Table 1. (Continued)

Demographic Characteristics
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Independent Male Female
Variables (N=55) (N=57)
Practice Area
Direct Practice b(n=34)_61.8%' (n=46) 80.7%
Administration (n=16) 29.1% (n=6) 10.5%
other | (n=4)  7.3% (n=4)  7.0%
| Yeafs in Practice (Meén) - 19.3 yrs. 10.8 yrs.
Birth Order (Family of bfigin)
First (n=17) 30.9% (n=25) 43.9%
Second (n%20) 36.4% (n=11) 19.3%
Third (n=10) 18.2% (n=12) 21.1%
Fourth+ (n=8) 14.6% (n=9) 15.8%
Cchildren
Yes (n;4i) 74.5% (n=32) 56.1%
No (n=14) 25.5% (n=25) 43.9%
Family of Oriqin
Working Mother (No) (n=28) 51.9% (n=29) 50.9%
Single Parent (No) | (n=43) 82.7% (n=40) 72.7%
Substance Abuse (No) (n#35)'63.6% (h=§8)“67.9%



Almosﬁkthree-fourths of the male respOndents (74.5%)
were mafried as comparedvfod45.6% of the females. |
Significantly more males were married than females
(chisquare=12.963; p<;601);‘ Significantly more‘maleﬁ e
respondents (74.5%) had children while 56% of female
respéndents had children. (chisquare=4.177; p<.040).

Other noted differences were in the mean years of
practice (males 19.3 years; females 10.8 years) and birth
order. The majority of males (36.4%) were second in birth
order and the majority of females (43.9%) were first born.

The individual mean scores of items on the Relational
Responsibility SCaie (see Table 2) ranged from 1.91 to 3.0.
The total mean score for all questioné for male respondents
(2.39) and females respondents (2.30) was not significantly
different (t=.73; p<.469). This answered the research
question of whether or not there is any diffefence in the
way male and female social workers perceive helping
behaviors. In addition, this finding did not allow the
researchers to reject the null hypothesis that male social
workers would not define helping behaviors as codependent
more frequently than female social workers.

Mean scores of‘questions divided accordihg to
respondent by client gender (see Table 3). These scores
demonstrated that thefe was no sighificant difference
between the way male social workers (2.50) and female social

workers (2.29) assessed male clients (t=1.49; p<.144).
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Table 2

Mean Scores from the Relational Responsibility Scale

Male Respondents o FemaleiRespondents

Question Male/Female Client o Male/Female Client

N=25 /_ 'N=3o o N=33 /] N=24
v 2.48 |/ 2.36 2.51 / 2.39
18 2.32 /  1/96 2.03 / 2.04
19 2.20 /  2.00 2.12  / 2.17
20 o 2.25  /  2.13 2.30 / 2.21
21 ' 2.87 / 2.60 2.87 [/ 2.91
22 2.37 / 2.36 2.27 / 2.08
23 2.56  / 2.16 2.51 / 1.95
24 2.73' /] 2.50 2.66 [/ 2.29
25 3.0 / 2.30 2.59 [/ 2.34
26 | 2;29' /. 2.26 2.18 / 2.21
27 2.08 / 2.16 1.87 / 1.91
28 2.08 ] 2.03 2.06 / 1.65
29 . 2.60 / 2.23 2.42 2.17
30 ~2.62 [ 2.43 2.51 / 2.52
31 2.87 /  3.00 2.87 /] 2.66
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Table 3

‘Total Mean Score of the Relationdl Responsibility Scale

Male ‘Female T P
Respondents Respondents Value
Male Clients ' _2;50 2.29. 1.49 <.1l44

Female Clients ©2.35 2.24 .66 . <.514

Additionally,;no significant differences were found between
the mean scores of male social workers (2.35) and female
social workers (2.24) in assessing female clients (t=.66;
p<.514). Therefore, the researchers were not able to reject
the null hypothesis that male social workers would'gpt_label

female clients more codependent than female respondents.
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lelscus51on |

- The results of this study 1nd1cate that desplte some
:51gn1f1cant gender dlfferences in demographlc proflles,
ﬁthere ‘is no s1gn1f1cant dlfference in the‘wayvmale and -
"female social workerS‘define;client helplng”behayiors.c”They
- both deflne these as codependent. Thls result demonstrates
Zthat soc1a1 workers"attltudes tend to reflect the prevalent
valuatlon of "female" behav1ors as less des1rable or healthy
" than "male" behav1ors desplte thelr spec1allzed tra1n1ng and
..advanced educatlon.’ The results also falled to Verlfy the
researchers hypothes1s that one) Male soc1a1 workers would
more frequently deflne helplng behav1ors as codependent° and
two) male 5001a1 workers would more often 1abel female

’ cllents codependent than would female soc1al workers.

