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ABSTRACT
fThe present study explored whether or’ not graduate schoolsﬁ
of soc1al work have adequatelyvprepared soc1al workers to. :'
| _work w1th 1nd1v1duals w1th dlsabllltles 'Graduates of MSW .
hischools employed at a variety of 51tes were surveyed to
‘;ascertaln whether or not they-hadgbeen adequately-prepared
“to ‘work w1th this populatlon | Datadanalysis included‘t
runlvarlate and blvarlate statlstlcal analyses Flndings.
11nd;oated“that 74% of respondents-felt that they had not
been adeql_l_ately brepared ’f‘to' wo‘rk with indiViduals w:.th ‘
‘5disabillties Flndlngs can be used to 1mprove currlculum

“in this area to better prepare future social workers
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CHAPTER ONE S

"INTRODUCTION

Throughout the hlstory of soc1a1 work ,a bas1c tenet5:
of the profess1on has been ‘to advocate for poor and
oppressed groups ‘fY there is one oppressed group that'””

the s001al work profess1on has often treated as a 81lent

,mlnorrty,vand that 1s the populatlon of 1nd1v1duals w1th

disabilitles (DeWeaver & Knopf 1992 'Flshley, l992;vf'f

'Mackelprang & Salsglver, 1996)v' Hlstorlcally, individuals-y
‘w1th dlsabllltles have been dlscrlmlnated agalnst in our

‘ soc1ety. So how do soc1al workers currently v1ew

1nd1v1duals w1th dlsabllltles? Do soc1al workers use

?thelr personal biases and bellefs to gulde them in thelr
'treatment of 1nd1v1duals w1th d1sab111t1es7 Do they v1eW":

d'the cllent w1th a dlsablllty as "unable" or perhaps as

"dlfferently able“'> Or does lack: of knowledge lead ‘to

“'1nab111ty on the part of the 5001al worker to ‘serve the
,_cllent with a dlsablllty at all? How can soc1a1.workersl
h‘help these cllents 1f they do not explore these 1ssues°
-ﬁAre schools of soc1al work spe01flcally educatlng soc1al
’workers on the needs of 1nd1v1duals w1th d15ab111t1es7 If‘,v.
:ablllty to help an oppressed group is predlcated on Sklll;b
d\level and knowledge, soc1al workers may have a dlfflcult |

time serv1ng this populatlon (DeWeaver & Kropf 1992),



.k"w1th

"';jone of f;ve Amerlcans are affected by some. typei,h

:z,oc1tlzens that are 65 years old or older

Prev1ous studles have ralsed the concern that soc1alg“y,j

:ilwork educatlon}cur ‘cula may not be laylng‘the groundworkiig

'ffor s;clal workers to help meet the needs of 1nd1v1duals‘

,ylsablllt es (Balley, Slmeonss

1990 DePOY & Mll1er”"‘_“,',.f_'i».v]{ Y

5fHunt1ngton,

-just such populatlons (Counvllhon_Soc1al Work

ﬂneeds of thls group may result 1n thelrjbe;n ‘sadly under—,y;kgd:

'..:served by the soc1al work profess1on (Flshf_y,gl992)

Accordlng to the U S Department of Commercen(l997)

xi*;dlsabll;ty, and one of 10‘Amer1cans'

Hﬁty Dlsablll:le:fd;fifk“

Rfvgpopulatlon contlnues to age,;the proport;on of 1nd1v1dualsibﬁiff*







recelved 1n thelr MSW ' programs in regards to worklng w1thi
“_71nd1v1duals w1th dlsabllltles v Surveylng soc1al workers dlf

;from‘a varlety of agen01es not only reflected data from‘
:udlfferent MSvarograms,‘but also reflected data from.f

‘fdifférént time frames | | l o

‘&v The current study is 1mportant 1n that 1nd1v1duals‘°'
’w1th dlsabllltles have long been a "s1lent mlnorlty":a*l
fpopulatlon. Recent changesvln soc1al pollcy and
_subsequent leglslatlon have now’ made 1t soc1ety s
“obllgatlon to accommodate the 1nd1v1dual w1th a dlsablllty

,(Orlln,rl995) Soc1al workers need to not only be aware of

L leglslatlon that protects the rlghts of 1nd1v1duals w1th

,wdlsabllltles;‘they also need to be aware of the serv1cesb
' and beneflts that are avallable to these 1nd1v1duals
3Soc1al workers must know the rlght questlons to ask to
‘obtaln 1nformatlon necessary to best .serve the needs of
“the 1nd1v1dual cllent'(Qulnn, 1994)ld:Soc1alvworkers also
need to be aware that as a group,‘lndiyiduals with.
;dlsabllltles may be much more aware of thelr legal rlghts
l'than they were 1n prev1ous yearsi(Cole & Chrlst 1995),r
«but may st111 be under utlllzlng serv1ces (Orlln, 1995)5‘d
As the populatlon of dlsabled persons contlnues to grow
the necess1ty for soc1al workers to be adequately prepared

}’to work w1th persons w1th dlsabllltles also grows



It 1s‘v1tal’that soc1al workers have the knowledge
‘pand'skllls tO’serve; advocate for,'and empower th1s
adeserv1ng group of people The nucleus of thlS crltlcal
knowledge base and sklll bulldlng should be found w1th1n o
rthe soc1al worker s graduate school educatlon (CSWE
l994).> This educatlon should be a v1tal part of the“core;
curriCulum;‘so that all 5001al work students acqulre bas1c_
AVlknowledge and‘sklll‘bulldlng in the area. of'worklng w1th
‘;1nd1v1duals w1th dlsabllltles Upon graduatlon w1th an:
”MSW degree, soc1al workers should be adequately prepared
tbto work w1th the persons w1th dlsabllltles that they w1ll
v:,encounter in thelr profess1onal llves |
| The current study contrlbutes to soc1al work practlce
'flnfseveral ways Flrst -1t is hoped that MSW programs |
'w1ll flnd the study results to be of use 1n“reasses51ng
‘and 1mprov1ng current currlculum ”Ityis clearly‘lmportant
:‘for the soc1al work profes51on to utilize the‘insightgv
‘_galned rnto the research questlon of whether or not
graduate schools 1n soc1al work are adequately preparlng
,‘SOClal workers to‘work w1th‘1nd1v1duals w1th dlsabllltles
l In~add1tlon,‘the varlous agenc1es approached by the-
Jresearcher for perm1ss1on to dlstrlbute surveys may have-
“gafned an awareness of the tOplC and 1ts 1mportance,‘
' perhaps leadlng to 1n serv1ce educatlon of thelr staff

Also,'the part1c1pants of the study have an 1ncreased



awareness of the topic and its iﬁipoftahce throughbtheir
participation in the(study,‘perhapsclea&ing:thém to seek

knowledge on their own.



