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Introduction: Attitudes and beliefs of social workers to-
wards poverty and social exclusion affect the way they
define the problem and their intervention methods to
reduce or eliminate it. The present study was designed
with the aim of translating, adapting, and standardizing
the Persian version of the poverty attitude questionnaire
among social workers and students in Iran and compar-
ing their attitudes in 2021.

Method: The methodology of this study was descriptive
and validation, which was conducted in 2021 with the
participation of 450 employed social workers and stu-
dents who were selected by the available sampling meth-
od. After obtaining permission from the designers of the
questionnaire, its translation was done in accordance
with the standard protocol of the World Health Organi-
zation (WHO). The T-test and one-way analysis of vari-
ance were utilized to compare the attitudes of students
and employed social workers.

Findings: Content validity indices were obtained for the
whole questionnaire CVR: 0.74 and S-CVI: 0.23. The
results of the exploratory and confirmatory factor analy-
ses extracted three factors: ‘stereotypes’, ‘individual ap-
proach’, and ‘structural approach’ from 15-items. Also,
the reliability of the instrument was obtained using
Cronbach’s alpha coefficient of 0.68 and intra-cluster
correlation of 0.75. There is a difference between the at-
titudes of employed social workers and students about
poverty. Employed social workers were more inclined to
social structure and stereotypes about poverty.
Discussion: The 15-items Persian version of the attitude
towards poverty in social workers had a relatively good
validity and reliability. The use of this tool in future stud-
ies on the population of social workers is recommended.

Keywords: Standardization, Cross-cultural adaptation,
Cultural adaptation, Attitudes toward poverty, Employed
social workers, Social work students
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Extended abstract

Introduction

Throughout history and across the globe, social workers have focused their efforts
on addressing issues of poverty and social deprivation. In practice, the majority
of social services clients are individuals living in poverty and suffering from the
consequences of economic problems (Weiss & Gal, 2007). The way social work-
ers perceive social problems significantly influences their understanding of these
issues and shapes their intervention strategies for addressing or resolving them
(Schwartz & Robinson, 1991). Attitudes are significant determinants of people’s
behaviors. Taking accountof the relationship between attitudes and behaviors is
essential, a wide range of attitudes to social issues have been studied (Cozzarelli
et al., 2001).

The first scale to measure the attitude towards poverty was developed by Patterson
in 1967 (Patterson & Hulton, 2012). Many other scales were designed and used to
measure the attitude towards poverty (Alston & Dean, 1972; Bullock, 1999, 2004;
Furnham, 1982; Furnham & Gunter, 1984; Grimm & Orten, 1973; MacDonald Jr,
1971; Reeser & Epstein, 1987); however, the most common of such scales was de-
veloped by Atherton (1993) with three dimensions of individual deficiency, labels
and structural approach, which were used in seven studies (Lavender-Bratcher
et al., 2017; Patterson & Hulton, 2012; Yun & Weaver, 2010). Over years, a few
researchers around the world have investigated the attitudes of practicing social
workers (Bullock, 1995; Hendrickson & Axelson, 1985; Reeser & Epstein, 1987,
Rehner et al., 1997) and social work students(Cryns, 1977; Grimm & Orten, 1973;
Macarov, 1977; Roff et al., 1984; Schwartz & Robinson, 1991; Sun, 2001; Weiss
& Gal, 2007; Weiss et al., 2002; Woodcock & Dixon, 2005) towards poverty. All
of these studies have examined four categories of factors: individual, psychologi-
cal, structural, and fateful. However, two factors are common across all these stud-
ies: the social structure, which a person has very little control over, and individual
factors, such as motivation and effort (Weiss & Gal, 2007).

The present study was designed to translate, adapt, and standardize the Persian
version of the questionnaire assessing the attitudes of practicing social workers
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and social work students toward poverty, as well as to compare their attitudes in
Iran in the year 1400. (March 21, 2021 — March 21, 2022).

Method

This research was of a methodological and validation type with a cross-sectional
descriptive design that was conducted on March 21, 2021 — March 21, 2022. The
statistical population included 450 students and practicing social workers who
participated in the study through convenience sampling.

Demographic information checklist and Atherton’s Attitudes Toward Poverty
Short Form (1993) were used to collect data. The translation and standardization
of the test according to the Iranian culture was carried out based on the Inter-
national Quality of Life Assessment or IQOLA standard agreement (27). In the
quantitative analysis of content validity, two indicators of CVR (content validity
ratio) and CVI (content validity index) were used.

Construct validity was established through exploratory factor analysis (EFA) con-
ducted on a sample of 221 individuals, followed by confirmatory factor analysis
(CFA) involving 229 participants. To evaluate the model fit, various indices were
employed, including chi-square statistics, degrees of freedom for the chi-square,
root mean square error of approximation (RMSEA), goodness of fit index (GFI),
normalized fit index (NFI) and comparative fit index (CFI). To assess reliability
using the test-retest method and the intra-cluster correlation coefficient (ICC), 17
participants completed the Persian version of the Attitudes to Poverty question-
naire on two separate occasions, spaced two weeks apart. The ICC test determined
the correlation between the scores obtained from the two surveys. Additionally,
internal consistency of the questionnaire was measured with Cronbach’s alpha for
both the overall instrument and individual items. Finally, by examining the ratio
of variance in observed variables to that in latent variables during confirmatory
factor analysis, the reliability of the instruments was determined. The finalized
version was prepared in electronic format and distributed to the target groups of
population.

Findings

The study involved One hundred ninety-four students enrolled in social work pro-
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grams and 256 professionals currently working as social workers. The average
age of the students was 24.93 years, with a standard deviation of 7.60 years. In
contrast, the practicing social workers had an average age of 38.98 years, with
a standard deviation of 8.10 years. Furthermore, the mean work experience for
social workers was recorded at 12.09 years, accompanied by a standard deviation
of 8.59 years.