"The researchers were unable to compare thlS study w1th

‘prev1ous studles in the llterature because thlS aspect of
fdlrect soc1al work practlce hasrnot been addressed. This
1ack of attentlon 1s another 1ndlcatlon the "female"'"ﬁ
behav1ors are less Valuable or worthy of 1nvest1gatlon.
Two unant1c1pated results of this study were ”

1dent1f1ed The-flrst of these-lnvolved,the demographic
profile of the samplfe; ,populat,ion. The iitefature';stated
.that>SOcial WOrkers?were'significantly morevlikely to have
‘experieﬁoed”substance abuse in their families-of”origin -
ycompared to'theigeneral population. It was suggested that

' this dynamic would predispose social workers to be at
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26.
OR

27.

OR
28.

OR
29.

OR

30.

OR
31.

OR

Client finds needy people attractivé.

1 2 s 4 | 5 UR
Client feels bored; empty or worthless without a crisis
to solve 6rvsomeone to help.

1 2 | 3 4 5 R
Client over commits self'ahd resources.

1 2 . 3 4 5 UR
Client feels harried and pressured.

1 | 2 3 4 5 UR
Client believes their well being is influenced by
others. |

1 2 3 4 5 TUR
Client blames others for the problems in their 1life.

1 2 3 4 5 UR
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" ’5500 University Parkway, San Bernardirio, CA 92407-2387

Appendlx B

Cover Letter

1CA¢JFORNLASTATELHHVERS"W’
»._SAN BERNARD!NO ) :

"The California -
" ['State Uniué‘r;ity .

“,v5ésr:soci$11wpfg'érbééssiqha;gfj'”

; Ne are MSN graduate students at Callfornla State
R ,‘Un1vers1ty, ‘San Bernardlno.c As ‘many. ‘of you may fandly’
{J::fy U remember , we are in’ the process rof gatherlng data for our
i t,graduate research proJec v.The purpose of this ‘research.’
is to define how’ male and female social workers perce1VE»ﬂ‘
helplng behav1ors 1n thexr c11ents.fﬂ P :

. The research procedure 1nvolves the completxon of a
_j,three page quest1onna1re entltled .the Relational .

. ) ‘iiVRespon51b111ty Scale.which ‘should take: no.’ longer than 15
TDHQETMENTﬂmenutes ta” complete.~ Please return ‘the: completed L
Sl questlonnalre -and “the s1gned consent form in the enclosed
‘ﬁ?F’yﬂ,: . -envelope within. ten ‘days - of rece1pt. The consent form,;
) ‘will be detached before the.data 'is analyzed to 1nsure
'anon1m1ty of respondents and kept ‘on f11e. . : B

. SOCIAL WORK -

The ant1c1pated completlon date for thxs proJect 1s

: June’ 12, 1993, L IF you, have’ any quest1ons regarding’ the

‘outcome,vfeel free. to contact the researchers: listed-

below. - The final: research project ’ w111 be-on: f11e in
the Pfau® lerary at Caleornla State Un1ver51ty, San

o Bernard1no. L L . v .

714/880-5501- . ..

, Thank you +or your help and part1c1pat1on 1n thzsffitff_”
fproject. T . S o

. Claire Trimble’
-Q.MSW Candldate

‘. Researcher ‘s Signature

R Donna Venardos
:,MSW Candxdate‘

- 'Researcher ‘s Signature:

‘fDr;;TerESacMorris,fn‘
x<ResearcHﬂAdvisor$‘V'"

. 'In Care o*-‘ . o

" Schoal of Social - Nork
,i:SSQG Unlver51ty Parkway.

© San’ Bernard1no, CA 924@7
's—,(714) Bam—ssm“




: Appendix c
’CONSENT TO PARTICIPATE.iN RESEARCH

I consent to serve as a subject in the research project
entitled "Feminine Socialization or quependency". The
nature and.generalkpurpose of the study have been explained
to me.

I understand that my pérticipation‘is véiﬁntary and
that all information is confidential and that my identity
will not be réveaied. I am free to withdraw cohsent and to
discontinue participation at’any»timé. Any questions that I
have about thebpraject will be answered by the researchers
listed in the project cover letter which f have been
provided and may retain.

Oon the basis of the above statements, I agree to

participate in this project.

Participant's Signature Date
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