CHAPTER TWO

LITERATURE REVIEW

Accordlng to the‘U S Department.of Commerce (1997), .

'the proportlon of 1nd1v1duals w1th dlsabllltles is S
"expected to increase in the comlng years‘: Currently,i!fdv
about 9 mllllon people have dlsabllltles that are. severe>fﬁ
_enough to neces51tate that they have personal.ass1stance ;l

| to carry out the normal act1v1t1es of dally llv1ng H,Qf;:;'

‘those 1nd1v1duals w1th dlsabllltles, 709 of them were. not

,'born w1th the dlsablllty, butuacqulre them durlng‘thelrv

llfetlmes (Harrls, 1994) The lengthenlng of average"'

'llfespan leads to an 1ncreased pOSSiblllty of developlng R

lsome dlsabllng condltlon durlng that llfespan ,ln va

'addltlon to thlS, advances 1n medlcalitechnology are

'fenabllng v1ct1ms of strokes, heart attacks, acc1dents,vand;~E

v other dlsabllng condltlons to survive 1n c1rcumstances,

Tfhthat would prev1ously proven fatal (Mueller,.1999)

| | Statlstlcs complled by the Natlonal Organlzatlon on=

: Dlsablllty (1999) 1nd1cate that 1nd1v1duals w1th o
‘dlsabllltles remaln 1solated s001ally in comparlson w1thfﬂ

uhpeople w1thout dlsabllltles : Accordlng to thelr survey[

’Hfonly 33EL of 1nd1v1duals w1th dlsabllltles d1ne out at- a'

Tu,restaurant at least once per week In the non- dlsabled

"‘populatlon, thls number 1ncreases to 6 out’ of lO Notd”

’J:surprlslngly, only l out of 3 adults w1th dlsabllltles



‘»ucattests to belng very satlsfled w1th thelr llves ‘lOff[-
HVJadults w1thout dlsabllltles, 6 in lO feel very satlsfled

vfw1th thelr llves More than 699 of the people w1th

‘Wlf;,dlsabllltles surveyed sald that thelr dlsablllty llmlts ; fﬁ

‘ysthelr ablllty to move about freely, attend events or-

7wsocrallze : Ind1v1duals w1th dlsabllltles remaln a 51lent

'mlnorlty 1n our soc1ety

Hlstorlcally, 1nd1v1duals w1th dlsabllltles have

‘ilhalways been a; part of soc1ety Ev1dence of 1nd1v1duals

1lw1th dlsabllltles 1n the Neanderthal Perlod has been foundx”u
l"by archaeologlsts (Mackelprang & Salsglver,;l996) o
flanc1ent t1mes,=1nd1v1duals w1th dlsabllltles were
‘lconS1dered possessed by demons or ev1l splrlts‘lhiheih'
‘grpractlce of treponatlon (drllllng a hole in the skull of
'.'fthe 1nd1v1dual w1th a dlsablllty) to release the ev1l
vﬂsplrlt came 1nto practlce Other anc1ent culturesrv

so;abandoned people w1th dlsabllltles,‘both young and old to?f

_‘: dle

Judeo Chrlstlan bellefs,‘aroundfthe'time‘of”thefud
”l_Mlddle Ages, v1ewed 1nd1v1duals w1th dlsabllltles asfﬂg

“targets of God s dlspleasure (leneh 1980) The‘

".fdlsablllty was thought to be punlshment for the s1ns_off

"felther the person w1th a dlsablllty or thelr parents;

_‘qulrltual redemptlon was seen as the porrect mode of

treatment,1;77l




tA vme . . England was atte




the lBOOs,HSoc1al Darwlnfsm and the fdea of eugenlcs.camel
blnto belng Eugenlcs was seen’as a way of propagatlng
hsoc1ally deslrable peoplevand ellmlnatlng soc1ally |
fundes1rable people ThlS led to the v1ew that 1nd1v1duals

. w1th dlsabllltles not only could not be cured but they

a were unproductlve and worthless to soc1ety Who would

argue w1th the 1aws of nature'p Instltutlonallzatlon |
”:became soc1ety S. way of ellmlnatlng the soc1ally :
funde51rable 1nd1v1dua1s w1th dlsabllltles, and so’ the
»number of 1nst1tutlons 1ncreased dramatlcally durlng thls
1t1me frame Custodlallsm became the pollcy under Wthh
1nd1v1duals w1th dlsabllltles were treated (Moxley, 1992)
The 1dea behlnd custodlallsm was to retaln control over.
the person with a dlsablllty, elther to protect soc1ety
_from the person or the person from soc1ety

The l900s began without much change ln societalhix'
’bellefs in regards to 1nd1v1duals w1th dlsabllltles
i (Mackelprang & Salsglver, 1996) - Children born w1th e
. dlsabllltles were seen as’a source of shame, and wére‘
_'elther hldden from publlc v1ew at home or were
'1nst1tutlonallzed Mlnlmal changes in soc1etal views on
;1nd1v1duals w1th dlsabllltles occurred follow1ng the two‘
'World Wars ‘However, returnlng veterans dlsabled by the
war- recelved treatment funded by federal rehabllltatlon

1eg1s1atlon, =

5 A



In the midst of the turbulence and consciousness-

'ira1s1ng that occurred durlng the 196 ;lnd1v1duals Wlth

- ndlsabllltles began to d '”reatment (M: elprang

& Salsglver,,l996)> Storles of neglect and abuse w1th1n:w”7

‘fgfthe 1nst1tutlons led to advocacy by c1tlzens, 1nvolvement;37r

"5of profes51onals and leglslatlon to protect the rlghts of;{”fl‘.

dlolnd1v1duals w1th dlsabllltles:(Flshley, 1992 Moxley,
1992) The end result was delnstltutlonallzatlon and a
lmovement toward normallzatlon as a pollcy to replace‘

h;custodlallsm (Mary, 1998) Communlty based programsicamevo

";hlnto belng to meet the needs of 1nd1v1duals w1th il

l_dlsabllltles Fo S | ’ , 3
: i: In 1973 the Rehabllltatlon Act was enacted (Orllv,ﬁ;x?h

‘yl1995) Part of thlS act stated that dlscrlmlnatlon due toi!;hfe;]

rl;dlsablllty would not occur 1n federal programs or 1n T d'"v;‘“
fprograms funded w1th federal moneys blUnfortunately,vthls

f}f‘law was not always properly enforced leadlng to the 9“7“

hﬂcontlnuatlon of dlscrlmlnatlon due to dlsablllty

In the 1980s,'soc1al pollcy began to move 1n the ffﬁ

-dlrectlon of 1ntegrat1ng 1nd1v1duals w1th dlsabllltles_

'55; 1nto'act1vezpartlc1patlon 1n thelr communltles (Flshley,

xﬁdfl992 Mary, 1998v‘Moxley, 1992) Supportlve serv1ces 1n;g

”;the areas of employment hous1ng,'and famlly support came

“”5f?;nto;be1ng; 'Educatlon changed to 1nclude 1nd1v1duals w1thtfﬁ;_,"




disabilities‘into mainstteam classrooﬁs; rather thah
':segregating them in specialielassrooms.:

. As public awareness of the pligﬁt‘of individuals with
disabilities increasedﬂ social justice in the form of -
legislation began»té_emerge; In 1990,‘The‘Americans'with‘
Disabilities,Act (ADA), perhaps the moSt‘significant'piece
of legisiatien in regards to individuals with
disabilities, was signed into law (Mackelprang &
Salsgiver, 1996) . »The ADA is seen as acknowledgment by
the‘United States Congress,that Americans with |
disabilities have been seriously discriminated against;
and that up until that point, had had no legal way to
address that discrimination. ‘The ADA went .beyond the
‘Rehabilitation Act, ektending the~boundaries;of‘
nondiscriminatory practices‘ihte pfi&ate ageneies and
'pablic accommodations.' The‘ADA prohibits'discrimination
‘-eftiﬁdividuals with disabilities in employment, statevaﬁd ‘
local govefnmentalvservices, public aecommOdations, and
telecommunications (Orlin, 1995). The goals ef”thedADA
'include-equal epportunity, the right to participate in‘
their cdmmunities) independent living, and economic‘self—
suffieiency.to all individualsiwith disabilities.

Individuals with disabilities have also_become
incfeasingly aware‘ef»hew theyihave been diseriminatedv

against in the past, and that they'arevnow ehtitled to

12



btrﬁsupportf(Hayden & Goldman,_l996 Hayden &-Heller,al997)qi

;nd1v1duals w1th dlsabllltles, prov“ding much serv1ce and

.“f[For many of these famllles, the care of 1nd1v1duals w1th

:lesaall'tles 1s a llfelong respon31b111ty, leadlng to f”ﬂ""'*'"

f51tuat10ns of long term stress (DeWeaver &,Knopf .

fjallev1ate*that stress Therefore,ﬂfamllles must also be'



maklng up to the cllent and the famlly, asxtheyfknow“theirsd

7;own 81tuatlons best Soc1al workers an prov1de a

_jconnectlon for.famllles w1th support“groups;fexpandlng the
trange of support that 1s avallable to them .fSoc1al
{wfworkers can. also act as short term advocates for thelr fff
:_'cllents w1th varlous agenc1es;,whlle worklng to empower
lthe cllent and famlly to develop thelr own advocacy sklllsjs’fﬁ

l:lfor the future (Vlgllante,vl990)

Soc1al workers need to be cognlzant of the protectlon‘f
and opportunltles afforded 1nd1v1duals w1th dlsabllltles:zti'
_ under the ADA “as 1t 1s a powerful tool that s001a1 | .
‘1workers can use: as they advocate for thelr cllents w1th

-dlsabllltles (Qulnn, 1994) ‘ Soc1al workers also need tov
'ffbe aware of changes 1n publlc pollcy and subsequent i

ﬂeffects on the llves of 1nd1v1duals w1th d1sab111t1esr

The malnstreamlng of chlldren w1th dlsabllltles 1nto‘5
regular~classrooms and theﬂlntegratlon of 1nd1v1duals With '
,dlsabllltles 1nto soc1ety is 1nd1cat1ve of the shlft 1n -
current thought Other issues such as hous1ng, |
employment vand health and soc1al support serv1ces, aisb7'
"need to be recons1dered in llght of 1eg1slat1ve and pollcyf

fchanges Most 1mportantly, 5001al workers need to be

':%:aware of thelr own attltudes towards 1nd1v1dua1s w1th

,dlsabllltles; It is tlme to stop thlnklng 1n ‘terms. of



"~;soc1al workers for work"ng;with Fnd1v1dual

"f'p01nts to dlfflculty 1n 1nterpret1ng CSWE s 1ntentlons 1n ”

kf&(Carrlllo & Holzhalb 1993?L§

dysfunctlon and 1nab111ty*and rethlnk the entlre 1ssue 1nf‘”i*t‘

B Tterms of strengths and capablllty (Borden,,l992)

:Ork'educatlon are mandated by theu°'“*’=

‘“CSWE to prov1de the necessary educatlon tovprepare future’tﬁ'

| @dlsabllltles (Carrlllo & Holzhalb N1993 Counc1l on Soc1alff}j_(

'PWork Educatlon, 1994) l One crltlcism“of the CSWE pollcy

'thls and other areas (Sher1dan,;l999% Hf egardless,fthef’
'kquestlon must be ralsed Are schools of soc1al work
educatlon fulfllllng the needs of the soﬁlal work students

"‘11n thls area9f One goal of thlS educatlon should be to

flncrease the students awaveness of any blases they mayfﬁwf7”°‘”

';have 1n worklng w1th 1nd1v1duals w1th dlsabllltles

,If the nece"sary educat1 B

'1is not prov1ded

1t may mean that students dare;notrbelndy

S meonsson, Yoder and Huntlngton

‘;(1990) conducted a telephonefsurveysof faculty members 1n

i‘elght profe551onal d1sc1pllnes regardlng the preparatlon f‘-?

fsy of studentb’aofwork W1th 1nfants and toddlers w1th S




‘*;_content areas’

L gexperlence

' f;_the BlShOp,

op“ortunltlesffor

vﬁeducatlon in worklng Wlth 1nfants w1th dlsabll ties and
'thelr famllles If the educatlon was prov1ded 1t tended

v’to focus on theoretlcal knowledge, rather than cllnlcal

fSlmeonsson, Yoder, and HuntlngtonA(199O)

1?lsurvey 1nstrument to conduct s1mllar research . Thls studyﬂfglfl .