The quantitative content validity’s questionnaire was evaluated using the content
validity ratio (CVR), which yielded a value of 0.74 for the entire instrument. Ad-
ditionally, the content validity index (CVI) based on the Waltz and Basel method
was calculated, resulting in an S-CVI of 0.23. The Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin (KMO)
test indicated sample adequacy with a value of 0.713, while Bartlett’s Test of
Sphericity was statistically significant (P = 0.001, df = 210).

In the exploratory factor analysis, three factors — ‘stereotypes’, ‘individual ap-
proach’, and ‘structural approach’— were extracted using the maximum likeli-
hood method with Promax rotation and a pebble diagram, three factors were iden-

EEENT34

tified: “stereotypes”, “individual approach”, and “structural approach”.

The specific values of these three factors were 3.19, 2.04, and 1.55, respectively.
These three factors explained a total of 32.13% of the total variance of the vari-
ances of the variables of attitude towards poverty. After performing the explor-
atory factor analysis, items No. 1, 4, 5, 6, 10, and 17 were removed from the
questionnaire. In the comparison of the means of the two groups, there was a little
statistically significant difference (p = 0.004, Cohen’s d (SMD): 0.272). The one-
way analysis of variance statistical test showed that the average attitude towards
poverty in the subscale of stereotypes and structural approach between the two
groups of practicing social workers and students had a statistically significant dif-
ference (p = 0.001). However, in the individual approach, there was no significant
difference in the averages (p = 0.172).

Discussion

In this study, various psychometric features of Iranian version of attitude towards
poverty were investigated. The obtained finding supported the appropriate and ac-
ceptable validity and reliability of the Persian adaptation of this questionnaire. In
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the current study, based on the reported indicators, the fit of the model was evalu-
ated to be relatively good, and the factor loadings, except item number eight, were
all above 0.30, which indicated the lowest standard amount of Loading factor.
Also, the results of the CFA (confirmatory factor analysis) of the items resulted in
a fairly accurate assessment derived from the overall indicators of the model’s ad-
equacy. Due to the lack of a study that validated the short form in a language other
than English, it was not possible to compare the results of the present study with
other studies. Tien (2021), who translated the scale into Vietnamese, did not report
the psychometric characteristics of the questionnaire in his study (Tien, 2021).

The findings of this present study showed that there is a difference between the
attitude of practicing social workers and social work students towards poverty.
Practicing social workers tend to favor stereotypes and structural approaches in
their perspectives on poverty. In a study conducted by Weiss and Gal (2007) on
examining the attitudes of professionals in social workers field regarding the De-
terminants of poverty, they concluded that social workers are More predisposed
than other professionals to relate the causes of poverty to the structures of society
(Weiss et al., 2002). In their study, Druzi¢ and Ljubotina (2007) concluded that so-
cial work students consider individual reasons to be less effective in poverty than
students of other disciplines, and their emphasis was on structural reasons and eco-
nomic poverty as factors affecting poverty (Druzi¢ Ljubotina & Ljubotina, 2007)

Ethical considerations

This research was approved and funded by the Mashhad University of Medi-
cal Sciences Ethics Committee on November 25, 2020 (code: IR.MUMS.
REC.1399.614). Before starting the study, we provided detailed information about
the research to both practicing social workers and social work students and ob-
tained their informed consent to participate. We assured all participants that their
data would be kept confidential.

Conflicts of interest

This article does not overlap with other published works of the authors.

YAY



. . . &
v j;/,e..,r/ Il 65 Y

Social Workers’ Attitude towards Poverty: ...

FINT

Cled s plas 5o 5 b Jsb 5o & L Slesdse plainl ey e 5 B
Ml el Sle) (gl > glgile sl Lilosls Lolatl 3w I, elax OS50
OLalidls 5 S OULd (V444 " liasl €Y Y T LL Y0 v g 0 ) ((slez| (5,850
St i g o 4 D 53 48 03 50 (S5 4y Comd ool O10S300 oS Lo S ST
5 ol VA gl Y Y F ) Wl i elar] fame ol SialS ps gy L
(VoY A 591444 0 S 9444 el

ol 53 elazl LS50 oS slazl Slodst Ol )lS 3 Slodes i ¢ Jas )3
S C3lye 5l 5 auS o S5 b 5 45 Lizes (93051 s 585w 6T L Ole
Bl o olazrl OIS0 glassl 5 5 S (Y 0oV A 5 o s) L oo s g3l
o b el sl T Al e sledin, 5 Al S0 51 LT i oS 050 5 olez|
V88 55l 5 Ol y) 3,18 o U S

S ey elanal 30l e 3 Aol Dl s s 51 (SO 5SS St 5 andllas
Sl 0l B 38 @ slanxl pge s (glos 2S5k w4 oalls slais wns 51555, 00
25 25 ol (00 e seie L 5 ol alle (Vo) LS 5 15 5S)
Wl ol 3l a8 s ledss oge (SlaotisS s L S5 oS ol gl il
S el

Floo s by o oS oles S 51 s b Gl 5 L3 S5 o Bl g g
adllaes s go dins po K2 1 Blons ol o o 3131555 5L 5 bl 5 dites olaz]

1. Hare 2. Butler 3. Assembly
4. Payne 5. Parsloe 6. Haynes and White
7. Gibelman 8. Craig 9. Weiss and Gal

10. Schwartz and Robinson 11. Cozzarelli

ARTA



q0 c/-/'o..«:" Ee rv‘/«wd/‘ b‘A/-Zf‘/T_}%‘ /> .f@;;f/c@/‘ J.M_A_/a/., - ;/(“L/‘; Lol 2s

