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% ;;a S Abstraet- e T - .
"The genera] aim of th1s study was to exam1ne the roTe of the schoo]
counseTTor from a TegaT eth1caT po1nt of v1ew§} A rev1ew of’ the 11t-
erature demonstrated that there has been 1ncreased T1t1gat1on aga1nst '
“the he1p1ng profess1ons Th1s trend 1s more advanced 1n the Un1ted |
i ,fStates than Canada though Canad1an court act1on is on, the 1ncrease PR
k The popuTatqons of both countrtes appear to want a. move away from the
Ed_f’ “1 ' ';i'trad1t1ona11y paterna11st1c att1tudes of. the he1p1ng profess1ons ‘The‘.

——— i

} \maln 1ssue areas are: 1nformed consent determ1n1ng the goaTs of

\

treatm\nt; treatment of ch01ce, serv1ng cT1ent 1nterests, adequacy of
_streatment, conf1dent1a11ty, referraT procedures and pract1t1oner quaT1f1e"
'f;‘cat1ons | It was w1th these issue areas in m1nd that a quest1onna1re .
_was constructed 1naorder to determ1ne the perspect1ves that schooT F.
'iéig’_‘;e‘ o ';,c0unseTTors have in these issue aréas. Quest10nna1res were dtstr1buted

" to aTT counse]]ors, fuTT and part t1me 1n the Edmonton Pub11c and CathoTwc i

7Schoo] systems The quest1onna1re conta1ned 20 quest1ons and was'if
. "‘, : f T'TT!de51gned to be answered tw1ce Respondents were asked to. answer from
~two po1nts of v1ew From the 1dea1 (I) p01nt of v1ew c0unseTlors werev'
rtasked to answer from what they cons1dered to be a perfect v1ew oT
2counse111ng pract1ce The pract1ca1 P)‘answers were from a v1ewpo1nt
ﬁ-_f H‘t_ij "kty.-_of what happens qn the counseTTor S everyday pract1ce Thns-method.,;'
| | \ 'aTTowed the caTcuTat1ons of the 1deaT means,apract1ca1 means and
'd1fference scores CounseTTors-supthed b1ograph1ca1 data wh1ch
T-haTTowed exam1nat10n of what factors may have an 1nf1uence on the TegaT =
A-: 'and eth1caT pract1ce of counseTTors | Forty s1x counseTTors responded

%3", o '?to the study //From th1s sampTe 1t was determ1ned ;hat a Targe gap

'-ex1sts between what—counseTTors perce1ve as- 1deaT and what 1s done on ;.f

v

tat Yoo s
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a day to day bas1s.l In order to determ1ne whatgfactors may have an

effect on 1ega1 eth1ca1 praét1ce the factors of‘ numbers of students.

.

’}dea1t w1th,{the 1eve1 of graduate tra1n1ng and thﬁ number of hours g
dof ]ega]-efh1ca1 study were cons1dered The study did not reveal that "
' any of these factors were s1gn1f1cant in determ1n1ng the 1ega1-eth1ca1

pract1ce of schoo] counse1lors. The resu]ts were reported and df?cussed.

The author suggested further d1rect1ons for research -and 1mp11cat1ons

’for counsel]or teachers, adm1n1strat1on and sch001 boards. T

5 N
.
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: ;C:eprofess1onals Canad1an 1 tngat10n ‘5 a]sq\giow
9)

p {the f1e1d of 1nformed consent (Sharpe, 197
?fj;aréa of psycho]ogy to be v1ew1ng the1r profess1on from a 1ega1 eth1ca1
' '3accurate know]edge of the eff]cacy of these techn1ques The f1e1d ot A,,

-behav1or mod1f1cat1on part1cu1ar1y has stressed th1s approach A

;fancred1b1e va]ume of 11terature ex1sts wh1ch dea]s w1th the measurement

CHAPTER I _' RN

Purpose and Nature of the Study v” : : ‘5 :ijdf.h,"

ﬁ Dur1ng recent years an 1ncreas1ngly 1ega11y or1ented pub11c has

vafdemanded change from the rather paterna11st1c att1tude of profesS1ona1 o
vpeople Th1s change of att1 ude has occurred part1cu1ar1y 1n the

""1Un1téd States as, w1tnessed byi'he number pf court cases brought aga1nst7T :

f_g,vpart1cu1ar1y 1n_;~;f

4¢»In order to meet: grow1ng7

"-;pub]1c pressures*and ma1nta1n the 1ntegr1ty of the profess1on of psy-
S o /

R

: ';cho1ogy 1t 15 necessary for psycho]og1sts and others dea11ng 1n the

hp Sl L ST R

v

Psygho]og1sts have pursued the perfect1on of techn1ques and measured

-outcomes 1n an 1ncreas1ng1y sc1ent1f1c manner Th]S pursu1t has"

1.;produced a pro]1ferat1on of sound tested technlques w1th a. reasonab]y

o.

""'of procedures 1n the behav1ora1 f1e1d A body of 11terature 1s now -
) ",.begwnn1ng to develop that dea]s w1th the 1egal and eth1ca1 respons1b111ty

Ldﬁof those 1nvo1ved 1n psycho]og1ca1 pract1ce To a large extent th1s

4_/;(

:*1nterest was generated’as a response to Amerlcan Judgments aga1nst
L pr1vate pract1t1oners, pub11c and pr1vate 1nst1tut1ons, 1nc1ud1ng the'

| 'pena1 system,( There were warnwngs (B1rnbaum, 1960) of 1mpend1ng ]egalj;ia

Y oY
L



§

thow counse11ors v1ew the1r schoo1 pract1ces Th1s data w111 prov1de

LI -
b

'battTes The maJor1ty of those wr1t1ng 1n thts area have been 1ega1

authors v1ew1ng psycho]ogy, rather than psycho]og1sts exam1n1ng the1r

v} professton from a ]ega] and eth1ca1 perspect1ve Th1s study represents
RS an attempt to cons1der 1ega] eth1ca1 quest1ons from a psycho]og1ca] jv;

’rather than 1ega1 perspect1ve

¥ - _ ‘ J.-*””

5 KTM ;"‘ ”h;“;s,' Purpose of the Study I:;

The purpose of th1s study 1s to exam1ne the 1ega] eth]ca] practtce

Vrfof schoo1 counse]]ors, prov1d1ng 1nformat1on wh1ch w1ﬂ1 be benef1c1a1
N to the schoo1 counse11ors | By hav1ng counse11ors exam1ne 1ega] eth1ca1

B ”vquest1ons both act1v1ty and 1ntrospectton 1n th1s area 1s generatedv

1;Data is, ajso produced wh1ch w11] a]]ow at 1east some know1edge as to

!

”_bsome 1nformat1on as to the strengths and weaknesses that counse]]ors.“#

uv"wh1ch th1s study exam1ned

fsdec1s1on-mak1ng process 1n areas such as the questton of how much

,'perce1ve 1n the1r 1ega1 eth]ca] pract1ce By prov1d1ng th1s data the ‘
fﬂ S

'wﬁlegal eth1ca1 tra1n1ng a counse]]or shou]d rece1ve w111 be a1ded

TvNatUre’of*the Prob]emx<\ : "”QVF'Q {Pf?er.’
. o \ . : : ) »
' Pub11c outcry and 1ega1 batt]es have put pressure on var1ous -t}_*

o’

;“profess1ona1 groups 1nc1ud1ng psycho]og1sts Though ethlcal codes
’__extst and 1ega1 gutde]1nes are be1ng drawn, there 1s a need to be 1
u:'g act1ve1y cons1der1ng psycho]og1ca] pract1ce from w1th1n the professt
°~"In order to make dec1s1ons wh1ch w1]] effect the: professton, datavmust

’ffbe generated wh1ch w111 a1d 1n th1s dec1s1on mak1ng process

A rev1ew of the 11terature revea]s severa] key areas of concern

1

Goa1s of treatment 1s an issue wh1ch behav1or1sts have had to face.,,ff;ﬂ'7




aTternat1ve ) L ‘Jff df e

'[cT1ents are in an 1nst1tut1ona1 s1tuat1on Though schooT ch1Tdren are

'}access to recOrds are

:v1nvest1gated ‘ .* N

|
!
P

’v;Th1s appears to be reTated to the expTic1t way 1n wh1ch goaTs must :
’be stated in sound behav1ora1 pract1ce The cT1ent s understan 1ng

"‘.vof the goaTs of treatment and the degree of vo]untar1ness are g am1ned

. »
T 3.

| The cho1ce of the treatment probTem was . approached trom thq v1ew

\

‘Of:' how the treatment Was chosen what aTternat1ves were ava11ab1e

"to the counseTTor and: c11ent, and what was the Teast restr1ct1ve_‘“

S

A i

VoTuntar1ness (or cT1ent cho1ce) 1s ‘an’ 1ssue part1cu1ar1y when

o

‘\l

"’7:fgnot comm1tted to schoo]s,,schoo] attendance unt11 age of s1xteen 1s g

icompuTsory The fact that ch1Tdren must attend schooT T1m1ts the

/

odegree to wh1ch they can g1ve truTy voTuntary consent

Oss1f1cat10n of 1nst1tut10ns ca cause a s1tuat1on 1n wh1ch chent

/ /

jf1nterests are not be1ng served There/may'be seVeraT reasons for th1s

)

‘vtfseTf serv1ng pthosophy wh1ch can deveTop 1n 1nst1tut1ons | Th1s study
uonTy probed the ch1Td s 1nvoTvement 1n treatme pTans and reso]ut1on

'Tof conf]1cts between the 1nterest of the c11ent and the 1nst1tut1on

Therapy often has vague ObJECtTVGS and rather 1mprec1se modes of

.jmeasurement Behav1ora1 methods however have a very strong measdrement

o

'?uf'compOnent The prob]em of the deguacx of/these measurement methods

L}]was cons1dered

Who hasfaccess to records and the cT1ent s knowTedge of who has f“

CounseTTors do not,aTways prov1de successfu] treatment fwhén o

th1s d1ff1cu1ty occurs 1s a referra] made? ;"[”ﬁ

The Tast area of the probTem that th1s study approached was that

'freas of the conf1dent1a11ty 1ssue that were T;f.‘

“



“; and exper1ent1a1 bas1s to dea] w1th the present1ng problem? L

‘3,-ypract1ca1 g1ven the var1ous constra1nts w1th1n wh1ch they work I L

T e .

i

o of counsel]or qua11f1cat1ons.- Does the counse]]or have the academ1c

The areas of cons1derat1on wh1ch were chosen by no means represent

.\‘

pa tota] package of. the 1ega1-eth1ca] s1tuat1ons wh1ch may confront

:}'counseT]ors They do prov1de a broad spectrum of 1mportant 1ega1- -

.feEh1ca1 1ssues ”%f%* /.
Counse]]ors shou]d have an 1dea of what they perce1ve as’ an 1dea1

‘Q”;"]ega] eth1ca1 pract1ce They ou]d a]so know what they cons1der to begé

'-,rjorder to prov1de th]s 1nformat1on codnse]lors were asked to answer

;ffy'to be 1dea} and the d1screpancy between these percept1ons can then be

Hb:'1dent1ca] sets of quest1ons from'an 1dea1 perspect1ve and from a pract1ca1"_
'LV16WP01nt Th1s method a]]owed d1fference scores to be ca]cu]ated

~ |
fInformatlon about what counse]]ors perce1ve to be pract1ca] perce1ve

'”cons1dered 1n re]at1on to varvous other factors.;ﬂ




RRRS are Amer1can Bas1c ph1losoph1ca1 d1fferences

cHaPTER 11 ]

b1scuss1on of Pert1nent Lssues T

.'and a Rev1ew of ReTated L1teraturé -

P

Th1s T1terature rev1ew conta1ns 11terature and court cases wh1ch
dea] not onTy w1th schoo] counse111ng s1tuat1ons but a]sd\cases of non-i‘:

voTuntary, 1nst1tut1ona11zed c11ents ‘ The pr1nc1p1es that are art1cu-:-

\

Tated howeverj\be\r‘a d1rect reTat1onsh1p as’ to the standard of Tega]--

~.

e

i eth1ca1 pract1ce to wh1ch a schooT counseTTor shoqu str1ve

D1fferences Between Amer1can\and\£anad1an LegaT Status and R1ghts f”,yi} g

e }K It must be recogn1zed that the maJor1ty of the court cases c1ted
S \\

e

x1st w1th réspect to ;d

1nd1v1dua1 human r1ghts 1n Canada and the Un1ted Sta' the Tatter be1ng
' recognlzed as a Teader 1n th1s area Two sources account fo th1s

d1fference 'T( ) Amer1can courts have v1ewed the1r roTe d1ffereht1y

shapers of soc1a] 1nst1tut1ons through TegaT 1nterpretat1ons Th1s.j'g,

| ph11050phy has produced far~reach1ng soc1a] 1mp11cat1ons through var1ous’fi;h_bz‘

o court cases Canad1an courts have 11m1ted the1r funct1on to the Spec1f1cs i

of part1cu1ar cases (James & ATTa,. 1979) (b) There are fundamenta]