.'fffocused solely on the preparatlon of MSW students 1nv“c7ﬁ o

ﬁfﬂw1th dlsabllltles

'l”ldlsabllltles and thelr_faml"
'ﬂfiprograms, students had the_opportunlty to spec1allze in.

uf;{the target populatlon**

xudemographlcs, number of clock hours of 1nstructlon 1n keyfdf.a”

3tu ents’tofspec1allze, f{jfm.i'

:‘uishop and Rounds (1993) used a mOdlfled ver51on Of ‘ff'ﬁ?f

T'fworklng Wlth 1nfants and toddlers w1th dlsabllltles “TheQQf:lld

‘,Jsurvey respondents were faculty members, ‘as in- theihf.fwf'

“hBlshop and Rounds found that less than

-jlprev1ous study

ﬁfﬁhalf of th grespondlng.programs offered contentvon 1nfants}lfﬁ°

thhe respondlng programSy 86°

f,offered fleld placementiorklng w1th 1nfants w1th

In 32° of the respondlng_fd

Whlle the avallablllty of fleld

"and spe01allzatlon opportunltles are encouraglng, ;wiﬁfx




Lthose opportunltles may beneflt ‘vThe student who chooses -i;d__fwf

hjanother fleld placement or spec1allzatlon may not have thellg

‘f’nopportunlty to recelve.”falnlng 1n the area of worklng“&""nl

7'f51w1th 1nfants or any other 1nd1v1duals w1th dlsabllltles

.‘; Schools of soc1 'jwork were‘agaln the focus of a

‘alfw" kers for worklng o
ies b fDePoy'and‘M;lleri

“;&75(1996)

f7y3w1th 1nd1v1duals w1th developmkital dlsabllltles, both on:*i

an undergraduat and‘a graduate level Program dlreftors

‘f he survey respondents,‘w1th survey returns largely

_the v1ewpownt of the graduates of soc1ak work programs,

- lthey:areﬁthe ones who actually work w1th the pOPU1at1°n Of

dflnd1v1duals w1th dlsabllltles Prev1ous studles looked at:

"H¢:“s0c1al work educatlon as preparatlon to work w1th spec1f1c’yf’15f

o



http:viewpoint.of

0t 1nd1V1dualsw h :

ic target groups.




CHAPTER THREE e
RESEARCH DESIGN AND METHODS L
Based on the llmlted prev1ous research regardlng theVﬁ‘
research questlon, the current study explored that
‘questlon from the p01nt of v1ew of the MSW graduate The
v‘:current study utlllzed a survey de51gn As no proven
"survey 1nstrument has been found for th1s type of study,‘
an 1nstrument spec1flcally des1gned for thlS study was:h
1created Wthh ralses 1ssues of valldlty and rellablllty_,
JivThe current‘study was llmlted in the number of
.part1c1pants surveyed whlch may have led to sampllng
error It is the contentlon of the researcher that
‘regardless‘of the above dlfflcultles, the 1ssue was
1mportant enough to merlt research It is hoped that the.
flndlngs have shed llght on whether or not graduate:
schools in soc1al work are adequately preparlng soc1al
workers to deal w1th ‘the changlng needs of 1nd1v1duals<

w1th dlsabllltles

SO Sampllng . ‘
The sample populatlon for the study cons1sted of lO9f
: MSW graduates currently worklng in’ San Bernardlno County .
agenc1es. These local agenc1es 1ncluded both publlc and:
'privatebagenc1es 1nclud1ng San Bernardlno County |

Department of Chlldren s Serv1ces, Patton State Hospltal
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and»iniand‘Regional Center. ~The'study‘sample inclnded“
‘sccial,workers~kncwn to work primarily with individUals‘
with disabilities (Inland Regional.Center'and Patton State
ﬁospital-empicyeesf, as Weii as social workers in.which
the degree of social work cOntactsvwith individuals with
disabilities wasvunknOWn.‘ No attempt wasvmade-torbalance
these two populations, as there was no way to predict in
advance how varied the second group would be The only'
criteria for participating in the study included being an
MSW graduate, and current practice as a social worker;'
There were no limitations on when the participant |
completed,their MSW degree, or on Which school the
’participant attended; |

A convenience:sampling strategy was utilized. There
were 28.male participants (26%)'andv81 female (74%).<.The
participants"ages'ranged from 24 to 70 Years; with a mean
cf 43!98,,and a standard deviation of 10.64 years. Five
participants did not report‘their ages. The ethnic
distribution of the‘participants.was as follows; 9.5%
African'American?‘67.6% Non Hispanic White, 1.9% Asian
‘Pacific Islander, 12.4% Hispanic hatino and 8.6% Other.
Four participants did notvreport their ethnicity.
Califcrnia State University, San Bernardino graduates
comprised 42 .1% of the partiCipants, with 11. 2° from Loma

Linda UniverSity, 3.7% from University of Southern



715W1th1n the study populatlon

Callfornla, 7 59 from Callfornla Statqunlvers1ty, Long'

l'VBeach 9% from Unlver51ty of Callfornla, Los Angeles,:andfﬂtypf

‘34 69 from other schools Two part1c1pants dld’not report;srgimi'

‘fwhlch school they obtalnedfthel _graduate de:

graduated be ‘

“57and 1969 lO 26 graduated between l970 and 1979 14 8°

Uilgraduated between 1980 and 1989 ’and 71 36 graduated
jbetween 1990 and 2000 ‘ One partlclpant dld not report L
f/thelr year of graduatlon Among the part1c1pants, 43 1°v
‘lreported that cllents w1th dlsabllltles comprlsed 0 25 Ofﬂ;rdﬂw.“
”thelr current caseload whlle 9 2° reported thelr current |
dcaseload as 26 50 cllents w1th dlsabllltles f Another i

1. 8 _reported that cllents w1th dlsabllltles comprlsed 51—hi;1d'

'-H,"75 of thelr current caseload and 45 96 reported 76 lOO°5Vl7ﬁ'"'

i dcreated spe01f1cally for thlS study as no proven survey

’fof thelr caseload 1nvolved cllents w1th dlsabllltles

'Data'Collection o

The research 1nstrument for the current study was

'”1nstrument for thlS populatlon has been found (Appendlxlﬁgtl,:‘
:Dl{f The research 1nstrument cons1sted of a 4 page ‘ |
_questlonnalre | Flrst partlclpants were asked to rate thef‘

dlamount/avallablllty of educatlon they recelved in the1rih7tw

MSW program 1n relatlon to worklng w1th 1nd1v1duals w1th

‘dlsabllltles The response format for these 5 questlons

:was a 4 p01nt leert scale ranglng from l = none.to 41=
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»heév? emphaSis., During data analysis, these 5 items weré
combinéd'to-form Scale 1, Aﬁouﬁt/AVailability of
»‘bisébiiiﬁy Eaﬁéatién (alpha = .85);  Scale 1 providesban-
aggregate ﬁéasure of the amount/availabiliﬁy of diéability 
education-fOund in respondeﬁts' graduate social_wakiv“
education. 
| "Pérticipénts;were then asked tb rate théir MSW
eduéation in relation ﬁo key content areas of disability
‘veducationﬂ Theﬁfespdnse format for theSe‘l4‘questionS‘Waé
-a 4—pointvLikért‘scale:ranging from-l = none to 4 = heavy
emghasis.' Dufing data ana1ysis, these 14’i£émé:Were
combined to form Scale‘2, Key Content Areas df DiSability'
Educatidn,(alpha - ;94). Séalelz provides'ah éggregate,
‘méasufeJOf the'keYICOﬁtenf areaslgfﬁdisagility eduéatidni,
found in the reSpondenté{:graduaté §d¢ia1,Wdfk’educatiqn{
vThe final questionS:asked-the,participanté if theyr
felt their MSW education adequatély prepared them»to'work
with:individualS'with disabilities and to rate areas in
‘ﬂ.Which.they felt their‘education éould,haveibeen:impered.
Thesé_areas includédicore curriCulum, field placement,
specializatioh, and elective'cbufsés. Participants‘Were
- able ﬁo choose as many of.the‘4 responses as they féit.(
‘wéreiapblicablé. |
~Participants were asked demographic questions

regarding»theirvgénder,.ége, ethnicity, MSW school and the -
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: ,;1nclude lack of valldlty and rellablllty measures,t as“ the