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 24, Winter 2025, No 95

ool olw glas el 5 Ol cdaes ( Slaslr o 550 dsle) Lla S50
Sl daie Slemlide minls (Yron) (J1558) (Cote SLIBIE 5 plasl Sl
VAV 5 Oyt Jo 5 olide gl sl ol |l 1 b 35wl 3l 5 50 o
conde sles sl o 1y i w3l 5 S5 sl S b elde pl S
D) dm o G55 S 5 o ses IS 6353 (ool and (3l5 el
NV B8 i sl VAV 501 5 S By ulde ool (YT Q0 las
QAT Tl 0 8) @) 5 7 s o szl (658300 Jsl Lo (5 il
390 53 Al Sleas OB US 3l s 5l ilen s 5 (VAVY) s 5 Ol
S 8 Jlalse 5l UL a3 .S Sl ab s Ll sl LT o)
o glamdlas 53 (1AVY) WU 5K LOVAVY Fens 5 0pmdD) L3S Jlje ol 5,5 J S
4V Gl s B s b by ol B e S Lk (AL
5 (VAAY) TSy Lo 5 andllan 53 3 ol ) L(VAVY &1 o WL5sSe) 5
plesle) b 8 15 eslinuls s go a5 4 sl (2S5 G (sl (VAAE) Y 5 5 plgi
(VAL 5
b4 elarl OLSs0e 55 ey 4 sladlas 3 (VAAV) Mozl 5 55,
Sl g3 slal b ioms ha i sld o~k Gl SN elde 51 &S it
S @S Vo lis (VAAY sl 5 550) A eslital ay S (ST elaz]
Ao hols el ol s b B 4 2SS e gl OAAY) plg b L s

)lzjjs-ﬂvs:\}\jbju@a\)él adlae pl 5ol Slecdig w5 elerl (g3 )8

1. Patterson and Hulton 2. University of Tennessee 3. Grimm and Orten
4. Alston and Dean 5. MacDonald Jr 6. Wagstaff
7. Furnham and Gunter 8. Reeser and Epstein

ARV



. . . &
v j;/,e..,r/ Il 65 Y

Social Workers’ Attitude towards Poverty: ...

O3 eslinals s (V444) " SU andllas 3 wlide ol LOQAY (plgi)l8) L3 S oS L
SLls 5 48 TV Ll g3 53 55 (044Y) "0 5T alke (04440 v SUL) @ S
Sl 5 S5 55 5 L 5 (628 208 i e 5 iy T LB S 08 5 e S
05551 el a3 S 15 oslinaals ; go andllan V' 534S A op gl b 40 550 o (5 0
ISP PPRR WA R PRI PI COUIPIL | JURS VA R L S WL S L CY P BICOU
YV s s 0L Yo O 57 55, VA4V O 5 ° oy Y\ Y

A 55 oon A Olie 31 (g3sdme Slaad Ol o Wl b
DAAY &zl 5 555 A0 A0l 5 0SSk 1440 (SUL) Lels elaz]
‘O:,Umf AWV U 9) slal )8 O smeiils 5 (VAAY O 5
Ol 944 (O el s 5ol es VAL O 5 Tl AV MG I Ay
53 (Yoo M0 nos 5 SiSas VorY Wl 5 s YooV (JE 5 s Vor)
S a5 5 s mnyse e Jalse 5l e Hlem Ollas ful aaa s Llatls ;35 5 5
el a3 ele oo Ll Slacdgiw 5 (olla (o LA00y ) 63,8 Jalse Sl A Le
3,05 01 5 oS Sl J xS 3 a8 elansl Slele 5l le &5 ol S rie Slallas
(Yorv “jlfjuﬂ.u):fé =Y Ql)ﬁﬂjo)ﬁ.}\ H\;.}Laé:jé&:lf—t;)fi:)

el o b 5wy B SG reie gl o (N 0SB sl 05 5 01l o
SGl 4 a5 b Ll elasl 5 a5 )b @ 50 s e Slewlde piomens
Lgoen e 4 amalr 55 elerrl glgialow gl dlsle 5 OIS elexarl OS50

e 5 lairl lgmabn gl >l 5 sl 3 Ll e ol Wlis 5 baysl 5 35 s

1. Bullock 2. Atherton 3. Crumley

4. Lavender-Bratcher 5. Rehner 6. Reutter

7. Yun and Weaver 8. Hendrickson and Axelson 9. Reeser and Epstein
10. Cryns 11. Macarov 12. Roff

13. Sun 14. Woodcock and Dixon

YV



q0 c/-/,o..vf'r Ee r‘v'w‘/‘ b‘A/-Zé/T_;%< /> .Jﬁ@;;f/c@/‘ J.M_A_/al., — ;/(“L/;’ Lol 2s

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 24, Winter 2025, No 95

U ol andllos pl sl 3l 50 elonsl UK 2alS (6l oibin (sl 51 2l 5,1,18
Jels Lelenl OIS sse 3 S5 sl s oSSl e b a5 U caar 5 i

A b Vel s Ol s Ll 2S5 aglie 5 a5 4 somiils

&

w9
RIROWAVIPRC - S PY

23S Sl gl o s 2 b L lolrel 5 LA, g ) S s
503l S waliiny b Sl andlas ST I g A5 el VEr s slesls o 5
3315 elad 5 Sl Kan 3 U ollas O sa3T (g3ledsles 5 da 5t Jot] e 5§ somes
oz 5 Jol e Jold 45 235 2l MIQOLA) (S5 oS Hhalli (ool 2ok
ol ) s b SOl s aslie s 4 ) e 5 e 5 CodS i
0298 Foles 5 K )