: d1fferences between r1ghts Teg1s]at1on as 1t ex1sts 1n Canada and the

. $§;§ 3; o

. : than Canad1an courts The Amer1can Jud1c1a1 ph1losophy v1ews courts as'

Un1ted States The F1rst F1fth E1ghth and Fourteenth amendments are ff‘“

:"?1 embedded w1th1n the Amer1can Const1tut1on and’prov1de for fundamentaT

. protect1on of 1nd1v1dua1 human r1ghts in the U S (Budd & Baer, 1976)
These cTauses have pr0v1ded the ba515 upon wh1ch cases of 1nd1v1dua1

rxghts have been dec1ded when a. conf]1ct occurs, statutes are restr1cted

’fifT‘;5€dlb v'\;7VT”'

-
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- g@: .
or overturned by these more fundamenta1 ru]es, In contrast ‘the
Canad1an exper1ence has p]aced the emphas1s on the commun1ty or pub]1c \j‘
o good rather than on the 1nd1v1dua1 ‘There are at the t1me of wr1t1ng

s

no 1nd1v1dua] r1ghts guaranteed 1n the BNA Act The B11] of R1ghts

Ty

wh1ch ex1sts 1n’each prov1nce and~w1th the Federa] government may be

I

du]y 1gnored whem spec1f1ca]]y overr1dden for the pub]:c good Present]y,‘

Canad1ans have very ]1tt1e protect1on for 1nd1v1dua] human r1ghts

N

Goa]s of Treatment

Recogn1tmon of 2. Need to Change

f ;7 ; Schoo] ch11dren are ex ected to conform to the norms set by the

schoo] staff Th1s extra or doub]e set of norms often 1eads to demands
for change because of va1ues he]d by persons other than the students T

T4

| For examp]e--s1tt1ng qu1et1y 1n a neat row represents va]ues 1mposed on"‘v

‘f cha]dren by persons 1n charge In other parts of Canad1an soc1ety th1s
bexpectat1on may not ex1st or 1s of 11tt]e concern to the parents wh11e
one can argue about the‘"r1ghtness" of a perm1ss1ve soc1ety, cons1dera—."

t1on must be g1ven to ”ru]es" of conduct in. both norma] fam11y sett1ngs

Y

and 1n schoo]s

B -
\ .

: 't;;v- To the extent goa]s ref]ect c11ent needs not JUSt schoo] needs,

+

behav1or change programs‘are more 11ke1y to meet the expectat1ons of

the 1aw and profess1ona1 eth1cs as: they re]ate to c11ent r1ghts v Nhere’“ -
5 g: chf]dren are concerned, 1t 1s adu]t author1ty wh1ch demands change and

. then expects a profess1ona1 to des1gn programs to ach1eve that change

It 1s known that c]1ents are more amenab]e to change when 1t i§ the1r

own des1re to change (P1etrofesa, Bernste1n,am1nor & Stanford 1980

Redd Porterf1e]d &)ﬁndersen,_]979 Shertzer & Stone, 1976 O Connor :

"-‘?lrquonaldson 1975) When suggest1ons for change come: from schoo]

o



. e‘author1ty 1t is essent1a] to d1scuss thesa expe tat1ons w1th the c11ent L
rather than s1mp1y demand obed1ence Thouth]eg lly, th1s sort of v

‘d1scuss1on may or- may not be b1nd1ng, it dues ref ect sound therapeut1c

. 1 1
pract1ce R

”

Basis of Goal Se]ectwon A ~vi5fiz

‘5conta1ned 1n th1s sect1on

bpub11c1ty so that most peop]e are aware of the term The method appears

| to be very s1mp1e and produce mag1ca1 resu]ts In actua]1ty there are

L»‘untra1ned persons have used the techn1que w1th d1sastrous resu]ts

vfmay be restr1cted ) both 1ong term and short term. goa]s se]ected shou]dvu

-

Goa] select1on has been a po1nt of cuntent1on between behav1or1sts

¥

'tand the pub11c Th1s 1s why part1cu1ar reference to behav1ora11sm 1s

G -

_g Behav1or mod1f1cat1on has been popu]ar1zed and rece1ved enough

v —— Al e

‘many subt]et1es and d1ff1cu1t concepts 1nv01ved w1th results be1ng 1ess
'f certa1n than clawmed by some more enthus1ast1c proponents (Redd Porter-'

5f1e1d & Andersen, 1979) Because of 1ts re]at1ve1y s1mp1e appearance,v

Behav1or mod1f1cat1on takes t1me and patwence The t1me avallable

be rea11st1c

Mart1n (]975) prov1des ten steps in progress toward a goa] ftrst

"the 1nst1tut1ons,must have goa]s Second those goa1s must be concrete

Th1rd goals must be v1s1b1e.v Fourth, each goa1 must be ob3ect1ve]y
stated F1fth each goa] must be d1v1ded 1nto a sequence of tasks

S1xth there must be a model for the successfu] comp]et1on of each task.
Seventh as | performance bengs, 1t must be shaped E1ghth there must
be rellab1e report1hg so that feedback can occur N1nth dec1s1ons must'

be based on performance JIenth, spec1f1c resu]ts must be commun1cated ,

L
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. to outs1de part1es in ob3ect1ve, 1nte111g1b1e terms (p ' 99- 100)d' Though :

the term 1nst1tut1on is used 1n th1s 1nstance these steps wou]d app]y
. L * .

! .
[ o
! .

in a schoo1 sett1ng )
Intervent1on strategqes should be planned w1th care. after a

; deta11ed behav1or assessment Expectat1ons of too much too soon 1nd1cate

‘_; _a 1ack of understand1ng of the pr1nc1p1es of e1ther the c]ass1ca1 or. 1nstru— '

co menta] cond1t1on1ng that under11es a]] behav1ora1 mod1f1cat1on programs

The counse]]or as employee and hea]er is often confronted by the

K spectre of serv1ng two masters with d1vergent goa1s ‘ Uh11e 1dea11y,

th1s shou1d not be the case, the rea11ty 1s that goa]s of the/school and
student often vary s1gn1f1cant]y Where poss1b]e, the goa1s of the _
) schoo1 should be rev1ewed in ]1ght of student needs so that. the d1fferencesjy@
"_*can be minimized. Th1s wou1d a]so he]p staff behave more effect1ve1y |
byhremOthg'persona1 conf11ct d11emmas Although t1me consumhng, |
f, wherever feas1b1e, it would be we]] to have c]1ents def1ne the1r goa]s -
oi.more comp]ete]y thad\at present (Mart1n,v1975) - This 1§ part1cu1ar1y L
"{'cruc1a1 in behayjor mod1f1 tion programs where c]ear]y stated goa]s

- are absol u'te,'ly" essential. .

' Cho1ce of Treatments

o Least Restr1ct1ve Alte/nat1ves

' Though deve]op1d§ in Canad1an Law the concept of the 1east

AR restr1ct1ve a1ternat1ve has been art1cu1ated and deve]oped more com-

hp]ete]y 1n the Un1tedetates Th1s is due ma1n1y~to the empha51s p]aced "
; on - due process S1mp1y stated the 1east restr1ct1ve a]ternat1ve .
'; requ1res that the treatment of" ch01ce must be one wh1ch w1]1 cause the

ff]east 1nfr1ngement on the 1nd1v1dua1 s r1ghts and offer a su1tab1e chance

- . B Lo s N N - b . .
. . S - [ o B
. PR - A . et . S ' . \ )
:
\
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.for cure or 1mprovement espec1a11y in cases Where comp]ete rem1ss1on\
'-1s 1mposs1b]e (Budd & Baer 1976 Sheldon v Tucker, 1960) For examp]e,tv
~the most desirable cuurse of treatment wuu]d be one in wh1ch a student
" could funct1on tota]]y 1ns1de the regutar c]assroom A comion prob1em B
var1ses when a . counse]]or exper1ments with re]at1ve1y 1neffect1ve methods f,v
of treatment ‘and the client's cond1t1on cont1nues to deter1orate While

- the treatment may be the 1east restr1ct1ue, if it is 1neffect1ve 1t
| :-dcunfllcts w1th the r1ght to treatment and thus 1s not ‘an appropr1ate“
o _a]ternat1ve ;.. o - A o |
| - Time-out 1s a.recogn1zed beh or mod1f1cat1on techn1que (Drabman
; & Sp1t1an1k 1973), ;T1me -out is much 11ke the 1so1at1on of m1sbehav1ng
students used by;some:teachers (Budd & Baer, 1976) , tn hgth techn1ques

an enforced tfme‘for soifﬁude orlth1nk1ng Ts.prov1ded;hcfhehamount of'_,u a

’time.téﬁﬁsufo,b?’the'criﬁica1heiement and.it;fs'doUbthI‘uhether moreb"

than'a’few-minUtes"of.time—aut is actual]y therapeut1c (Schw1tzgebe1 v»db

& Schw1tzgebe1 1980)'s Exc usion - from the c]assroom for 1nord1nate]y
"flong per1ods of t1me cou]d _e cunstrued as’ a v1o]at1on of the doctr1ne
- of the ]éast restr1ct1ve a ternat1ve Where exc]us1on from the” c]assroom
for- long per1ods such as ‘the. trad1t1ona1 suspens1on or in: schoo] f‘

’suspéns1ons are 1nd1cated as- the treatment of cho1ce 1t seems very

'h,_prudent to have a we]] d cumented account of the alternat1ves that were L

J

‘attempted before the more. restr1ct1ve method was used (Schthzgebe]
' &-Schw1tzgebe1 1980) , The cho1ce among compet1ng a]ternat1ves shou]d

resu]t in the adopt1on of the procedure of 1east risk wh1ch w111 st1]1
r PR B

,_atta1n the goa] chosen

Bas1c Human R1ghts

Though usua11y not/app11cab1e 1n a regu]ar schoo] env1runment 1t
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,depr1ve the 1nd1v1dua1 of 1tems the 1nd1v1dua1 may be ent1t]ed to by

t

, vd1fferent purpose

o <10 .

is 1nstruct1ve to note that the counse]lor or other school staff cannot .

. Tright (Wyatt v St1ckney, 1972 Mora]es v -Turman, 1973) o \ ,‘f

Y
\

Experimenta1 Vérsus AcCepted Techniques

It is somet1mes d1ff1cu1t to determ1ne whether the strategy under- .

;cons1derat1on may be cons1dered accepted treatment or experwmenta]

in nature.‘ Lega11y~1mportant d1st1nct1ons between the two ‘are sometimes

f .fhard to define, but,'in genera],jacceptethechniques intlude a.broad R

range of approaches typ1ca1]y fo]]owed by the maJor1ty of competent S

'vpract1t1oners w1th exper1ence in th field. Nh11e des1r1ng to cure. the

A

prob]em exper1menta1 procedures are .less tr1ed and tested and the

,Jresu1t is not as c]ear]y pred1ctab]e- Some programs are des1gned to |
” gather data for research ‘and the focus tends to be more upon the techn1que .
:;than on. the subJect S needs : For these 1atter~s1tuat1ons 1t is c]ear' i

:that a h1gher 1eve1 of duty of care, due process,'and 1nformed consent v

s essent1a] Mart1n (1975) po1nts out,

-

~An exper1ment must have many more safe guards .' there must

‘be a c]ear exp]anat1on of the r1sks and poss1b1e benef1ts

| and there must be some pub11c good to be ga1ned from engag1ng

1

~in, the exper1ment (p 37) .','_‘ L ‘v--,

-This: is not near]y as true as in. the case of accepted pract1ce where 1t .