Juestionnaire, and the

.  At7iﬁIan&f}E;




.Regional Cénter);ahother,agency in Which avcontact'persop
was utilized, the informedeonsent (Appeﬁdix B)‘was_ |
attached to the front of the'questionnaire, and the
debriéfing statement (Appendix C) was attachéd to the back
'of_theIQuestionnaire. Those queétionnaires were returned
to the researcher via the contaCt ﬁerson.  Both informed

' consents includéd inférmatidn on the general»purpose_of>
the study,_the time commitment that would be‘réquired,vand
that pa£ticipation in the study wasmvolqntary. |
‘Participants were alsq‘informed Via‘the informed'consent
forms "that the debriefihg statemeht was.theirs to keep;

In the case of distfibutioh during é stéff:meeting at
Patton State'Hospital, the researcher informed prospective
participants of the general purpose of the study and the
time commitment'that would be required of them, and then
‘asked for theif assistance. Questionnailres were given to
willihg participants..The informed consent (Appendix B)
was attached to the‘frpﬁt’of the qﬁestionnaire; the |
debriefing statement (Appéndix C) was attached to the back
of the questionnaire. Participants were asked‘to read the
consent férm prior to completing the questionnaire, and
were told that thé debriefing statement was theirs to
keep. Completed questiénnaires were picked up at-the end
of the meéting by the researcher, ending participation in

the study.
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Data was collected durlng January through Aprll 2001;‘7

fData 1nput and analyses of the data were completed durlng |

"February through Aprll 2001 The Results”and Dlscuss1on f‘

'tnﬁsectlons of the prOJect were completed durlng Aprll and

"ngay 2001 Part1c1pants could obtaln group level results.l:“:i'°

iut hfrom thlS study after June 15 2001 1f they so des1red

Protectlon of Human Subjects

The confldentlallty and anonymlty of the partlclpants i

’awas carefully protected 1 Part1c1pants were 1nstructed v1a?v”3ﬂdl“

ﬁa%y;the 1nformed consent to not put thelr names on the @fffvig}jfv

?quuestlonnalre Part1c1pants were notlfled v1a the

ffj!lnformed consent that the only 1dent1fy1ng 1nformatlon R

‘f'pthey would be asked was demographlc 1nformatlon, and that‘}fw:5f”

'tgﬂresults of the study would be reported 1n group form only A

"7No 1nd1v1dua”7data was reported as a result of thlS study' e

x#faaThe partlclpants were alsolglven a debrleflng statement asﬁdidf

ngpart ofmthe questlonnalre packet Questlonnalres wefgfz,'

“-g»destroyed after data 1nput was complete The protocol fordg B

‘5'jDepartment of Soc1al Work Sub Commlttee of“the;;

”;p‘San Bernardlno

,the ethlcal treatment of part1c1pants was approved b_,’ﬁ”';”

ﬁlff*nstitutlonal Rev1ew Board at Callfornla State Un1vers1ty,"!h.




Data Analysis

Data analyses were conducted by employing univariate
statistics and bivariate statistics. Frequency
distributions, measures of central tendency and dispersion
were run on the demographic data of the participants and
on the two scales created for this study. The association
betwegn the two scales, as well as between each scale and
the demggraphic data, was examined by t-tests and
Pearson’s r correlation coefficients. Chi-Square analysis
examined the association between school attended, year of
graduation, and percent of clients with disabilities, and
the question that asked participants if they felt their
MSW program adequately prepared them to work with

individuals with disabilities.
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'itemsﬂin‘scale'lf”7é° to 829 of the part1c1pants rated

ﬁfﬁfthelr MSW educatlon as hav1ng a mlnlmal to moderate

hg;empha51s 1n those areas ‘.In the areas of spec1f1c’courses L
'hh!and contlnulng educatlon,.736 to 84° of the part1c1pants
“”irated thelr MSW educatlon as. prov1d1ng none to mlnlmal
,{t emphaSlS ) o | | ﬁ

e Percentage‘responses to the 1nd1v1dua1 1tens 1n Scale o

‘,2 1nd1cate that 739 to 829 rated thelr graduate soc1al-7i

“fwwork educatlon as hav1ng none to mlnlmal empha51s in the

'f-areas of phy51cal dlsabllltles, rehabllltatlon and

ufmedlcatlon/tests ' Scale 2 results 1nd1cate that 7l°

wﬁ:“»849 of part1c1panfs:rated thelr graduate soc1a1 work

'heducatlon as hav1ng mlnlmal to moderate emphas1s 1n the ,-”

‘h:areas of developmental dlsabllltles, effects on the

‘7.dfamlly, sudden onset of dlsablllty, soc1al pollcy, currentfduﬁ‘

. 1eg1slatlon, spec1f1c 1nterventlons,‘commun1ty resources,,?vﬂ

networklng,lemotlonal factors and developmental 1ssues 1n :

?hdlsablllty.*Scale 2 results 1ndlcate that 789>of

“‘g part1c1pants‘rated thelr graduate 5001a1 work educatlon as

Z;hav1ng moderate to heavy empha51s 1n the area of mental

f’dlsabllltles A 51gn1f1cant

”EﬂScale 1 and Scale 2 ‘.823 p < QQOQﬁi There were'no

fgLs1gn1f1cant relatlonshlps found between elther of the‘f:u"

scales and the demographlc datav"

‘orrelatlon was found between‘f“’



v‘f_educatlon had adequately prepared them to work w1th

“';and1V1duals w1th dlsabllltles was answered by 104

Qlfl ThlS 1nd1cates that a part1c1pant who dld not feel

The questlon that as,ed part1c1pants 1f thelr MSW s

R

ﬁpart1c1pants, w1tﬁff ﬂ(26%) respondlng "yes" ;“ff'g* 4%)

bwjﬁrespondlng "no"h ciod ,
‘A s1gn1flcant dlfference (t ¥’¥26f515 df 96 p <

OOo)’Was found between the preparatlon questlon and Scalepi,,

:“:Tprepared was more llkely to have responded w1th "none";or‘ﬁ“u"vvzw

fﬂ;"mlnlmal emphas1s"=to the questlons foundvln Scale l

”:l's1gn1flcant dlfference}was also found between the

frxpreparatlon questlon and Scale 2 ( ,

OOO) : ThlS 1nd1cates that a. part1c1pant who dld not.7t~f‘7

"'*ﬁffeel prepared was more llkely to have responded w1th

j"none" or “mlnlmal emphas1s"fto the questlons found 1n

\,;Scale 2 There was no s1gn1f1cant relatlonshlp between k?;ffw o

”2_;the preparatlon questlon and school attended year of o

":ggraduatlon or percent of cllents w1th dlsabllltles

Part1c1pants were asked to 1nd1cate all areas 1n’i€;p?=
'1th1ch thelr MSW educatlon could have been 1mproved 1n Lff;ﬂ_dkf~