@bl ansl
By G0 Caan 3 dili 5 slerl (S50 0L giils ol (g bl anel
Spl S o gl a s Ve Lo le Jou sl sl r)'U 4‘.)“'".’("?"'&")‘"
Lg;L:.p)MA:éJfJEJ):LgJ%;U Jole Jdos s Olgy Jule o slsl 4 &8 Ve slaws
CS i adllas 53 e mes 5 (SoSaises b4 00 goma)d WY 0L
Gl st 5SS Lie 5l ST cols 5l 3 Cole andllas 4 55,5 Jal 2 s S
g yied Ol gl s sleal&isls s el l8sde axd;y 5> fams Ob siils

Ls‘f} g.,.sj:.«g_‘ﬁu Jlzsl C,»:LBLJSMLS N L.’. .Lw.&ﬁ o‘J.oJA Lf"d;} g.,.’j«'.«il

1. International Quality of Life Assessment
2. Bullinger

ARTA



4 _elas=! Ol,05 R
v A elal OB 5K

Social Workers’ Attitude towards Poverty: ...

el s e 53 Jadl s Oole 555 Jlae slal (g5 el
@ g pwd andllas gl Oy 5o Ol 53 Jes e b dos gl 51 a5
)aqwcuﬂlyJLﬁ\%G\{;MSoKzMsgMﬁo\wdijf;@f:il

Sl s SlopUbl (as g 5lre sleas S

sl 597 I
LSS aelia i Slelbl Ced Sl baesls (5ol 81
S i a5 a8 B Sl elie ob S 0 8 aalllas l o S ool B
O CEH B O TSN PYPWCN I WIS P PR RIS GRCRCI P | g Y PR
SUUON ) Sas 5 0L Jaor s 6B S o3 idomi oo (T V) Tl b ;ﬁ,,j(v;{}/\)
(Rl 53 oS o jad Bl (Yo r gy 5 DL s 218 A IS LSy S ST
V=38l 50 WalS) 51 S o6 0 Cide bl plawg 8 ol Vo0 o Slus 5 YY) ulide
S gm0 50l (5ol b 5 b s 02l N (65108 s (0= il WelS

.debi‘jlﬁ;ﬂ\b}})u{b?&)y@u.; L s

S Bkl 5 e
pll sl L5 0 1y SOl ased e 5 DL sl o e 53 5l o s
5l o sgde 4 olST 5 oletnl JSoue Olar 20 51 (S oS (s e 5) il
s sl o, 5 clol 830 anss V.:.ALU 3l 6\&\5] au'jf@.a J,.<.3.: T
So3le OLJ &S Ad osliw B o s oo 2o Gl der s Al e 3 S lidanels

o= L (5lee) Glada 5 s 35S S 5 e Ll e 5 3 gy .ol b

1. Personal Deficiency
2. Stigma
3. Structural Perspective

ARR



q0 c/-/'o..«:" Ee rv‘/«wd/‘ b‘A/-Zf‘/T_}%‘ /> .f@;;f/c@/‘ J.M_A_/a/., - ;/(“L/‘; Lol 2s

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 24, Winter 2025, No 95

s el ae 5 (5l gt sl s do e (555 A aml i T 51 Ol e

w Ao Slael 5 Olal ae 5 me 4 ho Slasl &S A3 pl G b ol 4 35kl
2 Olez e dgillastl w5 Ladazr 5 o)lss Sy 5l d 3 IS0 s o 5 (slins
Gl e gy e S B o e 93 p e dl e 3 s S BlS sl S
53 S dar 5 edSI 0L 0 Todos | sdiiag ol el S ol pl . S odge
;;gf_;)lscu_‘szCyjﬁwj\omw;;\emwwﬁﬁww
S K S Sl ol s 4 (g5lsbs 5 S K p L Gl (s Slads
Ol o o oloal ol e G ¢ plidamalr g3 ol S50 & Jols jawase
&L@Jguw‘um,iyuc\yJﬁ‘uj\mﬁmwuﬁ,ﬁ@po@w},
QYA O 5 esly 1S5 AFAY Oan 5 55300 Ad O 5ie

ul.'..:,.wﬁ'LW‘C&}sﬁj)kg.l;{wo)l{ﬁ%l)lobma\;.M.Sé\ﬂpk_g-e\.l;-)ﬂ):
Sk aallas elarl o )Sode (gumiils 0 5 JEls elanl SS30e 0 Lauy
o3l OF ol ased 5 plnil 4l iy 3 e Sl oy a0 s s Jlesl el
oo (S b Gkl 5 aax 5 glaass des (ludkines ik o o 53 S il

L ealaud °jL”}‘j:’“‘L5)j“” L;i\ﬁ)).l)‘}:’\ WO‘JJQSL@'.S}:’) Lf‘”)ﬂd‘f-’ CJ;

Wesls Jokows o 50 bl 5 alsy 5500 5 o,
CMJ:..\..MJL&:M\ﬁjﬁ&))};jldjydlbwélﬂ‘uJUmO{_\):
Sse andllae 4y alidanelr 5 elarl (65800 OLLli IS 5 Gua axsl> 51 8 Ve
L;,j@?MuwﬂQUlgﬁL@_\jLL_;)\‘J;@‘wuJ,,jﬁv-,mub\,u)xm

1. Blinded

¥y



. . . &
v j;/,e..,r/ Il 65 Y

Social Workers’ Attitude towards Poverty: ...