?can be demonstrated through the 11terature that the benef1t cons1stent1y

outwe1ghs any r1sks and/or that the r1sks 1nvo1ved are neg]1g1b1e 'It

s also 1mportant to remember that even accepted procedures may.be g

cons1dered exper1menta1 when they are be1ng emp]oyed for a new or i.:»

%



_.a_;treatment,(Mart1n, ]975 Rozovsky /1979) Competency is. s1tuat1on \\

11

Client. Ghoice (Informed-Consent)

°
()

Competency;-voluntarfness and knowledgé are'the‘three'criterion

"that‘must be met‘to‘constitute informed consent. Specia]=difficutt1es

arise when dea11ng With people under'the ‘age of consent. |

Amer1cgn and Canadian courts have dea]t w1th the prob]em of

' 1nformed consent,i The maJor1ty of cases are. med1ca1 in nature w1th a
Canadian-case,iKenny v Lockwood, 1932 be1ng the cornerstone of th1s

‘ doctrtne in Both c0untr1esl\ The. most recent Canad1an case | Re1b1 v

v'Hughes, ]980 has placed the respons1b1]1ty of ”know thy pat1ent" on .

the phys1c1an | This pr1nC1p1e wou]d also appear to apply” to. psycho]o-r

g1sts since 1t has been assumed that a med1ca] standard also app11es
~ to psycho]og1sts (Eber1e1n ﬂ980) .’ 4 ' ﬂ _
| ' ' Wyatt v St1ckney, ]972, and Kaimowitz v Department of Menta] Qea]th
Civil, 1973 are cases dea11ng w1th 1nvo1untar1]y conf1ned 1nd1v1dua]s
“These ‘cases . d1d estab11sh ‘the precedents that 1nvo1untary c11ents had
the same. r1ghts of know]edge and vo]untar1ness as vo]untary subJects

. The general v1ew of the courts has been that competency 1s_assumed___'.'
un]ess there is reason to dec1de otherw1se if a person‘is of sound -
v m1nd and body there 1s no. reason to quest1on compegence Mart1n, ]975)
hJust be1ng conf1ned in a menta1 1nst1tut1on or a pr1son does not 1n and'
:of 1tse1f remove the’ r1ght of an 1nd1v1dua1 to make dec1s1ons regard1ng

spec1f1c and app11es even to children. M1nors have the r1ght to conseht

to the1r own med1ca] treatment in most prov1nces 1n Canada as long as

T

bthey are competent to make;that deC1s1on"1n a part1cu1ar'case. A
'15-year—o1d-gir1 may be“competent, forfexample, to consent®to having a

brokeny1egvset in an emergency situation, but not be‘competénthto consent.
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12

t0lan'abortion‘ 'Even‘though the consent of.ﬁ‘ch11d may not 1id,

o

it 15 st111 good therapeut1c prpct1ce to obta1n consent whenever ’ \

possible. The child shou]d be as aware as possible ‘as to what is /

§
A

\

happen1ng

\

The concept of vo]untar1ness raases'wmre difficult quest1pns
'Mart1n (1975) 1nd1cates that vo]untary consent is poss1b1e ina .
vo]untary therap1§f-c11ent«re]at1onsh1p ’ Other authors (Sto]z, 1979)
Ac1a1m ‘that a truly’ vo]untary sityation cannot occur because the client
is dea11ng w1th an "expert" making the re1at1onsh1p unequa1\\ ‘Consent

jcan be vo]untary, but s more difficult to estab]1sh when e]ements
.such as 1mp11ed coercion, restra1nt of movement and other 1nfr1nge-
“ments of c11ent r1ghts are 1nherent in the s1tuat1on The more the
- a7"";restra1nts imposed, the more essent1a] is a carefu] record of the

-_‘1nformedyconsent process. |
. In Merriken'v Cressman’t1973)\ psyChoTogica1ctests were administered:
; ”"1n order to pred1ct if students were potent1a1‘:rug abusers. The goa]b
“was: to estab11sh a preventat1ve program For. persona11ty test1ng, the

court found that 1nformed consent shou]d be comparab]e to. that obtalned

by. the. phys1c1an pr1or to perform1ng surgery and th1s consent was not

s a

proper1y obta1ned in this case. '  _‘h

_ Consent of ch11dren at_home or in 1nst1tut1ons, which 1nc1udes the .

\

’regular schoo] presents ‘more d1ff1cu1t prob]ems 1nc1ud1ng the poss1b1e

need for an advocate The Law Reform Comm1ss1on of Canada (1979)
. \

1nd1cates that the parent may usua]]y g1ve 1nformeo consent for thé

benef1t of the child with respect to therapy "Th1s is 'so because the \ -

/ \

.parent has -both a 1ega1 r1ght and duty to care for htf ch11d, 1n defau]t

of wh1ch the state under its parens patr1ae power may 1ntervene\through

B L o . K o . ) |
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\

it courts to order necessary treatment " (p. 71). There 15 nd
1egis]ationto_resd]veicdnflicts between parents and child (usually
When‘a parent'qonsents to therapy and the child does not). Pilpel
(1972) describes. recent trends in the commonqtaw as ref]ecting‘a change

ing view of the children. Courts now recognize chi]dren_as persons .-

. - rather than property. Thus, they have rights in many cases to consent

to or refuse treatment in ways similar to adu]ts l

Two conc]us1ons were reached by the Commlss1u with respect to
interventions on ch1]dren and. on menta] 1ncompetents Spec1a1 protec—'
tion shou]d be g1ven to 1nst1tuttdna11zed children with respect to

consent to medical wntervent1ons and,‘as w1th the mature‘m1nor rule,

- any child should have the right to object or veto which‘may be over-’

. L \

_ridden with Just1f1cat1on To the extent that mentaf incompetents

P consent, it shou]d be sought from them. In

cases where they are factually 1ncapab]e of consent1ng, the same rule

: are capab]e of g1v1n

'_shou1d apply as was suggested for younger children: and-1nst1tut1ona11zed

e

children. . -

.F _ C]ient Interests

In/erests of the c]1ent (student) are served w en “good" thera-
peut1c pract1ce7 are used by the counse]]or | When goa]s of therapy

‘are d1scu§sed w1th the student and the competenc1es of the student

are recogn1zed sound pract1ce is tak1ng p1ace Difficulties ar1se when -

“a conflict between ‘the needs of the 1nd1v1dua1 and the needs of the

schoo] ar1se | Counse]11ng programs may be des194ed to meet the needs

b

“\» of the schoo] rather than the needs of the students This has happened o

in some psych1atr1c hospitals (Wyatt v St1ckney, 1972) and pena]
sett1ngs QInmate of the Boys' Tra1n1ng Schoo] v, Affleck, 1972) This

T

Wt
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potential for abuse exists within the school setting. The school

exists to serve students, not other ends.

y
- Groups

School counsellors and other helping persons have used groups-
wit arjing dedrees of success. There are many benéficia] aspects to
gr up therapies. The potentié1'for abuse also exists. Groups can be
‘used in order to deal with large numbers of students when individua] -
work may be indicated, which cbnstitutes an abuse of groups.

In a group there is a degree of efficiency of counsellor/client .
contact that cannot be gained in the one—tb-One counselling situation.
Unfortunately, this attrdctién has led to‘groups that are designéd
not with_the client's goais in mind, but rather with maintendance of
the institution as the primary motive. The rat%ena]e'behind groupé
encompasses more than the counsellor/client ratio.

.There are essenfially three types of group situations, all of
which héy be (debending on the institutional circumsténces) app1icab1e
Wheq)workfng With chi18ren‘in Mberta. (a) Group guidance is essentially
dgve]opmenta]cin‘hature and is similar to many classrqom situations,
(e.g. guidahce classes or Magic Circle). (b) Gfoup'counse11ing is
more.rémedia1 and has a prob]em-soJVing drientatiqn for its mémbers.

(c) Group psychotherapy is cqnéerned withlmbre serious individual problems
~and is a DAtEnt'form of psychoibgical intervention reduiring extensive |
training for'the 1eaders and‘carefuT $e1ection of participanté. S}nce
*fhé dgoals of each ofithese types of grbﬁps'are different, the member-
.gpip‘of thexgkoup Wi]} contain‘pefsons with differing'therapeUtic needs.

t\ié important that.the fype'of‘gfoup be specified and members chosen
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Vaccordingjy | Group counse111ng and group psychotherapy are not a "the-
more the merrler process and factors such as vo]untar1ness, c41ent ;*
lread1ness, sex, age and prob]em type are . a]] 1mportant se]ect1ve cons1der-;yin‘
at1ons ‘ | | | i
| Corey and Corey (1977) summar1ze 1mportant factors in the use and
’ abuse of groups wh1ch can be app11ed to groups in 1nst1tut1ona1 sett1ngs

=

Advantages 1nc]ude se]f—exp]orat1on and 1earn1ng by part1c1pants,v'

: SUpport for behav1or change, greater feed back and factors that fac111—']f”
tate persona] growth : L1m1tat1ons 1nc1ude the use of groups to;tf.*'
!:“ vent11ate persona] m1ser1es" the fa11ure to recogn1ze that groups are
= not for everyone and are: not a‘“cure a]]" the pressure for group |
" conform1ty, and the fact that some part1c1pants see “the groups as the ,?-thpho:;

goa] 1tse1f\rathep than on]y a means to reach the goa]

2}, F1na11y\ there are r1sks 1n part1c1pat1ng wh1ch ca]] for 1nformed

>ac%nsent (see C]1ent Cho1ce) before be1ng p]aced 1n a group ‘ Peop]e
:°Lu5become vu]nerab]e 1n a group and fo]]ow up resources are essent1a1
T espec1a]]y 1n-out-pat1ent-setttngs Se]f d1sclosure can be m1sused by
- rrgroup members and r1ght to pr1vacy v1o]ated Conf1dent1a11ty 1s not .
‘f_assured;. Leaders or: members may “gang up or scapegoat" a member
Adequate ]eadersh1p 1s often 1ack1ng s1nce dea]1ng w1th a number of
1nd1v1dua]s at one t1me requ1res d1fferent skbils and techn1ques than
a. one to one counse]}1ng s1tuat1on Group part1c1pat1on may 1ead to
a maJor upset or change 1n values and 11fe sty]e which can prec1p1tate E
;ﬁ a personal cr1s1s ‘ | | G _ | ‘ b_ ‘»
o In summary, a gnoup may be benef1c1a1 to c11ents but a str1ngent e

se]ect1on process w1th we11 def1ned goa]s, competent 1eadersh1p and

"4“."




'cTear process or1entat1on are’ necessary before group programs shoqu
. . . Y .

,'be 1nst1tuted

Adequacy of Treatment .' . [
B , ‘ ‘ .
Is the treatment adequate? In order to determ1ne 1f progress 1s' :

yf'being~made doe the counseTTor use forma] assessment measures before,”

’»’ﬁ‘d“r1ng and after treatment? The quest1on of how the cT1ent is. made

.'j,‘reTat1onsh1p However psycho]h

Ty
‘aware. of progress aTso must be cons1dered The treatment may be pro-

/

'ﬂceed1ng as pTanned yet the c11ent may not be aware. of th1s progress

f’

It 1s a reasbnab]e therapeut1c propos1t1on to have some assessed
;f’start1ng po1nt so that progress can “be measured The c11ent shoqu aTs

‘T vbe made aware of progress
! RS T . ;
e BT T e ‘ B
F:r’5;:f 'r{ B Conf1dent1a114y e

T.'

Canada,.un11ke most Amer1can Jur1sd1ct1ons, does not 1nc“ude the Qi

} _/A . ‘ §{§; ‘\._._:' '

iipsycholog1st cT1ent reTat1onsh1p 1n the category of spec1a] reWat1onsh1ps; _."