.'preparatlon for worklng w1th 1nd1v1duals w1th

”Nizdlsabllltles Thelr responses were 86 (78 9%)

H'jpart1c1pants checked core currlculum, 52 (47 7%) checked

:pfleld placement 61 (56 09) checked spec1allzatlon, and 85f*



http:differen.ce

(78.0%) checked elective courses were an area that'could

‘use improvement.

30



’*fLXGENDER
'*eifETHNICITY 2

'%C"xﬂ*msw SCH00L7“°'

' YEAR OF GRADUATION

Table l Demographlc Characterlstlcs of the Part1c1pants

o ”,Percentage

;‘Varlable jﬂﬂ‘t;g],}@n;i Frequency _

(n)

“Male
Female .

e 43 98

~ African Amerlcan 7V¢rgv~ﬂlO»-w¢ﬁ
Non Hispanic White™ =~ 71 .
Asian Pacific Islander L 2nT e
ﬂHlspanlc Latino - ﬂi;_x;*13ﬁ” e
Other”,,kg,n “53‘7 IR FOE

Z“USC'H»'w+YV*‘-.aﬁ7*‘*‘x A LB TR T
. CSULB o 8 ST e Tl e T BT
VOtherf‘f ,_ﬁﬁf_;j,}.;;..'37'_; 3406

1960-1969 ‘_g;nﬁ; G 4.
- 1970-1979 S e
. 1980-1989 f, 16
=h!1990 2000 ;g q'.a 77

'l_CURRENT CASELOAD-——CLIENTS w1th DISABILITIES SRR e
| ‘26‘506 ;‘L;yaﬁ;hhfﬂa __,10,:[,4.\s‘"v;,yf;-;9E2%.;e o
CUTBLATEE T e T g T e g g
: “ 76—100% . . . 50 o . v » 45 ‘9% .. P




§

Table 2. Mean ScoreSxfor Scales 1 and-2 -

CoL . , : a ‘ - SD
Scale 1 Amount/Availability of Disability Education '
Classroom v o 2.28. .78
- Field Placement 2.47 .78
- Specialty 2.26 .82
- Specific Courses : - 2.03 .83 .
. _Contlnulng Educatlon' ‘ ~1.98 - .76
Scale 2 Key Content Areas of Dlsablllty Educatlon
Phy51cal Dlsabllltles “1.98 : .68
- Mental Disabilities 3.05
. Developmental = 2.33 .75
Effects on Family 2.37 .86
- Sudden Onset . - 2.16° .85
Social Policy 2.28 .76
‘Current Legislation 2.14 .81
Spec1f1c Interventlons - 2.19 .80
: Communlty Resources ©2.25 .80
Networking - 2.14 .79
‘Rehabilitation 2.02 .83
Medications/Tests 1.86 .83 .
Emotional Factors 2.36 .88
2.06

,Disabled’vs Norm

T

.76
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“*fMental

,fﬁ'Interventlons
ly Resources
. Networking )
‘_WQRehabllltatlon 29;
- Meds/Tests " 37.
““Emotiomnal ' ' 14.

péréent(

,fﬁgPlacement
’VQSpec1a1ty ¥

bﬁ”.}Spec1f1c

‘]PhYéiéél’

,Eamlly H
‘Sudden Onset

-Dlsabled/Norm




“ﬁﬁ;?adequately prepared

‘”Vf?content areas of dlsablllty educatlon, w1th the one

| CHAPTER FIVE |

The research quest1on was whether or not graduatec:ﬁ"“? :

'lschools 1n soc1al work have adequately prepared soc1al?

workers to deal w1th the changlng needs of 1nd1v1duals

ﬂ;f w1th dls“bllltles Results from the questlon asklng
afpart1c1pants 1f they felt they had been adequafuh

vprepared for work"ng w1th 1nd1v1duals w1th dlsabllltle‘

o 1nd1cated that 74% of resd

nd ﬂtsxfeltithey had not been

Part1c1pants 1nd1cated bygmean

:ffscores '":the 1nd1v1dual items from cale 2chat durlng

f'thelr MSW educatlon, m1n‘

1erxceptlon belng mental dlsabllltles, whlch had a moderate ]
- Jemphas1s The negatlve relatlonshlp between the‘fdijfrhp"'x
"f’preparatlon questlon and Scale 1 1nd1cated that- lackﬁo

' preparatlon was related to low empha51s 1n the,broad areasilfyj

'fbof MSW educatlon 1n term of dlsabllltles The negatlve

“bgarelatlonshlp between the preparatlon questlon‘and Scale 2 p'

f’11nd1 ated that_lack of preparatlon was related to 1ow S

;Tfﬂfemphas1s in. the key content areas of dlsablllty educat on.

Scale 1 was comprlsed of broad areas of MSW educatlon'_f’ﬂd“

”_??related to dlsablllty educatlon w1th Scale 2 comprlsed of e

‘;hkey content areas of dlsablllty educatlon th°




surprisingly, a significant relationship was found between
the two scales.

Previous literature regarding social work education
as preparation for working with individuals with
disabilities indicated that there was a lack of
preparation in working with elements of a specific target
population (Bishop, Simeonsson, Yoder, & Huntington, 1990;
Bishop & Rounds, 1993; Depoy & Miller, 1996). The current
study viewed the issue from the broader base of social
work education as preparation to work with individuals
with any type of disability. Findings from the current
study support those of the previous studies.

One limitation of the study is that participants were
unevenly distributed in regards to which school they
obtained their MSW degree from, and the year they
graduated with their MSW degree. While there were no
significant findings in this area, the uneven distribution
of participants leads to the question of the
generalizability of findings.