)0 b (Cmal 2V 48 51 O ST plie G s 1) LIl lan S el &S 0
tsloe (S5l axnanl 6 a0) 0 b b el 5l 45 2 Slaal e S 0Ly (e
(Yo W Yeosly b= V)4 gole) A

s ploy o 00 S Ll S 5 S Rus a0 a8l 2l
B,y yewasie 40 plal )M jawsie 650) &) Lt s ass (&S
w2 ol ameOly) 5 Goleolpl aensys & elidanslr jaesie &) 5 elad
el il (LS ) ) e B el s L 15 8 S 18 (sl
Sbe 6813 ol (slas3ls Sl eslinad (0L 5 stws Cule s o Solu 505 slaslre
(Y Vo558 5 0538 das Sl p3U 2555 5L cobin oasslaal 55550 gl o

G el 5ol Pl Gl s sahe slaslei Gb asliin e
s S et g 1S JSE s ls) ) Sl I 2z S
S e anliin s 5 plte s i oslized (CVI) Tgme s, oSyl 5 (CVR) | gis
S5 ebidanels 5 elaml ol elatal 6,550 Olaascs 5 L6 W Lasl s
(s G0 V) 3 Vo jad bl kS A b s ol s T 5l 5 23 8
Sy g (Gl o0 Vi oo bl il A Y

(bidanelr 5 olatml ol olazn 6,5300) Oliaasize 5 i V) 45 i 5 cpok
(o a0 ol 1) (sl 35l L ls ol 1 sl s 5158 a 03 ke o
Fle) s S ey (el Lo e TalS 8 il Jad o Tl ¥ il ad e (g3 50 BLY
YV 0L 5 oole VaVO Caisl Yo e Ol

LSt ale oo 51 a8 e 5 S0 aaliti o)l e o3l gy s 2 ) 2

1. Colton and Covert 2. Content Validity Ratio 3. Content Validity Index
4. Waltz 5. Lawshe 6. Exploratory Factor Analysis

ARA



q0 c/-/,o..vf'r Ee r‘v'w‘/‘ b‘A/-Zé/T_;%< /> .Jﬁ@;;f/c@/‘ J.M_A_/al., — ;/(“L/;’ Lol 2s

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 24, Winter 2025, No 95

SLEST ol Julowi 3 s ealinal (5,8 800 450 w3 (CFA) b 5 (EFA)
Sbobae @ ax 5 b elorl (G0 0L mils 5 ol elazr| 0L 5l 8 YY)
ole Jlowi ool (gl X2 S 515 ) 350 o wd 03 (S S sed Ba 4 5 3505
A eslial Tyl oS 0sesl 5 (KMO)T SUsh em 538 astls 51 L]
ybwd\ﬁld\ﬂgsﬂuwW}d;aﬁqu&xmouKMo als
S S sl sl lesls O3 pewlie 51 Olaedl (5l YV O 5 gsle) ol
Golssme a3 5 dois a1 Lnosls flowd (g lbns g3l oplaS A eslizal 5L
5 ol elannl OLade 51 La YA b ele s ol i a3 S ki 55 +/40
GSged ras 38 lobas 4 ax 5 L oSS Lie elaarl (658300 O ymitils
(VoYY OS5 o i V0V O 5 (sole) L S 513 oy 53y 90 po wd 3
Slad 05,3 (Somer G2l 5 0903be05e] s 4 abl e oln
ol g2 55 LT 5l 5 et Ol JBLs slezl H8300 YA 5 g2eils WV slias (ICC)!
Foly A 4 5 sl el DUk cin 53 Sle Aol 4 Sy 53 3 B s
Slodalin sla pie 53 by Cand sy g b s (VYOG 5 & ,0) Las
b o3l 2Ll i amlows baosle UL s lul Jule o 53 Olgy (sl ke &
ol SUslan ke Jond 53 s S U s ol Sl (o5 Jolpe LS
sole) s a8 b s Jadsge /Y 31 i slosle ld ol ardlas 5 a5 ol
5 SPSS23 i3l 5 51 Slelbl Llowi s o 5 slataty il aalllas 3 (Y414 0], Sen
A3 esliza AMOSS

1. Confirmatory Factor Analysis 2. Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin
3. Bartlett’s Test of Sphericity 4. Interclass Correlation Coefficient Maximum likelihood

Yy



v B ele Ol oe 5

Social Workers’ Attitude towards Poverty: ...

Lasdl

s e Ol 1 andlas s OB S S i tlidcanes Slelbl ) ojled Jsi
slearl S0 8 Y0 5 elaxsl (6550 (g miils 148) elazx| JS50s L& SO0
andllae cpl 53 Obsamdils o Jlne Ol ol 5 o S0le s S 0S5 anlllae 55 (Jola
adllas ool 5s Jols slaml OSa0e o Jls ol ol 5 S0l 5 JLo V/ YER/QY
Jols slar) OLKsme 8 able jlae Ol 5 o Ske .l Jlo AYARY +/AA
el s & JLe M0AE 1 Y/44

OB s oSl ot ldCanes Slasein (V) Jyd>

s 5
n=Y01 sl S50 N=V48 goedils
M)) J\}“)ﬁ M).) J‘j‘f
\va 0 4/¢ Y'Y YY-\A
vY/a VY YV/ £y TA-YE
o
AVE VoA /A v 0)-14
4./q Y a4/ Y UL 4 09
ov/v VY VY Y0\ E e
]
A AL YY/a Ay Sde
¥v/o W Ww/o 14 Jale
vv/4 YA YY/A o) s Sy
oAV 1 Ve/Y \ JUSUSSRRre Jab
WY Y yY/¥ | s B e

Yy



90 o Lot N EoF Ol i slgm oCame Sl o olaizl ols, insi— ale dolilas

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 24, Winter 2025, No 95

s f
n=Yo\ slo>| S5 n=\4¢ geiils

AVA Vag (mils) Jolo L8
Vo/A £4 - - e
WY 0\ - - sl azaS
v/o &3 - - Sl S
v/ Ty - - slges o glelesle Sl
$/s \E - - Sk
\AY Vo - - S S
\e £0 - - Ol 5 olasl g0
V. 0 - p opsbie SlS
V) 0 - 3 oKl sl