1;ent1t1ed to pr1v1Teged commun1cat1on For many years Canad1an\courts A
‘tfﬁusuaTTy have restr1cted the pr1v11ege to soT1c1tor cT1ent and Ausband— -
‘:Tw1fe reTat1onsh1ps (Eber1e1n, 1977 McLachT1n 1977 P1card 19 7)
jIn STavutych v Baker (1975) the Supreme Court of Canada approved the
‘pr1nc1p1es Ta1d down by W1gmore wh1ch suggest that when the commun1ty
iygpromotes a reTat1onsh1p 1n wh1ch ma1nta1n1ng conf1dence d; essent1a1 and t;'
VTT_that conf1dence has been prom1sed the court shou]d dec1de on & case 1'

by case bas1s 1f the need for fuTT d1scTosure 1n court 1s more or Tess o

:731mportant than the damage wh1ch woqu occur to that conf1dent1a1

sts have not aTways been abTe to c1a1m R

5pr1v11ege on behan of the1r if1ents under this concept (BeTmont_v; e

: aT1forn1a State PersonneT Board T979) V{s"»*”



el

Lo (and thewr fam111es) and the profess1ona1 employees of the schoo]

& Sherrer 1972 P 228)

B

The r#ght of a ch1]d and/or the parents\ 0.2 conf1dent1a1 commun1— o

”cat1on w1th paraprofess1ona1$ is more fuzzy, a]though recent 1eg1slat1on o
:f1n the Un1ted States sets out severa] areas of pr1vacy in the f1e]d of
{:educat1on and educat1ona1 records (Eber1e1n & Sw1nde1hurst 1979)

haSherrer‘and Sherrar (1972) d1scuss the r1ght of a student to pr1vacy,

:’conf1dent1a11ty and the need for consent to certa1n act1v1t1es A They

o T

fffc1te the case of B1a1r v Un1on Free Schoo] D1str1ct (1971) where a f

T vc1v11 act1on was‘brought aga1nst a schoo] d1str1ct for the 1nvas1on xk’t‘t‘

a ;

sfof pr1vacy and the 1ntent1ona1 or neg]zgent 1nf11ct1on of emot1ona1

d1stress The court he]d that a]though the re]at1onsh1p between students e

|

.'”x”eex1sts, 1t probab]y does not const1tute a f]duc1ary re]at1onsh1p, ;it';”‘fb

":§f1s certa1n1y a spec1a1 or conf1dent1a1 ¥ 1at1onsh1p

In order for the educat1ona1 process to funct1on 1n an effect1ve gf»\”f

"'~f‘manner 1t 1s patent1yvnecessary that the student and the student s
”~nf'fam1]y be free to conf1de n the profess1ona1 staff of the schoo] w1th T
7 the assurance that such conf1dence w11] be respected The act of

':2the schoo] or 1ts emp]oyees 1n d1vu1g1ng 1nformat1on g1ven to a schoo]

,“' . [N

’3,1n conf1dence, may we11 const1tute outrageous act1onab1e conduct (Sherrer

Sect10n 13 of the A]berta Ch11d Welfare Act R S A 1970 'C-45

"lﬂdeaIS w1th the 1ssue of conf1dent1a1 1nformat1on | A]though a. f1rst

v

i_pread1ng -of th1s sectaon wou]d 1nd1cate that 1t ex1sts to protect the
:fpr1vacy ‘of the. ch11d c]oser exam1nat1on revea]s that 1t 1s pr1mar11y

n’:wr1tten to protect the M1n1ster of Soc1aA Serv1ces and Commun1ty Hea]th _
' and department emp]oyees Nowhere does 1t recogn1ze the fact that E 5

‘u,pr1V11eged or conf1dent1a1 commun1cat1ons are the property of the c11ent’;-

e



R f“Records

B and not of the profess1onaTs 1nvo]ved The rioht'of chderen,‘their"

ﬂadvocates, or the1r parents 1n appropr1ate cases, to see case notes R

1.and f11es reTat1ng to state act1on -on the1r beha]f is abso]ute]y
essent1a1 to a proper recogn1t1on of the r1ghts of a ch11d This

'sectwon of the Act- has been severeTy cr1t1c1zed by peop]e work1ng w1th

s

*FVnon voTuntary ch11d cT1ents 1n ATberta as. 1nadequate (persona] conmun1—‘.-"~

"cat1on, Cavanaugh Comn1ss1on, Apr11 1981) RS

o . i EEN

WeTT kept records are 1n the best 1nterests of the c11ent the

. (, - \

fschoo] and the staff Comp]ete and accurate records promote effect1ve
fstreatment for the c11ent TegaTTy protect the profess1ona1 and the |

E schooT and are part of a sound professxonaT approach (APA Standards for

:’ud1sl1ke poorTy kept records and c1tes the Canad1an Counc11 on Hosp1ta1 '” »

_Accred1tat1on prov1s1on as foTTows _ f f ;f'“f"_1_: j?’éce

TMed1ca1 records are an 1mportant too] 1n the, pract1ce of
fytgmed1cﬁne They may serve as a bas1s for pTann1ng pat1ent
'“’v,]ucare, they prov1de a means of commun1cat1pn between the

“r'attend1ng phys1c1an and other phys1c1ans and W1th nurses and

fother profess1ona1 groups contr1but1ng to the pat1ent s care, o

f,‘ they furn1sh documentary ev1dence of the course of the g
'ﬁnpat1ent s 1W1ness, treatment and response to treatment

YV'TVery 1mportant1y 1n the accred1ted hosp1ta1 they serve as

"h.,the bas1c document for the med1ca1 staff's v1ew, study and .

v «

S i
: eva]uat1on of the med1ca1 care rendered to the pat1ent (p 278)

The qua11ty of records 1nd1cate the qua11ty of pat1ent care, and

L

AT Prov1s1on of PsychoTog1ca1 Serv1ces) P1card (1978) suggests that courts fcf N

-
{



o

fvaccord1ng to Rovasky (1979) poor records adverseLy,ajfect«thefsfaﬁ’ard
of: care rece1ved by patrents and students in a sch001 sett1ng Th1s '

*,

".standard appears to’ be app11cab]e to a schoo] s1tuat10n
o Each school system shou]d deve]op 1ts own spec1ftc standards for:"‘
: ,records depend1ng on the needs and purposes the schools are serv1ng |
‘tyrA schoo] dea]1ng w1th severe]y retarded ch11dren wou]d have records

Hiof a d1fferent nature than -an 1nst1tut1on dea11ng w1th ch11dren of

o norma] 1nte111gence Standards for record keep1ng cou]d genera]]y bel

rfndescr1bed in terms of adequacy and appropr1ateness Base]1ne data»

- .-

s essentlaj If records cannot be used to assess or aid 1n the assess-f_f’ﬂ"

vlliment of therapeut1c progress they are: 1nadequate Cont1nu1ng ther py
- a]so needs to be a1ded by records ‘ .
- f{ A ru]e of thumb for appropr1ateness can be‘phrased thus.b‘"Are o
the records of a profess1ona] nature, comp]ete and yet conta1n1ng no .
‘:[persona] 1nformat1on not re]evant to therapy?”f Informat1on 1nc1uded
l'nshould be needed and 1t must be accurate and current wh11e at the same
'fif t1me respect1ng the pr1vacy of the 1nd1v1dua1 | |
i Records become part1cu1ar1y 1mportant for a team approach and when o
 referra1s are made | Members of the team and the referra] agency are ‘
.:ddependent on these records : Incomp]ete and 1naccurate records resu]t e
”bp1n therapeut1c setbacks and m1stakes Because of the pr011ferat1on 1 .
'H'f"of ]ega] cases an: the Un1ted States and the1r poss1b1e pro1aferat1on

41n Canada, counse]]wng and other psycho]@g1ca1 case record keepwng

"”'.fW1]1 take onvgreater 1mportance in the future By k86p1ng COmp]ete :}::‘

'and accurate records, the professtona]s and the 1nst1tut1on w111 be
s fPrepared shoqu 1ega1 act1on be stdrted It const1tutes unprofess1ona1fu,“»?

i conduct not to do’ 5. .JK f .ff.fa_“'



vReferraTs’

AR
' >

:TjUse of Outs1de ConsuTtants and Referra]s -

ATT counseTTors and others 1n the he1p1ng profess1ons are ~?

-‘confronted by s1tuat1ons wh1ch are beyond the1r competenc1es or. outs1de

_the1r area of expert1se and exper1ence ConsuTtat1on and referraT

2 v

, to outs1de agencies or 1nd1v1duaTs 1s necessary and must be prov1ded by

N .

the Schoo] System ConsuTt1ng can be e1ther 1nterna1 or w1th an outs1de

resource when su1tabTe expert1se is not ava11ab1e w1th1n the system

N .

“Client contact is ma1nta1ned by the psychoTog1st or paraprofess1ona1 but

a- further source of - anaTys1s, 1nformat1on or rev1ew 1s prov1ded by the_ -

consuTtant Th1s 1s part1cuTarTy 1mportant 1n a s;tuat1on 1n wh1ch a

'Targe number of paraprofess1onals are emquyed Consu]tat1on 1n th1s

ﬁs1tuat1on woqu be an ongo1ng act1v1ty

¥ L S
0uts1de consuTtat1ons can be on a reguTar or "as " needed” ba51s, but .

1

i*_shoqu be read11y ava11ab1e for staff Inserv1ce and profess1ona1
”.deveTopment programs must 1ncTude contact w1th these resources for staff f,}:‘f
"fto be aware of what consu]tants and referraT agenc1es are ava1TabTe
-'5The staff shoqu refer when the‘cT1ent cannot be properTy accommodated
'T_T:or treated w1th1n the 1nst1tut1on The psychoTog1st for examp]e has
-Llan eth1caT obT1gat1on to see%ibeferraT or transfer 1n such a s1tuat1on, ,";4

'Amer1can PsychoTog1caT Assoc1at1on Eth1ca1 Code Pr1nc1p1e 6. Inst1tu-

|

'”hat1ona1 adm1n1strat1on must aTso cons1der the.best 1nterests of the cT1ent
L »tra1n1ng of staff and the1r eth1ca1 respons1b111t1es, TegaT ram1f1cat1ons,.

iand the ava1TabTe referra] of 1nd1v1duaTs and agenc1es

',c,'_,

Qua11f1cat1ons ."f v,}-i‘,l'-_~f\~ f :

CounseTTors 1n the A]berta SchooT system are requ1red to be cert1f1ed?>

| ‘t,“fas teachers and members of the ATberta Teacher Assoc1at1on ‘ They are

\, -v.’ .
| :



\ B ,_1 ‘.. e ‘ “_* | “.v B ', .l‘ L | o ],hh .'A 'Jélvh' ,
ih’hot requ1red at th1s t1me to have an& spec1a14tra1n1ng as.a counse]]or{b
‘ In the sense that most counse11ors in K1berta cannot qua]1fy as members '
of the. Psycho1og1ca1 Assoc1at1on of A1berta, they are pargprofess1ona1sf
They are governed by 1aws and eth1cs fﬁet affect the teach1ng ,
' profess1on Counse11ors as provtders of psycho]og1ca1 serv1ces,_

:ishould be aware of the 1ega] and eth1ca1 respons1b111t1es of the

prov1ders of such serv1ces S T d




' CHAPTER IIT

f’_Phoeedure-and Design}f

Purpose of the Study

The genera] purpose of the study was to exam1ne Tega] eth1ca1
'Vpract1ces.of schooT,counseTTors; Three_spec1f1c.goa]s were eons1dered.
vThese were to ' | A

s

1T; Determ1ne what counse]]ors cons1der to be 1deaT TegaT-

S eth1ca1 pract1ce

2._ Cons1der andlexam1ne what counse]]ors pract1ce on a\pract1ca1
“"3.'k TnVéstigate the’discrepaneies‘between the idea]-and‘prac-vh
't1ca1 in an attempt to estab11sh what factors may be s1gn1f1cant in :

pdeterm1n1ng the d1fferences between the'1dea1 and pract1ca1

Procedure'

“Distribution of questionnaire. ,Subjects Were m3iled a quesﬁonnaihe

[

. with»an:accompanying ]etter (Appendix A). ,Foun'Weeks later a- reminder

~ letter: was sent (Append1x A) One week after the reminder“, random )

S

fvdphone caTTs were used in an. attempt to increase sampTe s1ze and deter-

'm1ne some reasons for non- return of the quest1onna1res
: L]

The quest1onna1re SubJects were asked to compTete the 20 1tem

"quest1onna1re tw1ce, once from an 1dea1 perspect1ve and once from the'

: _pract1ca1 v1ewpo1nt The samp]e was d1§ﬁded in. han S0 that one han

-answered the 1dea1 perspect1ve f1rst (I P) and the other han answered

ll.from the pract1cé] perspect1ve (P I)-fTrst SubJects were aTso‘asked

to answer a br1ef ‘ten questlon form of b1ograph1ca] deta1ls (Append1x B).

N '—22— : . "' (.’ = ‘ - .,0,
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Development of the survey. An existing checklist was modified

(Assoc1at1on for the Advancement of Behav1or Therapy, Eth1ca1 Issues
for Hyman Serv1ees, 1977 t0‘prov1de a measurement tool. TwentyY

‘ questfons were developed thh“a one‘td nine rating scale used, with a
- rat1ng of one mean1ng never and a rating of nine meanﬁng a1ways | The

fo110w1ng f1gure is a samp]e quest1on for the readen

CFIGURE 1+ . .

‘Sample Question

A Goals of'Treatment

i

1 To what extent are .the goa]s of L e C
: treatment wr1tten7 ‘ o 1.2 3456 7.89°

The heavy behav1ora1 emphas1s of . the qu)st1onna1re was mod1f1ed

C 23

“. by de]et1on of spec1f1c behav1ora] terms WUrdlng was a]sd,changed in

order to fac111tate the . one to n1ne rat1ng system The questionnaire.