Findings from the current study can be utilized by
MSW schools in terms of reconsidering their curriculum in
the area of disability education. Various options for
disability education exist for schools to consider, such
as inclusion throughout the core curriculum, offering

fieldwork or specialization specifically geared towards
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o fMSW students knowledge‘ln the subject area:lDeWeaver~&ﬁg

vh:Knopf 1992) ;.DeWeaver and'Knopl__

worklng w1th 1nd1v1duals w1th dlsabllltles,_and offerlngia;,f

1 separate courses or‘electlves 1n dlsablllty educatlon

' One advantage to the 1nclus'

l_educatlon throughout‘core currlculum_ls that 1t offers allf

»992) suggest‘that;§]f~

f“QHuman Behav1or and 8001al Env1ronment (HBSE) sequenceﬁiSfaf7?“:ﬁ*

“loglcal area of 1nfus1on for dlsablllty educatlon

’i'r‘tHowever.,studles also suggest that all foundatlon vfﬂ%:u.~w*-~

‘"sequences 1nclude 1nformatlon on dlsablllty educatlonf‘5‘*‘"

“f(Blshop & Rounds, 1993 DeWeaver & Knopf 1992) rone,lff»ifi

"“dlsadvantage to only offerlng dlsablllty educatlon 1n coreﬁff&'"'

‘;currlculum 1s that knowledge acqulred in thlS manner 1s»f]:fk‘

wdﬁtheoretlcal not applled (Ba:ley, et al 1990)

'57f An advantage to offerlng fleld placements geared

”toward worklng w1th 1nd1v1duals w1th dlsabllltles 1s the 5417

" fopportunlty to acqulre applled knowledge 1n thls area

v':ﬂHowever, thlS knowledge 1s then 11m1ted to those students_f_fufsn;

'vfiwho take advantage of such f1eld placements (Balley,

kii 1990) Addltlonally,‘lf dlsablllty educatlon were;ﬁ-:fff“'

v"fﬁnot lncluded in the core currlculum, would students obtalnffﬁffV

gthe necessary theoretlcal knowledge to underpln the :_n,,

’vftapplled knowledge (DePoy & Mlller, 1996)7 :tvl

Offerlng spec1allzatlon 1n the area of worklng w1th

lh_flnd1v1duals w1th dlsabllltles could offer both theoretlcallif;'



and applled knowledge in the‘subject areav. Lack of
1nterest among faculty and students may present barrlersv
"todlmplementatlon of such»a speclallzat;on (Balley et al
'_1990 Bishop & Rounds, 1993)‘ ‘Additionally, lack of
l resources and lack of currlculum flex1b111ty can createv
dlfflcultles in offering spec1allzatlon as an . optlon

Offerlng a separate course or electlve on dlsablllty‘
‘educatlon is another optlon avallable tO'MSW schools ﬁThe
jadvantage to a separate course or electlve is that fuller
coverage. of the subject area would be poss1ble However,
1t would be dlfflcult to add another requlred course to an
already.full courseload (Balley, et;al.; 1990)..10ffer1ngu,.
such‘a course as an elective benefits onlyvthose students;
who take that eleCtive,.limiting-knowledge inithe»subject
area to. a select group. | -

While the majorlty‘of part1c1pants ln the current
study did not feel thelr MSW educatlon had prepared them
' to work with individuals with dlsabllltlesh there was -a
minoritvaho felt they had been prepared,;ifurther
research in'this,area could include exploration of
specific schools that are adequately preparingbstudents to
Work"withbthe targetipopulation and in what ﬁanner they ,p
are doing soQ' | |

,InrconclusiOn, the?preparation'of.SOcial workers to

work with individuals with disabilities is a salient issue
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that needs to be addressed by graduate schools of soc1al

work : SOClal work programs are mandated by the CSWE

'f(1994)'to offer currlcula that is up—to—date-and relevant;
" to the needs of soc1a1 workers, and ultlmately, cllents ’

It 1s v1tal that s001al workers acqulre the knowledge base

and skllls to serve and empower 1nd1v1duals w1th

'd1sab111t1es, and the heart of this knowledge base should‘

lie 1n the soc1al worker s graduate educatlon
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INFORMED CO‘;;SENT

The purpose of thlS study 1s to explore MaSters.ln
“Soc1al Work (MSW) educatlon 1n relatlon to worklng w1th
ffﬁlnd1v1duals w1th dlsabllltles Thls survey is llmlted to‘k”'l

"”f,graduates of MSW programs only Carol Dav1s,'a graduate

"_-student at Callfornla State Unlver51ty, San Bernardlno,i’dif-ﬁ" o

‘conductlng thls’study under the superv1s1on of Dr Janet

""Chang ThlS study has been approved by the Department of

fsoc1al Work Sub Commlttee of the Instltutlonal Rev1ew jf”
f4kBoard at Callfornla State Un1vers1ty, San Bernardlno

For thlS study, you w1ll be asked to rate your MSW

educatlon 1n terms of developlng your knowledge base 1n

*worklng w1th 1nd1v1duals w1thzdisab111t1es Partlclpatlon‘:'

:H;ln thlS study w1ll take approx1mately 15 20 mlnutes of

‘t‘your tlme

Please do‘NdT put your:name .on the questlonnalrew
'”:Your anonymlty w111 be protected The only 1dent1fy1ng
';hlnformatlon you w1ll be asked 1s gender, age, ethnlclty,:
g'where and when you obtalned your MSW educatlon,‘and 1f you?t:j“thjf

”*Rfiare currently worklng w1th 1nd1v1duals»w1th dlsabllltles

%"ffResults Wlll be reported 1n group formHOHIY:vno 1nd1v1dualf

wvdata Wlll be repOrted'g**““

Your partlclpatlon 1n thlS study is totally Voluntaryfh“*'

fSand you are free to w1thdraw at any tlme durlng the study v




You are free to nbt answér any questions; however, we hope
that you wiil'answer all of the guestions to make the
results useful. Any questions about your pafticipation‘in
the study should be difected'to Dr.‘Jéhét Cﬁang_at (909)
880-5184. | . R |
After completing the questionnairé!fyou‘may revaé
and‘keep the debriefing statement. Please return the
questionnaire in the included stamped-eﬁvelope as soon és.

possible. Thank you for your time and effort, your

participation in this study is greatly appreciated.
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%AékENDIX_B]:‘K

IN FORMED CONSENT

ﬂTh»wpuupose of thlS study is to explore Masters:l

;:’ft'o, ;‘worﬂk’i}hg’ with

bSoc1al Worwf(ﬁs ,.educatlon 1n relatlof

b:lnd1v1duals w1th dlsabllltles ThlS survey 1s llmlted to

graduates of MSW programs only ' Carol Dav1s, a graduateyxh“”

'Q;s conductlng thlS study, underythe superv1s'

of Dr Janet Chang

*iThls study has been approVed by the b

‘ttDepartment of Soc1al Work Sub Commltte 2

”'TInStltutlonal Rev1ew Board at Callfornla State Unlver51ty,it

'San Bernardlno

B For thlS study, you w1ll be asked: frate your MSW

ffeducatlon 1n terms of developlng your knowledge base 1n

"7fwork1ng w1th 1nd1vi“uals w1th dlsabllltles

fln thlS study w111,f,

'Ttyour tlme

f?wherefand when you obt‘ ned your MSW‘educatlon,,and ifiyou;fV"‘

fV@are currently worklng‘v"h 1nd1v1duals w1th d1sab111t1es

“‘J?ﬁResults w1ll be reported 1n group form only,ano 1nd1v1dualz;;

"Vdata w1ll be reporte»

’Part1c1patlonv}f RIS

Your partlclpatlon_'n‘thl‘ stud' 1s totally voluntaryff?j[;”

}:and you are free to w1thdraw at any tlmeﬁdurlng the study Tffh




You are free to not answer any questions, however, we hope
that you will answer all of the questions to make the
results useful. Any questions about your participation in
the study should be directed to Dr. Janet Chang at (909)
880-5184.

