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Introduction 
This article written by Cooper 2012 provides an extensive vision of how youth work is influenced in modern times and more significantly how youth work is impacted in social education on a universal level.  Alternatively, this piece of work publicises the variety models of youth work which underpins a framework to theorise policy changes. Theoretically, youth work has been variously understood as a process of social and political education (Smith,1980; Ord, 2007), community education(Coburn and Wallace, 2011) and as informal learning (Batsleer,2008).
It is clearly emphasised within this study that historically there have been traditions in youth work where practices have changed considerably from the 1800’s where young people were a threat to society and had a lack of respect. Certainly, the key message of this research overpowers the significance of the practical component of youth work where theorists and organisations has formed particular youth work practice, in particular the YMCA (1844) and the Albemarle Report (1960) which stressed the rapports of ‘professionalising of youth work through a statutory service’ (Bradford, 2012:34). As a result, history has influenced youth work today to provide a belief that youth work exists, being economically active and had developed a business model to prove that its worth. 
Other essential points the research acknowledges are the various models that attempt to theorise the whole youth work field’ (Cooper, 2012). Likewise, youth work models defined the purpose of recognising the importance of reflecting in practice and are built through using history and pedagogy as a principle.  From my personal view, I believe reflecting in practice is vital to enhance practice methods and adapting to the movement of today’s society. However, developing new models of youth work is key to focus on supporting aspects of young people’s needs. Within practice, as a youth worker at a local youth club in rural Wales, the current factors to reflect upon is to consider the reason of lower number of engagement within the youth club and to review the reason for this. It could be debated whether the rise in social media and video reality games that provides entertainment at home is affecting youth work approaches. 
Additionally, Smith (1988,2001) model of practice influences the current practice I am situated within where it involves ‘a primary distinction between professionalised youth work and movement based youth work’ (Cooper, 2012:103). The model expands the traditions of Butters and Newell (1978) youth work model attaching social education and leisure provision to achieve the welfare aspect of the model. Within practice, Smith (1988, 2001) model of youth work is a consistent approach of social education through providing empowering and participative engagement. The purpose of this model was to highlight the wellbeing of young people and provide positive theory for policy makers to create new methods of youth work.  
Conclusion
To conclude, this research establishes the need of creating youth work models to draw attention to stakeholders in providing policies for future youth work practices. Furthermore, interventions such as this enables youth work values to be explored further with the support of theoretical approaches and youth work practice.  Certainly, the key purposes of youth work models are to produce more consistent results with current information and statistics to support young people further. 
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