W

ma1nta1ned a c11n1ca1 treatment emphas1s

Lo Thesame
A The samp]e was made up of all: e]ementary and Jun1or hlgh schoo]

- .counsellors in the Edmonton Pub11c and Edmonton Catho11c systems

(fuld and part-t1me) L1sts of all counse]]ors were . obta1ned from the

‘D1rectors of Pup1] Personne] of the respe we school systems ngh v
o ,schoo] counse]]ors were . then de]eted from t it ]1st.‘ Inc]u%c 't_
sion on ‘the ma111ng-11st as, an element: : X :égh school | %‘.
-‘cdunse1lor was. cons1dered to, be the oni, aEnt A critéribn.for ‘
"1nc1us1on in-the samp]e B »"f s S .’;’ L | N
E C11ente1e of the Samp]e' ._,'T,' - f','

| Counse]]ors from the e]ementary and Jun1or h1gh schoo] 1evels were’



24

- chosen for the purposes of this study because it'can be‘argued that,

_due to TegaT and societal attitudes, students'at these two TeveTs are.

an invoTuntary pooulation This argument does not hold up as well _'

- at the h1gh school Tevel. The‘concept°of VOTuntariness;,as deomonstrated

9

by the T1terature rev1eW'has been a part1cu1ar1y d1ff1cu1t TegaT and

fe_ph1Tosoph1caT quest10n It woqu seem . feaswae that in the future

| voTuntar1ness and the eTementary/and Jun1or h1gh level student will

'become an 1ssue

Limttations to the Study

The quest1onna1re appears to have vaT1d1ty 1nsofar as the ques—

'~t1ons are d1rectTy,reTated to some of the cruc1aT 1ssues in counseTT1ng

Quest1onna1re ReT1ab1T1ty is d1ff1cu1t to estab11sh The Tow

‘ return rate woqu contr1bute to. T1m1t1ng re11ab111ty (MouTey, 1978

3f:p; 196). Th1s probTem woqu not negate ‘the 1nstrument as an expToratory

: -tool and a dev1ce that coqu be further deveToped and! used to exam1ne

- TegaT and eth1ca1 1ssues

P

. MouTey (1978) aTso states that the . maJor effort of the author of '

]

a quest1onna1re may well be spent on estab11sh1ng vaT1d1ty rather than“

kobe1ng overTy concerned about re11ab111ty

| .
The Tow return rate may 1nd1cate that counseTTors do not cons1der
b

lthe quest1ons reTevant Three other,factors mayghave~also_contrjbuted

'fﬂhto the Tow. return rate IR .

: 1. T1m1ng of the quest1onna1res (May) at a t1me of heavy
teacher work Toads e S v'.'7 o o
“,>2 Negat1ve press coverage when the’quest1onna1re was d1str1buted
3. CounseTTors are 1nnundated with quest1onna1res and have s1mp1y

./_
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v stopped be1ng part1c1pants in- th1s type of study

| Due to the very w1de range of dut1es and ro]es of the school
counse]]or, the word1ng and content of some quest1ons would’ not be
~part1cu1ar1y appropr1ate to a]] s1tuat1ons Th1s shortcom1ng would
seem to be 1nherent 1n the type of quest1onna1re wh1ch as. th1s one |
ldoes,_dea1s with a w1de range of s1tuat1ons. The breadth of the areas,
‘tapped by. the questjonnairefcould;give“tndiCat1ons as to what areas
‘are.ih-ﬁeed'ef further research and discussion Greater depth of
~exammatwn in specific issue areas is needed in the. future.

Sources of Var1ab1]1ty w1th1n ‘the popu]at1on ex1st The'subjects ;
who returned the questwonna1re may 1ntroduce a b1as to study it'is'
:not known- exact]y how or if the returnees d1ffer from the non- returnees.
B1ograph1ca1 1nformat1on is. prov1ded 1n Chapter v forofuture reference;t
Random phone ca]]s a]so prov1ded 1nformat1on wh1ch alded 1n ‘the 1nter-
-pretat1on_and‘dnscuss1on-of results. The wide range of - ro]es covered
: by_counse11ors may cause.variabijity. It seems that ro]es 1mposed by,‘
:‘the'SChOOT boardh‘school administration,"teaChertexpectations withtnA
“part1cu1ar schoo]s, parenta] expectat1ons, student expectat1ons and
'the counsel]or s 1nd1v1dua1 perspect1ve may create qu1te d1fferent )

'ro1es among schoo]s and affect the,answer1ng of the quest1onna1re.

o Treatment of the Data

Ana]ysis of the data was conducted 1n»severa1'different methods in

order to meet the goa]s presented at the beginning of this chapter. A]I

‘b1ograph1ca1 deta11s that were returned by  the subJects wereﬂtabu1ated

+

~ﬂ1n order to. obta1n deta11ed descr1pt1on of the samp]e populat1on H1sto-~
grams were constructed in. order to graph1ca11y 111ustrate the means and H
'[,mean d1fferences that»occurred_over the twenty quest1onna1rew1tems,\ TWo‘

&

LR



groups of'twenty “t" tests were_conducted.' Twenty'"t"‘tests_were
tmp]emented in order to determine if any re]atdonships were apparent"
between ideal and pract1ca1 scores. "t" tests were a1so'run in order,."
to determ1ne if part1c1pants who answer in a pract1ca1 1dea1 order
-‘var1ed s1gn1f1cant1y from participants who answered 1n the 1dea1-

pract1ca1 order

1

Nu11 Hypotheses : '
| | The nu]] hypotheses generated for these tests were as fo]]ows

Hol There w111 be no d1f€erence between the ideal and -
“practical scores. f“ a »S\\ L |

| H02 There w111 be no d1fference between the 1dea1 pract1ca1

and pra2t1ca1 ideal groups D vu&[\\\" |

h1 square. In order to determ1ne if selected factors p]ayed a-
rolé in determ1n1ng d1fference scores, a non- parametr1c approach was

 used using ch1 squared w1th 2X2 tables. Due to the return ratee all

':hypotheses generated are not reported in the text The.interestedix\

;f reader w111 find these other resu]ts 1n-Append1x B. T

H03 There w111 be a zero corre1at1on between the school popu]at1on'
- b

l(s1ze) and the 1dea1 pract1ca1 d1fference n .

H04 There w111 ‘be a.zero correlatlon between the d1fference

>5cores and" the level of graduate tra1n1nq _
H05 There will ‘be a- zero corre]at1on between the d1fference

%scores and the number of hours of Tegal eth1ca1 tra1n1ng

-



CHAPTER 1V

Results

!

Descr1pt1on of the Samp]e

. One hundred and, f1fteen quest1onna1res were ma11ed and 51 returned
Five were ‘returned unanswered for var1ous reasons (see Chapter V).
'A frequency»COUnt.subpiies'the pertinent biograbhicalbintormation on
the 46 subjects Twenty-five ma1e§ and 21 ,females reSponded to'the
study. Thirty-one counse]]ors worked in e]ementary settings and 15
" worked in qUn1or high schools. Tab]e 1 shows, data d1rect1y re]ated to
nu]]Ahypotheses 3, 4 and 5. _Other‘b1ograph1ca1 infdérmation ubta1ned %
apbears in Appendix‘C.v | - |
H1stogram /

| The H1stogram was p]otted in order to. determ1ne group means and
A: mean - d1fferences for the twenty items. Table 2 shows the means for the
ideal and the pract1ca1 scoyes illustrate the d1fference that '!ﬁ |
OCCUrred between the ideal and pract1ca1 perspect1ves' For‘a more
deta1]ed summary of . reported means and standard dev1at1ons, see
'vAppend1x D and E. :H L ". - ;// n

!-Tests i M _ ‘

| Two types of t- tests were run. The first. set\of ZOft—tests was ”
1mp1emented to cons1der the d1fferences between the sub;ects ideal‘andﬁ"
Vvthe suBJects pract1ca1 answers. The null. hypothes1s assumed that no
s1gn1f1cant d1fference wou]d ex1st In all but two cases the difference |

' between the 1dea1 and pract1ca1 scores was s1gn1f1cant at the .05 1eve1_

therefore,_the~nu11 hypothes1s was -rejected for all but 1tems 9.and 16

- .gi\ . -'27_ ..



TABLE 1

Biographical Information Related to Null Hypothesis 3, 4, 5

School Size

N = 46

. Absolute

Frequency

700 -

0-99 .
100 - 199
200 - 299
300 - 399
400 - 499
500 - 599
600 - 699

- 799
900 - 999

1000+

NN DD W N

——

28

Level of'Graduéte Trainihg Dip]oma or None Masters or PhD No Response

Absaluté Frequency

31 .

13 : 2

" Hours of.Legalethica1,Traihing
. Absolute Frequency

0-4 5.
28

- 20+  No Respdnse '

7 1
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o FIGURE 2

B 5 \\ Graph Vers1on of Idea] andQPract1ca1 Means

‘ from the Lega] Eth1ca1 Quest1onna1re .
g ’,, B N T n T

m ..
A

-

PSRN

~¢: |
‘_5c3~"ff

2 T

13 5 79 11 13 15 17 19

QUESTIONS o
T an céséSFIdgaW'means~@ye.the,highergleyel'exceﬁtwfor.item~9-.f'

Jo
W

2 4, B B-10 12 14 16 18 20



30

TABLE 3

0

’v_Summary of Leve]s of S1gn1f1cance for H 1 and H 2 t[e‘::"'

HAL: ‘There w111 be a zero corre]at1on between 1dea1 and pract1ca1
9 scores. SO
HOZ:"There will be a zero corre]at1on between the 1dea1 pract1ca1 .
: -~ and pract1ca1“1dea] groups. BEREE Lo

RN

;Questtons*';';- R T L

A “Goals of Treatment , ' SIS R ST
1. To.what extent. are the goats of treatment wr1tten? SO L AR

,;__;,j.__.,.;.,___, _____ .___,___-,_____-___-__.,_____,.___..,, ____________ e e e o o e

'-ﬁZﬁ?_Are the - goa]s restated in- wr1t1ng to check the e
. clignt's understanding of “them?. o0

_-_-..____--,_-____,,______-________.._.._v-‘-‘........-.-__(,._.._......-.."__..._..'_____.._‘_..__—-—

agree to the goa]s stated7 * *
» '\"'""”"'“""""‘"""""""""‘"""‘."“"_'i""".'VV'"";\'.‘-""'"‘"‘"‘"""'""'""""'"""'"""""
"B Choice of Treatments = = "2 b o ‘
" 4, Does the counsellor review ‘the . pub]1shed }1terature o
' 'fbefore se]ect1ng the treatment of cho1ce? Lt ,m., * o
s Is the recommended treatment accepted pract1ce? * *

B Is the c]tent made aware of a]ternat1ves to the v:f';;tlfr"‘ﬂjw

'recommended treatment? i ;f,@-, P R D LK
:;7;e'If the trePtment or: procedure is pub11ca11y, 1ega1]y fv e A Iy
2. .or professionally controyerswa] 1s a profess1ona1 e e
'h,consu1tat1on obta1ned? Dl e i e K L
8. fHave 1ess controvers1a1 a]ternat1ves than the S
B g“recommehded treatment been constdered? 3» O I SR
QC/?C11ent Cho1ce Ly e :
- 9.-.To what_ extent are your c11ents forced 1nto
P counse111ng? B , R
10, Can the ch11d w1thdraw from counse111ng at w111? *
D ;C11ent Interests SR R : SR ,
e 7110 Have treatment p]ans been d1scussed with the ch11d to.,x L
oo et the extent that the. ch11d is ab1e to-do so7 TR
L o T e e e e e et e e e i - —————— - ;;;;________L _____
L I
- 12, .To what extent w111 a conf11ct between the school S
“.Anterests and c11ent 1nterests be reso1ved in the G P
'c11ent S 1nterest7 R T I S
e b e ../n o La -
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P 3: 5 TABLE 3 (Contlnued)
Summary of Leve]s of S1gn1f1cance for Hol and H02 ‘
| | Quest1ons- n. e Hol 'HOZ-
= E;~Adequacy : o ' co T
© 013, Are formal assessment measures taken before, dur1ng R
: and after treatment? . o : S VI . SR
14 To what extent is the c?1ent made o4 x
o Fﬁ Conf1dent1a11ty 4 . : :
. ~15. Has the-client: been told. who has access to the = el
' records? 'T;H_;__.L___. o o s ‘f,s:#gﬁ
LomfEmEemes rﬂ-—--f~--i-w=F‘#-%“---~*‘*-'?‘*---4‘?-rrs-;-?fF---rfaésfésf‘
vil6 Are records ava11ab1e on]y to author1zed persons?v‘“
ijReferrals 3 Cenhon S
s 170df treatment is unsuccessfu] 1s the c11ent referred o
to other therap1sts? v . Sk
7&e18 If the c11ent expresses d1ssat1sfact1on w1th the e T D
‘ therap1st is.a referra1 cons1dered? ST kT
j.:H;fQua11f1cat1ons B : L g ‘ ‘ IR
- 1.19 ‘Does the counse11or have for or academ1c tra1n1ng N
re]ated to the ch11d's problem? D RS IERE
o 20. Does the counse]]or have exper1ence treat1ng other e
“children with the same problem? . . e Lk
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| fbfor wh1ch no: s1gn1f1cant d1fference ex1sts The probab111ty on a
Hl;two ta11ed test for quest1on 9 was 650 and for quest1on 16 ;084u.“ ‘u" \f‘
b T tests were. a]so run on the d1fference scores between groubs j ’
:dll (1- P) and 2 (P I) 1n order to determ1ne 1f any d1fference ex1sted

ubetween the;two_groups; A s1gn1f1cant d1fference was apparent
b*_Ch1 Sguare ;,"‘H -
In order to meet expected frequency requ1rements, b1ograph1ca1