Slaay 2SS 5 L b ) Dot psgie J = oS olaw S A4S ($)5e 2ls) 00
Olpl amalr b (S b GUSl sl s g ol (A1 b olamrl Candst Sl o b
oo 0 Lad Kl (Has ALk 5 e A L US e 5 oo e U
Sl (gl 58 s ol o 350 1/0 51 UL L (gl oty 55 den S0 i oS (5550
5 el ol elaxsl (G Sus masits glaslgin AS olstee ol 3 i
A dlesl Gl s Slal 5 0 iesles 5 = 555 B3I palidanelr
il S 6l Iy olss S 3l enlitad U wslidin oS olsime ls)
ol ulal p asliin p lyime slael e la wslsl s el o 4 CVR=0 v
I35, 50 5l 5l glaas S g’L‘J Js Aol s 4, CVI=2 YY-S Gt (Jels 5 el

(\‘ n)\.a.&dj.l:-)Mu»uqﬁ)‘rlﬁéﬁjw;ﬂﬁ

YY¥



o ele O 0 vy;"/.if

Social Workers’ Attitude towards Poverty: ...

gl Olgs Jalse 5 A eslinal JLaST bele o 513l oy (o p U3

S Al s 4 YLl wsel e oS o5ls KMO Ol mls s
sy bsipme olel Il 8 il oS el emt 5 o JS B aw
oslital b 5 plaiieys Sl iy a0 glast le s s (P=+o) df=Te)
3,55 500 5 (833 3,55, dbaiS) lals v oy K Jlasas 5 Sl it o
Sy V00 s X/ XN g a bele an ol oy Jlis A 2l Sl (gl

JJ:JSOmS\)J}.éA{J'Ljfj6\.‘:):&:;6[.@,.,..}\.1)\)JSJJQ)lJJ'\MJJY’Y/\VCMﬁ

(Y dsae)
A S el y aelly) WS 5y (V) Jga
N EREREE
3 E A e
3 TR AHENSY = [ D] 3 A 2
Az 3 |33 A ZEE 7 |F
Y 3, o YO ) @ |7 2 \\"3 Y a 3
= 2 N 4.13
X 9 |3 - 8
£D D ')
JAGJQLAJ\&
y ShL s se)
3& VALY RVORY- RVARER VANV AR {j\ YIM YA | oo (D93 | )
330 s
et
shils sl 3l
! PRSI WILY
i /S RYER A RV/NVN RVA W ! %\ MARN AVAM RYAA I K EEC W PR
OQ}W
..L'\.'Svnbj\)

1. Maximum likelihood

AR



90 oylact NE T licsj o slgz sy S o pplozrl oliy ings ke dolilas

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 24, Winter 2025, No 95

bl
CVI-I

[~
@3“, sldas
PRy
LS
sl A
oL s,

Ly
bdd.!)

4
3
3

oylw ‘;_ﬂ") ua:-u

N AR A Y A T Rt

\ Javy | \
INY [ /XY IANA| A

j:.'bu

<

REREE
Slas el a
TAT R 77N RVAR RN AVH U e S ey iy
‘C,.M‘\C)L;'-

;L N RVARY I AT

<

) Sl LS
Ay [/ Y ;“1~/1r YA LY [V | odgs p s | o

s 3l 31 S
i S DYZRY T VIRV KV N IV S B BV R e
)' 6)(5“)\;3‘)5@

L b sl 3l
JOVIY/A X [ V0 | amals 5l 3l | V
.J})‘JQ_}UJ

1 MY XV AAL IANA Y

<

5 8 313
YIN| o IA| N 5"’7"“"‘)""55‘ A

1 MY [V A | A | s

<
=
-

Olysbe
e gy
Jy ol o

Lls dmes iy

1 MY AL A e

<

Yys



v el OBt 5T

Social Workers’ Attitude towards Poverty: ...

b
CVI-1

oS
Ll
LS
sl A
obbsyl
“
s

w.;b S el

$olabas o

njl.w ‘_;_ﬂ") u.a:'-u
CVR &b::u

oy S pasls

S NS\ VAR 4 RV/AVN VAV KRR I RVARY R 728 RVF AR PRSI SNa R

s
TE)
o #
h%
Ry

;L MY LSV A IAA | Y

s
‘-

3y50 i ol 8
JOVUIYIY [ V| U3 pans | VY

S

‘A YAY .
VARG ARVAR i i Y

Bl
—
=
-
-z
—
.
—
—

uj>-

i ava | /ool /aval o/vay | A

<

i 4S (g5l 3l
Sz Ll Lzas
J\...'LJJ.,\; O‘l\
_)w;L, u.l}.afi

i MY [y Al | s vAay [y oAl

e

\R2

@35 i o S
s e ol
YoX [ Y[V Ve | sl clas | Vo
e st 542)
rM@(@J})
J_}-“I CJ})
e 3k
Y/OY [ Y/ IV Ve | gl [
A by
LS e

1 Jasa | /evo| /A /AVA [ Ve

<

1 MY AL A e

<

Yy




90 oylact V&1 Slicsj o lgz s S o pplozml oly jings_ ole Lol

)

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 24, Winter 2025, No 95

b

#K b}a}‘ u""‘:

4
3
3

a}l.w ‘;_ﬂ") ua:'-u
CVI-1

CVR dl“’:""

J_l‘,,c.,...iu.a&l.:

@3“, S das

el

SE51

Sl A

b5l

3,

/MY

oYV

JAVA

/A

<

VARt

Y/a

Sl 1 ey
s b i
ASQJ”L_'\}ad...
S o 3L s
Ao SIS
..L'o)\) L.J").‘

AVY

oYV

JAVA

/A

<

\/A

Y/y

o2
SEasal 535
Ayl
& )Li‘ s, J.@;)

AB( A
305349 63L5

JANY

ofovv

JAVA

Ta\m

=S

\/A

\VAT

sl S sbay
A ple &
S et

ol ot

JANY

/vy

o/AVA

“/AA

<

/a1

Y/y

pldine (yo

s 5l 3
BUMEPRGINWY
slessl 3
..,\.;)‘) ‘é.-;}u;.a

\g

~/~~\

<

Y/\1

¥/

\

OJﬁUL. 3 RS
Sleds 153l
i 3,8
S SPltie

T

YYA




v B ele Ol oe 5

Social Workers’ Attitude towards Poverty: ...

