
http://www.facebook.com/deradicalisation