’1nformat1on was re- categor1zed (S1ege1 1956 p -43) NO s1gn1f1cance ,A':

ibetween d1fference scores and schoo1 s1ze, 1eve1 of graduate tra1n1ng

,and the number of hours of 1ega1-eth1ca1 tra1ﬁ1ng

1‘, Summary of Re2u1ts ‘

1 There 1s a 51gn1f1cant d1fference between what counse]]ors:. o

*¢~Q’perce1ve as 1dea1 and what they cons1der pract1ca1 1n most cases

2 Answer1ng order (I P 1dea1 or pract1ca1] or. P T [pract1ca1—ﬁudpv
mvddea1 ) d1d not appear to be a s1gn1f1cant factor 1n determ1n1ng the
1,d1fference scores. i tﬂ;; ¢f‘:dhifhfh'ev' /i ‘;;’-'hy':'i. | '

B ‘3. No s1gn1f1cant d1fference was found 1n the re]at1onsh1p between

: fschoo] popu]at1onrand d1fference scores graduate tra1n1ng and d1fferencet

= fscores and extent of 1ega1 eth1ca] tra1n1ng and d1fference scores

R
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*"nf'perspect1ves

’D1scu551on

/ survey wh1ch v1ewed 1ega1 eth1ca1 pract1ces from the pract1ca1 per-
:fvspect1ve was des1gned Respondents were asked to- answer the quest1ons i
'from both a. pract1ca1 and an 1dea1 perspect1ve. Th1s method a11owed'

’vdeterm1nat1on 6¥\what counse]]ors do 1n a pract1ca1 sett1ng and what

1they perce1ve as 1dea1 cond1t1ons Th1s method a]so a11owed ca]-lv"

-7pr0b1ng of spec1f1c»

CHAPTER V .
Discussﬁong Imp11cati0ns,’and Conclusions

t

In order to exaane 1ega1 and eth1ca1 pract1ces of counse]]ors a

cu]at1on of a d]fference score between the 1dea1 and the pract1ca1
- , L : B _

The qeust1onna1re that was- des1gned hadfa very w1de range of

'an’profess1ona1 cons1derat'ons conta1ned w1th1n 1t By opt1nq for breadth Q.i"" '

3 d1d not occur What was created Was - a.

',w"survey whach y1e]ded genera1 1nformat1on over a w1de range of 1ssues L

?

' .rather than spec1f1c 1nformat1on dea11ng in much greater depth w1th
- f}a more 11m1ted number of 1ssues A deta11ed prob1ng may have a]]owed
'7the researcher to make more spec1f1c conc1u51ons about certa1n 1ega1- :”,:'

’eth1ca1 1ssues However the broader approach that ‘was adopted per- j:>7?"

"v;’m1tted the researcher to cons1der the overa]] profess1ona} tone of

”V’fthe samp]e popu]at1on from a: 1ega1 eth1ca1 perspect1ve Th1s genera]

f.approach 1s best cons1dered an exploratory one as 11tt1e research 1n ",.:1”

':.th1s area has occurred

| ':fspecu1at1on as to what the counse]]or cons1ders to- be the 1dea1 method

The response to the 1dea1 perspect1ve of the quest1onna1re a11ows
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of practﬁcet. Thig perception of_the”ideai does not necessari1& coincide
’Q‘uith the views ot the courts and the genera1 pub]ic It s import-
ant, however, for the researcher to ga1n somé understand1ng of" what

the counse110r perce1ves as ideal. Exam1nat1on of ‘the 1dea1 score
T |

means demonstrates that the respondents are aware of current 1ega1- )

B

;eth1ca1 1ssues and are aware of standards that have deve1oped
The 11terature review. revealed what const1tutes sound 1ega1-’
e:eth1ca1 pract1ce 1n the areas exam1ned Goa]s of treatment shou]d
.: be chosen w1th consent of the c11ent and w1th act1ve c11ent part1—;‘ L
c1pat1on~- When treatments are chosen they shou]d be the 1east |
;restr1ct1ve or 1ntrus1ve a]ternat1ve and must at. a]] t1mes protect
) the bas1c human r1ghts of the c11ent To the extent that 1t s
':v_poss1b1e, g1ven the unequa1 nature of counse11or student re1at1onsh1ps,v:cr:
'the c11ent shou]d be g1ven cho1ce, and consent shou]d be 1nformed : )/;'th

-

»w1th ch11dren and others w1th 11m1ted capab111t1es, to the degree that

o '5the c11ent is capab]e, consent shou1d be as 1nformed as’ poss1b1e o 7‘_7

.
LA

'-The guard1an, parent‘or advocate of the ch11d shou]d certa1n1y be pgf""'

T

| we11 1nformed ,‘ | | |

: S1nce the schoo]s are for’students,'c11ent 1nterests must be _i«‘

foremost Th1s propos1t1on does not mean that a 1a1sez fa1re at- {"h h,

, mosphere must ex1st but that a’ schoo1 -and- schoo1 counse111ng ph11osophy :ct

shou]d ref]ect the 1nterests of the student wh11e a110w1ng the R |
vladequate funct1on1ng of the 1nst1tut1on There wou]d be 1nstances

‘dthwhen the r1ghts of 1nd1v1dua1s or sma11 groups wou]d y1e1d to the -
Hﬁgreater good Conf1dent1a]1ty must be- ma1nta1ned in order to protect

iﬂaf1nd1v1dua1 1ntegr1ty There w111, 1n th1s area however, a]ways

.be d11emmas wh1ch w111 have to be reso]ved on the mer1ts of the

o



‘ind1v1duaT-case Whenever the s1tuat1on be1ng deaTth w1th is beyond
. the exper1ence or knowTedge of the counseTTor, consuTtat1on or re~
Qferra] shoqu be cons1dered B B L S R a ) <

;o )
For the most part, subJects 1n th1s study were aware of what

const1tutes sound TegaT-eth1caT pract1ce Some T1m1tat1ons shoqu
be h1gh11ghted The subJect popuTat1on is test-wise (MouTey,'1978
p. 190), and the respondents may, be y1rtue of the1r 1nterest in the

: study,.be more aware of current TegaT—eth1caT 1ssues than the "average

7‘counseTTor

One respondent took except1on to the cT1ent 1nterest sect1on

' 'whc1h referred to 1nformed consent The respondent suggested that'

i th1s quest1on d1d not seem appropr1ate when deaT1ng w1th eTementary:;

15

age students Though the comment onTy appeared once, it does ra1seb 1;{1:5
_:-the poss1b1T1ty that a paterna11st1c att1tude may be present w1th1nh-'w
-;:our schooTs The 1ssue may be reTated to the whoTe area of students
ldand ch11dren s r1ght§ | Eant | . |

d. It dsa- quest1on of degree and 1s s1tuat1onaT Even a very . ‘
.y0ung ch1Td has the ab111ty to make cho1ces and dec1s1ons about R _1'7m5/{ o

'i,certa1n th1ngs‘ Other deC1s1ons must be made for the ch1Td It seems s

"',~appropr1ate for the schooT counsedTor to promote good dec1s1on mak1ng

“Esk1TTs at as earTy an age as poss1b1e because these sk1TTs w1TT prov1de

”the bas1s’for dec1s1on mak1ng strateg1es for the rest of the ch1Td'

;»T1fe o .

Another probTem became apparent SeVeraT respondents stated
‘uthat they d1d not g1ve “treatment o Th1s worker s v1ew 1s that when >
a counseTTor makes any.sort of an. 1ntervent1on, a treatment has occurred

,-whether it 1s a s1mpTe‘"gett1ng to know you" d1scusswon and 1nteTTectuaT -_'ai_
“'. - ’ . ’ :



vto move towards as good or 1deaT a pract1ce as - poss1bTe

36

1

assessment or a course of'therapy There may be a quest1on of degree
but treatment 1s be1ng adm1n1stered when 1ntervent1ons occur In.

order to c1rcumvent th1s d1ff1cuTty and\::t\to rest any argument that

f“ th15‘term.w1th‘1t s highly medﬁcaT conno tnons'shou]d not appear

* this researcher would opt for the term inte;;ention; By using-the -

/

: . ) o SN e
term,1ntervent1on/more_responses may have been solicited."

Y

. 'ReT1ab111ty S "; f. \f‘_cf' o a“t‘ \Va

g

The survey quest1onna1re used to- gather data in th1s study was

o not evaTuated as to reT1ab1T1ty and th1s represents a weakness wh1ch

shoqu be corrected 1n any rep11cat1on UnfortunateTy t1me cons1derat1ons

prevented proper pre-test1ng of the measur1ng 1nstrument It woqu

‘however, be reTat1veTy s1mp1e to estabT1sh test - retest reT1ab1T1ty
',Certa1n1y, sat1sfactory reT1ab1T1ty data woqu aTTow more conf1dence :

to be pTaced in the resuTts

PracticaTVQ'IdeaT Ditferehée"

In aTT except two 1tems (9 and 16) s1gn1f1cant d1fferences between
|

5the 1deaT and pract1caT were apparent : The rev1ew of the 11terature ‘

yj d1d not revea] stud1es wh1ch demonstrated the pract1caT ideal d1fference :
b'ﬂblshown here Th1s gap between what 1s pract1ca1 and what is perce1ved

.as 1deaT 1s a cause for concern Though the “perfect" practice ‘cannot }fd

"; be reached, in order to 1mprove profess1ona11y, theremust be an- attempt :

‘ The f1nd1ngs of the present study do not prov1de the researcher w1th

”_a bas1s on- wh1ch to make f1rm concTus1ons,as to reasons for the 1deaT-:

L

.pract1caT d1scrptancy, but one may specuTate 1n th1s regard The nature

.:,;ofatheyschooT‘1nst1tut1on may‘havebdeveToped in a.djrect1%n whjch will
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f Edmonton Public and Cath011c SchooT Systems are respons1b1e for anywhere .

;’T1m1t sound TegaT-eth1{:T pract1ce

37

'_not aTTow functTOning of a“TegaT-ethicaT_counseTTbr practice within
' the parameters of schooT pract1ces If this is the case it may be'

.ft1me for schooTs to re- examine ‘the goaTs they have set and the methods.

used to reach those goaTs It becomes a very difficult’ d1Temma for

counseTTors 1f the 1nst1tut1on they are serv1ng 1s not serving the ‘

c11ents to whom the counseTTor has an obT1gat1on of a very spec1a1 type

The b1ograph1ca111nformat1on reveaTed that counseTTors in the

kY

"from 200 to 1000 students ' Sheer numbers may be ‘a factor wh1ch woqu

Ko

There seems to- be some d1ff1cu1ty for counseTTors w1th the1r V"j

froTe expectat1ons | Comments on - quest1onna1res h1nted that there

| ; are very d1fferentro]es served by counseTTors w1th d1fferent expect--

~

B at1ons at d1fferent schooTs These roTes appear to have been estab11shed

by the school boards, adm1n1strat10n, teachers, counseTTors, parents,

'and students

. The sampTe chosen may have 1nt“uenced the magn1tude of the pract1caT—

/

'1dea1 d1fference wh1ch was shown b% the study S1nce the student .