ﬁjqjﬂwjuwi‘_}s‘f(\')dj-\e

el by 5 elels
a9
u”‘sl'.’.)‘} gL“L‘ :

OV | s S e e S s S e ol mi SIS b sl 3l ST-Y

Jor et ol 3wy Sl SKaS Gy s ams g Sl ool s -0
\C/"V )).2@ \j
A
/OY' CJL‘.)J d’j)b L;_v"./\& Lo PLY &L«.w} el 6‘)‘.} J‘Jﬁ"\Y
S e 3l 0L anel 4 (S 0
- S o 3Ly &S Sllse a5 L s sl 3l 51 aemd
Al e e sl S5
a\x ied e (b sl 3lY
Jow | SPok A o Al Sod 80 S gV
.J.;‘)‘) %
q/vY. /0y .MgTA;JAUJ;.&:iSMJ.?Uj cﬁjﬁﬂjﬁ‘M-r %
)
ViAx A5 s anal 5l 31 Ay b b sl 3 |9
/Y’i 3|l 4.2'.:&5 gLS'.'M_LJ.@_’) L;AL‘)) Sleas QKMCA[{JJ e )J'/\
Sl s 6ol LA (L (6 et LS A
VI A8 a B e syse b ol 1Y)
/0\0 Rl el edge o 4 SSSYe
3
vy i el b TS 05 5 e il s s« sl3 »ﬂi
v/e el !
Yinnl il odn b slids cpl (8l LS Aizen b a5 (g0l 3114 %

LL;ZW.:”JQ.:) f‘.ﬂ) Sleds C_,&Lﬂ)} mj.pl:- gr:_}{ j:a.ﬁ u.ajf\-\/\

ya



90 o Lot N EoF Ol i slgm oCame Sl o olaizl ols, insi— ale dolilas

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 24, Winter 2025, No 95

AL B M[M:Mﬂ )\ \V} V&N O)LQ.«.: 6@4.3; L;‘BL\:JS‘ (}AL& M ¢k>u‘ )‘ A

eﬁ,{'\..a Haged (V) Hls ged

M sleasle n me 1 s oo sl sl Ll Jow ol
(i de?‘ (k:».«:l\b e‘JM 4 JJA Lff'h)‘f

S 5K el sl Jele ow oK1 550 sleasls slas (8) Ju

sddodalin slie Sl patle
144/94 ¢ X2 &lS 5 sdeme
AV df) 331 ax= s
/ey @) x| lie
Y/YAA A2 331 am 53 4 S 5 pdmms
/eog RMSEA 51 slas Slay o Sle 4
/gy GIF i3l o550 yatls
VAL NFI el jlws 3l el
/A CFI s i3l jaxls

¥y



v S elail Ol e 5K

Social Workers’ Attitude towards Poverty: ...

Q\)&Ubwuﬂﬁcﬁ@diﬁajbd&b)b}b&@Jmeu_aa-y"Lg
(Y s 5e5) JJ;\:QLJJ;_,;'—@L){JAJ»L&

A4y 5K el Jbe olg bl (V) Sls g0

Jolos das o 13 b 1) Ll by S plS &Sl 5 adsl bl sz 1

Al (,:J
05035405051 L5 S STy o s (0) Jpu
Els S Wi
PRCH AR, Sl S il
A\ /080 IVEA Oga3l
Y V14 /A PSS

Yy



90 o Lot N EoF Ol i slgm oCame Sl o olaizl ols, insi— ale dolilas

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 24, Winter 2025, No 95

sl b3l s (V) dyis

@F | Shromb O el by S gal oS o
; ; Ay pS
(p) bz ,lada (Pp) bz ,lada
Jb 5 «/AVO = /Y g3l
= j?uf.i\s
Jb /ALY MUARER O50305L
dbe 5 AYA AR R
» Sl s
Jb /AT LYATER 030315k

5 s 0s S 53 50 b 4y S5 el 5 48 ol DL Laesls e O el b

050315k 0 3851 (Sturad o s (V) g

el Qo 5 0 503T50m 05051 dlm e s oL elazl S50

el S il JCCHINN
00305k RPS]] 0903154 05
1 /Vov | 4 /¥q) | R
/ey /ey P) Jz>| e Osesl
VA YA WV \V sl
\ = VoV \ VAZY R
o/eny /ey P) x|l 053050
YA YA WV WV sl
p<~/~\ e

s asOLis 05a305k 5 Osa5T e 3 DEASES jLie Gl (Koo o3l ol

el Aol 3550 03050 03 5LL 5 ol UL s Sies o,

Yy



v S elail Ol e 5K

Social Workers’ Attitude towards Poverty: ...