By placing a check mark in the space below, I
acknowledge that I have been informed of the nature and
purpose of this study and I freely consent to participate.
I acknowledge that I am at least 18 years of age.

Please place a check mark here Date
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APPENDIX C
DEBRIEFING STATEMENT

Thank you for completing this questionnaire. The
purpose of this study was to explore whether or not
graduate schools in social work are adequately preparing
social workers to work with individuals with disabilities.
This is an important issue to consider and study.

If this questionnaire has caused you any discomfort
or distress, you may withdraw from the study at any point
prior to submission of your questionnaire. If you have
any questions about your participation in this study,
please contact Dr. Janet Chang at (909) 880-5184. Group
level results from this study will be available after June
15, 2001 at Pfau Library, California State University, San
Bernardino.

Thank you again for participating in this study.

46



APPENDIX D:

INSTRUMENT

47



APPENDIX D
INSTRUMENT’ -

For the follow1ng questions, you’ will be’ asked to rate the
amount/availability of education you received in your MSW program in
relation to working with individuals with'disabilities. .For the
purposes of this ‘study, disability is defined as any phy51cal or
mental condition that substantlally ‘limits one or more major 11fe
activities.

1. Rate the amount of core classroom 1nstructlon you recelved in your
MSW program directly relatlng to worklng w1th individuals w1th

disabilities.
none : minimal emphasis »moderate emphas1s . . heavy empha81s

2. Rate the’ avallablllty of fleld placements in your MSW program that
.focused on working: w1th 1nd1v1duals with dlsabllltles

1 » v,: '2 o : ‘,_1‘: ,‘ SN B .
none Wl.p‘ 3minimal emphasis :moderate emphaéis&l : heavy‘emphasis

3. Rate the opportunltles in your MSW program to spe01allze in. worklng
w1th 1nd1v1duals w1th dlsabllltles ’ .

1 R TR 3 o 4
none “- minimal emphasisﬂfmoderate,emphaai$~f - heavy emphasis'p

4. Rate the availability of specific courses offered by.your MSW
program in working with individuals with disabilities.

1o 2 s g
;none:;:p ‘minimal emphasis‘rmoderate emphasis - h‘heaVybemphasis

5.fRate thefavailahility ofvcontinuihg éducation coﬁrses offered by
your MSW program in'working with individuals with disabilities..

‘none ‘minimal emphasis moderate emphasis © = heavy emphasis
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' Please rate the amount of education you received in your MSW program-
in»relation to these key content areas of disability education.

1. Physical disabilities;' |
,.l - . o g | : 50 | | A

none - ‘_i'~minimél emphasié - moderate emphasis _ ” vheavy embhasis

2.'Mental:disabilities.; _ | ‘
T2 - s 4

none » lﬁi miﬁimai emphasis moderate embhasis o heavy embhasis

3. Developmental disabilities.
1 2 T © 3 4

none ' mihimalVemphasis‘ moderate emphasis " heavy emphasis

4. Effects on the fdmily when a family member has a disabling

condition.
1 B 2 . ST S S 4
none minimal emphasis ‘moderate emphagis ' ' heavy emphasis

5." Sudden onset of disabling conditions and its effects on the
individual and the family. =~ - ’ : 2 P

1 : 2 | 3 4
none minimal emphésis moderate emphasis - heavy emphasis“
6!‘Socialvpolicy iﬁLrelation to individuals with,disabilities.
1 2. ‘ . 3 4
nonevf. minimal emphasis ‘moderate emphasis o hea&y eﬁphasis
,‘7. Current legiSiation in relation ﬁo individuéls with disabilitieé.
1 | 2 S o 3 g

none minimal emphasis moderate emphasis " heavy emphasis
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,8.HSpecific‘interveﬁtions.ih'working'with clients wiﬁh dieabiliﬁies,
1 2 3 A
none‘ » | ﬁlnlmal emphasis moderate-emphaeis . heaVy’emphasis
_‘9.lCemmun1ty resources avallable to 1ndlv1duals w1th disabilities. |
1 2 - 3 o
'nQne b’"ﬁmiﬁimal emphasis moderateiemphasis heavy emphasis

10. Networking/collaboration with other profe551onals to meet needs of
clients w1th disabilities.

1 2 34
none- "minimal emphasis modérate émphasis : 1: heavy emphasis |
11. Use ofbrehabilitation. » |

1 | 2 ‘ 3 ‘ 4
© . none ' minimal emphasis mederate,emphasis ; heavy eﬁphasié'
12. Medications/medical tests for certain disabilities.

1 2 3 ‘ |  4
none -  minimal emphasis moderate'emphasis‘ " heavy embhaSis
'.13. Emotional factors of disabilities. | |
none . minimal emphasis moderate emphasis . ‘ heavy.emphasis-

14. Developmental issues with disabling condltlons (as opposed to
normal development) . ‘

1 : 2 v 3 : 4

none ~ minimal emphasis’ moderate emphasis heavy emphasis
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Two Important Questlons

In conclu31on, do you feel that your MSW education adequately prepared
you to work with 1nd1v1duals with dlsabllltles7

1.  Yes

2. No

Please check all areas in which your MSW education could have been
improved in your preparatlon to work with individuals w1th
disabilities. o

Core curriculum
Field placement
Specialization
Elective courses.

B WN .
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The following'information.will'befhelpfﬁl'in analyzing'the.results.'

Gender:
- 1. Male
2. Female

Age

Ethnlc Identlty

African American

- . Non Hispanic White
Asian Pacific Islander
. Hispanic/ Latino

.  Other

U‘I»b-wl\)l—‘

MSW School graduated from: :
California State University, San Bernardino .
Loma Linda University

" University of Southern Callfornla
California State University, Long Beach

. University of California, Los Angeles.

. Other : ‘ ﬁ

OVUT R W

Year of graduation with MSW degree:
1960-1969 :
1970-1979
1980-1989
1990-2000

What percentage of your current caseload 1nvolves clients with
disabilities? L S : .

1. 0-25%
2. 26-50%
3. '51-75%
4

. 76-100%
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