1popu1at1on deaTt with was’ not: cons’i dered to be voTuntary, counseTTors :

may eprce1ve that what occurs w1th1n the schoo]s is vastTy d1fferent

than 1f they were deaT1ng w1th a popuTat1on that coqu be cons1dered

much, more voTuntary - S T

N

S1gn1f1cant d1fferences d1d not appear w1th 1tems 9 and 16

| ”fQuest1on 9: dea]s w1th the degree to wh1ch the cTe1nts are 1nvoTuntar1Ty
‘forced 1nto counseTT1ng IdeaTTy and pract1ca11y the maJor1ty of .
' respondents feTt that they d1d not force students 1nto counse111ng

f;/,iaga1nst the1r w1TT
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,Thebdtfficu1ty wjth this:proposjtton ts.that given legal and
traditiona1 Standards, inctudinQTthe Schoot Act""the elementary and
- Jun1or high schoo1 student can be cons1dered an 1nvo]untary c11ent
Because of the 1nvo]untary nature of schools and the f1duc1ary nature
5 ;of teacher and counse11or re]at1onsh1ps, free cho1ce\1s exc]uded or
hat 1east 11m1ted (DaV1son & Stuart 1975) The counse111ng and School -
is1tuat1on may. be extreme]y p]easant and usefu] for the student No
mattér how mot1vat1ng and unobtrus1ve,,the sch001 s1tuat1on 1mposes
a'11m1tat10n on cho1ce A completely’ vo]untary and freevs1tuat1on
wou]d probab]y not be part1cu1ar1y usefu] "What is needed is the

’rea112at1on of the 11m1tat1ons 1mposed by the 1nst1tut1on of th7

- ,schoo] system W1th this 1n mind 1t becomes the task of the sdhoo]

counse11or to a]]ow as much vo1untary act1on as poss1b1e w1th1n the
system ' : ‘

'Though a significant difference'did.not appear there was a wtde
| degree- of d1fference among respondents answers" Th1s 1s a perp]ex1ng
"prob1em and - 1s an’ area where more in depth 1nvest1gat1on wou]d be -
'1usefu1 Perhaps schoo] counse]lors may not be ‘aware of what voluntar1smb
actua]]y is and what cond1t1ons must be met. In order to exam1ne th1s
k quest1on 1n ‘more depth a more comprehens1ve approach shou]d be used

Quest1on 16 deals w1th conf1dent1a11ty and the quest10n as-to

what records are avan]abJe and to whom Counse]]ors appear to be aware
- of the need for conf1dent1a11ty Further 1nvest1gat1on in th1s area is.
st111 very 1mportant Are counse]]ors aware of the1r duty to d1sc1ose
.intormation (Eber1e1n,v1980)7 In the case of dTvorce of parents with :
vschoo1 ch11dren, for examp1e who has the rwght to conf1dent1a1 schoo1

| records? Th1s s1tuat1on is current]y be1ng cons1dered by .the: 1awyers
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for the“A1berta Schoo1 Trustees ASsociation (personal communication,

July, 1981) and a dec1s1on has not been reached. B |
Again there is a d1ff1cu1t& w1th the right of conf1dent1a11ty

How much should a counsellor disclose to colleagues work1ng with the

,chi]d\and school administratton, 'If_the information'c1ear1ybaffects‘n

_ the child's behavior in c1ass and the teacher can perform in a uay

to e111c1t more appropr1ate behaV1or it 1s reasonab]e to disclose

P

pert1nent 1nformat1on

i Answerring Order (Hégl‘ | U : . . f:" ‘ L

Exam1nat1on of the b1ograph1ca1 1nformat1on and mear’ d1fference
scores of a11 subJects does ndt revea1 any s1gn1f1cant trend that wou]d I
account for the s1gn1f1cant d1fference on f1ve quest1ons (3 5 6, 8 12,
"Append1x A) Because of the sma11 sample. s1ze, chance may have
p]ayed a. ro1e 1n “the resu]ts In order to estab11sh whether these
apparent dlfferences were tru1y s1gn1f1cant it wou]d be approprwate to )
us a larger samp1e At th1s po1nt, there 1s no apparent exp1anat1on for
the d1fferences that appeared, and this researcher 1s re1uctant to
'I,p1ace too much stress on these s1gn1f1cant d1fferences due to the ‘
v-weakness of the stat15t1ca1 tests that showed a marg1na1 s1gn1f1cant

djfference.

¥

Chi. Sguare

~No 1evels of s1gn1f1cance vere found when the chosen factors
Were tested Tt does seem, however that- further 1nvest1gat1on is @’
'needed in th1s area to determ1ne if the factors of schoo1 size, . 1eve1
of graduate tra1n1ng, and hours’ of 1ega1-eth1ca1 ‘training p]ay a part

' 1n determ1n1ng 1ega] and eth1ca1 pract1ces of counse]]ors
D
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The difficu1ty with a 1onger more comp]ete survey would probab]y
be a 1ower return rate. In order to exam1ne each area more comp]etelyb
geach area could be isolated and dea]t w1th in greater depth
FHConf1dent1a11ty, 1nformed consent and cho1ce of treatments appear as
three 1og1ca1 areas to examine because of their controversial- nature
Us1ng confidentiality as an example it would reasonab1e~to

'_deve1op a h1gh1y structured set of 1nterv1ews wh1chvvou1d conta1n
ﬂvispec1f1c 1ega1 eth1ca1 quest1ons, 1nterpretat1ons and questions-from
;wr1tten scenar1os, 1nterpretkt1ons and quest1ons from v1deo taped — - B

‘simulations and counsellor 1nterpretat1ons_of actual court cases.

a

.inmjications for Further'Research'/ _ ‘
"The'questionnaire that was'devised eXamined cUrrent.lega1-ethtCa1‘
questions;' The ekamination of these'questions was genera1 with*ho v
probing ot qUestionsrin depth.. Th1s borad base approach did not a]]ow_
,'for determ1n1ng the: depth of knowJedge/that a counse]]or had in the |

L

o var1ous legal eth1ca1 issue areas . o _f=.- v o *“"/? _},'
. / /\\
In order to ga1n .more depth of understand1ng,severa1 approaches

“could be used depend1ng upon the spec1f1c goa]s of the researCher W1th -

the genera] goa] of 1mprov1ng the 1ega1 eth1ca1 pract1ce of schoo]

counse]]ors this recent]y comp]eted study ‘can be v1ewed as a start1ng 1
P C

: po1nt or pre11m1nary survey A more comp]ete survey wh1ch wou]d

—

cover the same 1ssues ‘could be des1gned

Methods such’ as the survey cou]d a]so be emp]oyed to ga1n a greater ‘
understand1ng of what the 1nvo1ved non counse11or pub11c perce1ves to
be the 1ega1—eth1ca1 ro]e of the schoo] counse11or The groups that

‘shou1d be cons1dered are: parents teachers, adm1n1strators and lawyers.



profess1ona1s

_spec1f1c 1ssues that counse11ors must dea1 w1th on a da11y basis.

\\ . ) 41
It is f1ne for researchers to gather th1s 1nformat1on but they

must also desem1nate it in a way that will do the greatest good

Results of these stud1es_shou1d be made ava11ab1e to such’ groups as

*.school boards, teacher associations, special comnissions: (Cavanaugh

3

Commission)band Provincial Legis]atures Counse]lors should form V

_groups within the1r profess1on wh1ch would promote sound 1ega1—

" eth1ca1 practices. WOrkshops and seminars with legal eth1ca1 top1cs

shou]d be made ava11ab1e to teachers, counse11ors and re]ated .

/V‘ '. . BEEEN
A su1tab1e apprach to expand1ng th1s legal eth1ca1 awareness

wou]d be to- 1nc1ude a legal- eth1ca1 course at the undergraduate

_ and graduate 1eve1s "The undergraduate course wou]d be of a genera1.

teacher 1nterest approach and encompass the genera] 1ega1 eth1ca1

quest1ons confront1ng the teach1ng profess1on One topic area wou]d

" be awareness of the counse]lors 1ega1—eth1ca1 ob11gat1ons A graduate

Tevel course 1n Educat1ona] Psycho]ogy ‘wou'ld dea1 with the more L \

rConc1us1ons o T - ;‘ ,_;'“rﬁ’

This study reveé]ed that the samp]e of schoo1 counse]]ors had an

vwdea of the 1dea1 1ega1-eth1ta1 pract1ces that for the most part are .
fcongruent w1th current 1ega1-eth1ca1 th1nk1ng as presented by the

11terature reV1ew

The study d1d not revea1 to what depth th1s know]edge went. It

'_appears that most’ counse11ors had at 1east heard of  the areas of ‘concern

'covered by the survey

The study\d1d demonstrate that counsel]ors feeT there is a 1arge ‘

: Lgap between the1r 1dea1 and app11cat1on in pract1ce



42

Action must, be initiated in order to determine the reaSoﬁé for
this gap and then actua1 steps to diminisﬁ this“gaé must take place.
| Fu;ﬁher investigation is qgrtain1y‘cqlled fbr. Even though
statistiéa]usignifitance was nét'reached‘when hybqtheses were examined
usihg the chi ﬁguare méthod, areas such as school size %t111 merit

further investigation as to whether this is a factor in determining

'sbundflegalfethica1 practice. After greater knowledge of where

- counsellors stand in a legal-ethical sense this information must be

°*

acted upon in ways which have already been étated. _
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»fand twenty key legal-ethical questions You are asked to answer ~”f}-j

dthe questions twice, Once from an ideal perspective and once from _

: lobtainedsb The principal factors that will be- considered are age,, __“"
-,‘.seX, years of post-secondary training y'ears of counselling years of
‘75‘teaching and amount of time spent during training on 1egal—ethica1 ft,:;"

g;issues.;

' U:{from a legal and ethical perspective. This will allow reasonable

April 20, 1981

- Dear Colleague. EE e

11 Recent events in Alberta suggest that people in the

’helping professions need to re-assess legal and ethical practices.‘
Social workers, psychologists and counsellors have received h.
' criticism in such publicized media events as the situations"

'“quostrield and Peace River. ILess publicized court decisions in

Derta have shown that School Boards and the medical profession ~

“'ﬁ must also be aware of expectations of the legal system.-

It is with this in view that I am asking elementary and odtlbf

junior high cousellors within the Edmonton Public and Catholic b i

"fSchool Systems to answer the following questionaire.‘v"

You are asked to respond to sever?g?ﬁ&ographicaffouestions |

‘5h<vhat occurs in your school practise. A difference score can then be:,v;_h--

. ‘l

' As school counsellors we nmst take a look at our professioni

-

‘uell thOUght out change rather than panic when pressureﬁ by press

’L-reports and negative publicity._g'.f‘

It is with these thoughts in mind that I ask your co-

o operation in. completion of yet another survey.pd,f;:‘f

Thark you very much for your assistance.,l,‘

.'.) S o L



aiﬂas possible._

. »

»'Fill out autobiographical details as completely and accurately

48

Instructions w ' Please fetnm prior to"'m&Y‘.’}f, 1981

ThlS questionaire is made up of two identical sets of twenty

' _questlons .

‘Thls scale appears in complete fom at ~the top of each page

l . I u'I o o
E . g

T2 3L 56789

;ﬁ‘,‘,the first set of 'twent;'f plea‘sefclrcle 5w‘ha"b you ir'ohld consider o

t'he’i‘deal anSGei'. In the second set o.t‘ twenty please reSpond

"with the practical answer as done 1_n your school practice. -
_‘ : Please answer all questions as best you can. B

: 'Return in self-addressed stamped envelope before May 15, 1931

. ‘:gg.::,»-

 Thark you for your Help,  ©



} Other

ot

" AUTOBIOGRAPHICAL DETATLS

[N

Mee 20-29° 3039
‘*‘Seﬁ oM C F_‘

Undergraduete-Treining7y«

Degree

: : o - Cot
' Please circle appropriate answer

lo-Ly  s0-59  6os

;vBachelor of Arts
~ Bachelor of" Science

Bachelor of Education

*Graduate Training

'UniVersity :‘

Oﬁniversitonf'Klberte‘

“University of Alberta -
University of Alberta
Other S _

Degree i
”;Diploma

‘f,Masters of Education ’

PR \
‘Other Related Traiéing

77Years of Education Experience(

" School =~ [

49

' _‘._on h;,i 5 } 9 N 10 -41h11_'515*;“19 ’f,‘zo‘§>2u f .'25\£j29 ;_'



Te Iéars C'cunselling,

A In School , o
' Full time _

Part time

B Outside of the Education System

 Full time .

Part time ,

8. At what levels do you cmrrently spend most of your time

A

»Elementary
“Junior High
Senior High -

g ,.9' .Approximately how much time in your training was devoted to
J.egal and ethical issues" ' ' |

O hours
I
5 =9 *
- .10 -1 :
.15 - 20
20+

"10. Approximately how manv s‘budents are you responsible for ’
0-99. . 100-199 200 -'299 | 3oo - 399 hoo 199
500 599 6oo - 699 7oo =199 aoo < 899 900 - 999

If you wan'c a summary of the results frcm this study please

i indicate address below or: write a briei‘ note to nv return address. .

50



QUESTIONAIRE

i

‘Remember to write the ideal answer.

3

A Goals of Treatment

1

2 .

Tovwhat extent are the goals of
treatment written? o R

Are the goals restated in writing :

to.check the client's understanding_

of them?

'Does'the client, or the client'

representative agree to the goals
stated?

© B Ch01ce of Treatments ’

,b

Does the counsellor review the

published literature before select-

 ing the- treatment of choice°

Is the recommended treatment‘

~.accepted praotice?

Is the'client made’aware of ‘alter-
. natives to the recommended treat— '

ment? <
/

If the treatment or procedure is .
publically, legally or profesionally -

‘1controversial is fa professional
. consultation obtained?

i

Have 1ess:controversial alteréb
natives than the recommended

- ‘treatment been considered?

g
i 33 q %
b 3]
£ 8 & & 3
1 3L 56 7.8°9
1. 23 56 1789
1 3175 6? 7 8 9
T 235587839
T2 3L 35678735
T 2 3L 567859
T 735056787
72 3L 56789
T 235 5867859

51



C Client Choice |

9

10

‘To what extent are your clients

forced into couns elling?

Can the child nthd:aw from
counselling at mll"

D. C]_ie_nlt. Intefgsts\

1

T
' between the school interests and

Have treatment plans been dis-
cassed with the child to the
extent that the clu_ld is able to
do so" '

To what extent will a cohflict

cliet interests be resolved in

. the client's interest?

E Adequacy

13

Are formal assessment measures

‘taken before,. dur:fng and after

‘_ treatment?

. -

To what exbent is the client made
aware progress? T

P Ccm,f identiality

16

to the reccrds?

Are records available only to

) _author:.zed perscns? R

ally

- .zl Never

n

w| Occasion-

=

| Sametimes

—~ USUB.]J,V

!

Has the client been told who has access .

-1




G. Referrals
17

18

B
ks

If treatment is unsuccessful ,
is the client rei‘erred to other

e
A

t.herapists ?

If the client express'e_s'dis-.i
satisfaction with the therapist
is a referral. considered?

'H Qualifications

19

20

Does the counsellor have i"onﬁal

or academic training related
v,to the ch:le's problem? ' '

Does the counsellior have
experience treating other

.children with the same problem?

G

4 %é‘ 53
” T 9 B
: ¥ 3 9 &
= 8 & 8 d
1.2 3 4 5 6 7 .-9,‘
| /.
12 3 4 5 6 7 89
T2 3L 5 8 7 “9,
Tz 35 % &7 8 9
T Z3L 56785
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QUESTIONAIRE .

~ . v

" Remember to write the practical answer. -

A Goals of Treatment

1

(W)

" Does the cllent or the client'

o

;*5 what extent are the goals‘of

eatment ‘written?
\
1

Are the. goals restgted in writing

to check the cllen 's understanding -

of . them” K

representatlve agree to the goals

,‘stated?

~ B Choite of Treatments -
b.I

Does the counsellor review the
published literature before select-
ing the treatment‘of‘choice°'

'Is the recommended treatment _
“accepted practice’ :

. Is the client made aware of alter-
_natives to the recommended treat-
‘ment?

-IT the treatment or procedure is
publically, legally or profession-

© ally controversial is a professional

consultation obtained?

: Have less controversial alter-
‘natlves than ‘the recommended
. treatment been cansidered?

3

3

\/’

2 3L 567809

o
=Y

.

b

: 3

g L e B
| 3 v - Cor .
o g @ o g
s £ O & f
= o v, . B
T 2 3L .5 6 7 89
T 2 3 L 5 6 7 8 9
T2 5L 8 7 8
T2 3L 56 78 9
./’ |
T2 3L 587859
T2 3L 5678 9
T 2 3L S5 6789
2 3L 567809



f

w| Sometimes -
~ Usuaily

o| Always

Lo
T

>y
¢
-4
m
g
]
i
o o
°>, 3]
=z 8
"1 2 3
‘ ‘/ iyt
"C Client Choice . w
9 :To.what extent are your clients
forced into‘counselling? o 120 3 4
.10 Can the chlld withdraw from ‘ . :
A counselllng at will? 1 .2, 34
D Client Interests :
11 Have treatment plans been dls—
: cussed with the child to the
. extent that the - ch11d is able to
.do so? ‘ s 1.2 3 4
" 12 To what extent will ‘a conflict
' between the school interests and
- c¢lient interests be resolved in . )
the cllent s interest?" : ‘ 1 2 3 4

-

E Adequacy -
13 Are formal assessment measures.
taken before durlng and after

treatment’ L ‘ . o

- 14 To what extent is the cllent made

aware of progress? : : 1 2 3 -4

. F Confldentlallty/////i T )

15 Has the client ‘been told who has.

‘access to the records? ‘ | 1 2 3 4;5

16 Are f%cords-available_oﬁly~to,

authorized persons? , 1, 12 _,3: 4



v :

G Referrals

17

18

H Qualifications

19

20

H

o

If treatment is unsuccessful
is the client referred to other
therapists?

If the client expresses dis-

satisfaction with the therapist

is a referral considered? .

n

Does the counsellor have formal.
or academic training related to
the child's problem?

3

Does the counsellor have  ". '

- experience treating other
children with the same problem?

s ‘ 9 .

:

E
it
—
- w »
R g 8 ~
ord Ea) L) (]
S 0 s — )
[ ] o o)
s 5 F i F
= 8 7] =) <
1T 2 3 4 5 7 8 9
1 2 3 4 5 7 8 9
1 2 3 4 5 7 8 9
1 2 3 4 5 7 8 9
1 2 3 & 5 7.8 9




May 19, 1981

Dear Colleague. :ﬁf e i th-hfit —

Thls ‘is. a remlnder for you to return your questlonnalre
that you recelved on 1ega1 and ‘ethical issues in* counselllng
It qis: 1mportant that ‘we. have an\extremely hlgh return rate
-in order to obtaln a slgnlflcant sample.;;i._g\ t‘

Thank you agalnlfor your COroperatldn.i
..‘7 f‘. N . . } «‘,’.'.‘: K i .
Slncerely,
. Y

John Young, /o R
fCQunsetlot,“z/ 'f”,.}' SR TS
]GradUateUStudeﬁté R R BT A
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APPENDIX B @

' Further Nu11~protheses e

';There’w111 be a zero corre]at1on between d1fference scores .
“and the years of fu11 t1me counse111ng exper1ence

_ There w111 be no corre]at1on between d1fference scores an¢
.-~ age of the counse]]or ;

‘iThere w111 be a zero Cere1at1on between d1fference score5
' and the sex of the’ counse]]or : :



" Thare is no-significant, difference at .05

KR L

ot v
cwn A : ﬂ { TABLE 4

g |

topnd

Nu]] Hypothes1s HOG

"'Hb6 There w111 be a zero correﬂat1on between d1fference scores: -

&and the number of years of fu11 tlme c0unse111ng experwence’
\

‘ Subjects w1th 1 - 5 years of exper1ence were compared w1th :
-esubJects w1th 6 - 15 years of exper1ence o L
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TABLE 5

.Hb?};' There will be no corre]at1on between counse11or age and

d1fference scores

: v\ Subgects between 20 and 39 were c0mpared w1th the over- 39 group

o
,‘H—-'

.

Ly ), -

© N o Gl Ee W R

'”3‘*dt{ﬁhe

[ 'L‘A Nu11 Hypothes1s H07

11.0000

5492

Cs134 v
11,0000

23150 T
,;4858 -3

.oa55

1.0000 . -
L6916

8851 .

1.0000
";4124e&‘f
1.0000 .
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2
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1,00000 "
e

.05 Tevel



" TABLE 6

" Nu]]"HypothesiéﬂHO8'- |

L
L

o 'H08: : There will be no- corre1at1on between d1fference scores and
: " the sex. of the counse11or :

 ' Ma1e and fema]e groups were compared
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~ Supplemental Biographical -Information
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/ e .6t
 APPENDIX C

SupplementaT Biographical Information

“Bachelor  Bachelor Baeherr
: Undergraduate Degree .of Arts ~ of Science of Education ~ Other

Abso]uterFrequency 4 R ('4 | '.'; 33 . '5 _

- e . e R e o= S e e e e e S e m e A G R e S e S OB A S e Gm AR R e G G e W ot S TR e S A e e e W

 Years of . S ‘ R T '
Teach1qg,Ex9gr1ence 0-4 5-9 10-14 15-19 20 - 24 30 - 37

Abso]ute Frequency 5‘ 4 “ 18 - 9 o :“ 9 . ' 3 j ’_‘3

. e S e s e e G e M . T R e S S mm e R G e SR S A S g S W T S MR em e MR e D SN G mm s T G S T e G e e G e T G e TS R G R WD R me G e e G W

~ Years of Coun§e11ing P e - | A
- in_Schools Full Time ~ 1 -5 6 -"10 - 11 -'15 No Response

Absolute Frequency. * 16 . . 6 . .6 18

- e e e om0 e e om0 e e e i o o e e o o e e o Y = o $ o o = O e = o -t -

: Years of Counse111ng ' EENE , coe R
“in Schoo]s Part Time .~ 1 -2 o 3-17 . - No Requnse :

. Abso]ute Frequency   7 ',j*IS"v n -f ~1§ e "xb l;=5ji'rb' e

o s 8 e A o e e o e e g . o o o L A R e e e % A o o T e e e -

Years of Counse]11ng Fu]] T1me o o e e T
Not 1n Schools BRI O o 2 12 o No Responsei

S ABso]ute Frequency B ;} : ‘“}-.?1  e; efvl_ R f_‘.f“ 743f?3i;_

S e

No--Response-

“erars of Counse111ng Part T1me
' Not An: Schoo]s s :

P

>g?fﬁif
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© APPENDIX D~

i"Idéal.and Practical Means

“ for all Reggphdenfsf

Bas)



TABLE 7

Ideal and Praétical Means for A1l Respondents.

to the Questionnaire

Al

Item - ~Ideal Mean “Practical Mean -
1 7.478 3.978
2 7.087 3.543
3 '8.022 5.761
4 6.522 4,065
T5 7.652 . <.7.000
6 - 7.93 5.978
7 - 8.174 7.348
‘8 ~7.565 6.543
9 3.826. . 3.978
10 7.000 6.348
11 7.848 7.083. )
12 o 6.957 6.022
13 S 7.109 4,935
14 b 8.022 . - . -7.152°
15 0 7.761 Y 535
16 g.587 . . 8.217
17 - 8.283 7.217
18 8.196 '7.152
19 | 8.196 - . . 6.957
20 -~ 8.087 %ﬁw:‘k.a 7.087
;




" APPENDIX E

idea] and Phacfical Standard Deviation Scores-

for all Respondents

L

b




i
|
i

TABLE 8

Ideal and Practical Standard Deviation Scores

for all Questionnaire Respondents

1.349

G
~ o - " Practical
Item Ideal Standard Deviation Standard Deviation
1 1.670 1.891 -/
2 1.907 12.32%6
3 1,220 2.162
X 1.823 . 1.855
5 1.286 1.476
6 1.373 2.324
7 1,510 - 2110
8 L7708, 2.168
9 2.5 ©1.770
10 . 1.776 S 210
11 1.282 .1.490 7,
12 ©1.549 1.513
13 1.622 - 2.185
14 -~ 1.483 1.505
15 ' 1.369 2.655
16 979 1.444 °
17 S, 958 1.474
18 o Lo Co1.897
19 . | 1.003 1.858 |
20 1.029

" 68



APPENDIX F

Corrected Chi Square Difference Score -
o~ IR \

. for H03, H04, H05

_69-



Corrected Ch1 Sq_gre leferengg 5¢

. tm

o

TABLE 9

dﬁf;

0

..

W5

;
g
s

Corrected

* -

for HbB Hob, H05 e
H 3 Corrected  H/ Corrected
D1fference Ch1 Square . Difference Chi Square D1fference Chi $quare
0 . 10000 "1 10000 -
2 - .5553 2. - 1.000 |
F 3 - L1309 - 3 7460
4. - 5553 4 .1863
5 - . .5492 -5 .3163
6 - .3530 6 - . 4565
7 - .3530 7 .3334
'8 - .0591 8 1.0000
9 - L76779 9 - 1.0000
Dp- - 2310 Do 1426
A1 - 1.0000 11 .1585
12 - 1.0000 « 12 . -  .4576
13 - .5492 13 05421
14 - .7626 14 2233
15 -°1.0000 15 - .6950
16 - .5492 16 ".5543 -
17 - w3722 17 7860
18 - .3%30 . 18 - 1.0000
19 . - .237 7 19 .- .3915
Do - Dag - 1.0000

;.1379

20°

D

u:;ooxlcnm.bvw"ms-a

10
11
12
13

14
15

16
7,

18
19

20

»

 .2653

e el .

6178
.1489

6178

:0000

.1576
8867
.0000. .
.0000
.0000-
.0000
.1483°
.2860
.0000
.7894 -

©.8507

.2963 -
4867
.1337
6731
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