5o slgwlis sl Flis S SWT e s (A) Jsix

sy 58 slokes ’:: f::f’: L:f; @) 5,5 Wl slal
Vo Y /v s a5
0 VAN «/AAY laai s
0 +/04A /oy ©3 3,555,
0 oY) /oy, bl 5,

Pl 65 el 5 0L poeils 3 8 4 3K ke amlie (4) Jpun

Lo O il | Bl ouil glas
0/ 3w s | Ok 7~ 7~ S < ol 5 ¢
q / OL._-QL A.L\éb ;J|xb| )L.“ d:.(aL_ue J}J.& 03;
00/AY | 0s/ovv | Ve JEIA | og/avy | yag | SO sl
sl
OY/AAY | 0Y/v44 /ey JEaY or/\ay | You | Lls slal ,Ss
Y/aYe | +/otY /o VAANY Sl ol

t=2.86 p=0.004 MD: 1.8 (95% CI: 0.542 to 2.920) cohen’s d(SMD): 0.272 (95% ClI:
0.085 to 0.46)

o)ﬁ)buti:t.:dMo:@lwtuyjij‘ﬂudijioﬂu&@MLEALS‘J;
(cohen’s Conl Cins 05,5 53 1S0ke ol Lol (p=v v v 8) 3 1y g el Lls sme oslis
d(SMD): 0.272).

B by Jdow mls (V) Jgi

e el g )8ahe g amitils | Jeld slazxl sk

Juw>l | F Va4E=slda YO=sldas S 55
®) S Bzl | oKl | Sl Sl | Kila

oy [ Ve/40 AVA yV/a. /¢ Vv laails

TANAS ERVIN Y/ VAPV Y/av YAV 35555,

ooy [y /oy Y/AS \VYats Y/40 WIVE | bl s S

Yy



q0 c/-/,o..vf'r Ee r‘v'w‘/‘ b‘A/-Zé/T_;%< /> .Jﬁ@;;f/c@/‘ J.M_A_/al., — ;/(“L/;’ Lol 2s

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 24, Winter 2025, No 95

Qliﬁ;.l.]\)}&ugw‘d‘)lsahajﬁjbwdjl}}uJjg.lj)}uwsuulﬁiaﬂj
eSSl (93,9 3,5, 5o bl L(p=rv 1) 3)ls (bl Sls sme slis slaz! (5 S5

(p=~\VT) JJ‘JJ. )‘JL;M le.dj

e

S Wl 4 S welii b il Ol Ss L Sl adllas
A il 5 Jeld elazml OLBds (250 aslie 5 )l OL5 53 iee I3
0 s b giner plod 3 B a2 S0 o (gl iy ool 4 s pla]
ol e miils 5 (e sl OLsde 53 ulds opl ol addlas 55 .ol
ol b a5 S0 s s a0l sy ilis sleS 55 axdllas ol 5308 S 13
5 Q8L elenl O se amsln 3 OF UL 5 3le alss dyes als «Sos5e la)
b i a3 B 5 e bl 5 sy Sl sdelcsa S S ) gl
AS o ol aeliln

Jod S5l sline slgwliie 058U I, 55 508 sl 5 o w0 sl 2SS s lp
a0 S el V0V s 5 0L a5 05 5T 6l S p 3 (144Y) 058 51 il 3
3 s OOW) O g asliii sy (Y00 F) SU L ((1AV)) WL 5aSe ((VAV0) K b
Foor O 5 SU, A8Y L 5 05551 Canl ol 1 b (Yo rV) ol Ken
YV (I 5 s ATV g ,m AV T U 5IKe 1AVY (S

308 Gl iy il 5 oBsS 0 53 3 05851 aelity dgmbide ol o )
TV OLaa 5 sl 5 T T 1 Lo s 5 SHUS) wlanils |

1. Clarke
2. Gabarda

Y'Y



. . . &
v j;/,e..,r/ Il 65 Y

Social Workers’ Attitude towards Poverty: ...

Foo) Ole Yot QL 5 555 24V QLK 5 ay YT Ol 5 0o
b +/08 0 ge3l3lm0ga3l al o s IS #Lis S ST 33 ol andllas s (Y210 Jplds
el s 4 /A B /0 0T slal 5 aaliens IS (sl 53 o jo 55 5 +/AT

2> sy i 4 (sl Dbl 2 s 4 el s (Y410) ol
oo adlle 3 ez 218 UL a0l i a 5SS o Sy axdlas
3osce bt Jo3 B oLl aS ad 218 AV B VO Lealida 5 5 elie IS (sl
23 35750 Ol ol Zlsal Gua L) 555 e (Yo 0) 55 5 0L (Y2100 )
5 e JS Gl s aadllas s sdalisa oLl 3l plnil 055 5T (StancSS anliin
(VY s 5 0L) el s s VAV B2/ 0T Sl ezl snad slad

Gl Ol Sy 550 s w355 addllas 53 55 (T18) OLKes 57 il
oz g AV LT aadllae s o ds 55158 s S ST sl elanal Sl 5 i
0L gmils 550 5 oS Glandlan 53 55 (YeY) 75 .(YV 4 O 5 ad) ol
gliss GWT Wl slal (gl ostls el o3 baansy plo 5 el (585
035 aazr 5 bty 4 dSS1 0L 51 ) wsliiis o 5 35 s 0 1y /AL 2 /OA
5058 olil Cllasl 5l = Sea b Gl alies &0 LS 555 anllas s Ll ool
(YY)l 3 S50 3158 1y et 5 il S 50 b

Ob andllae ol b wlie a5 4 50 e o) ad S50 Slaes ml
A eS8 s edide 4l (Y2YY) (03 5 (Y1) i (Y010) pldy (Y41 0)
YV s 5 0L) Cadl Ve B v/on st Ss DU s L6

M@w\&b&x‘)‘o)l.ﬂ;w‘bmlﬂmﬂﬁa)u&\))w)f))cﬁb-‘UJLE.A))

1. Vliem 2. Scheffer
3. Tien 4. internal consistency

ARIA



q0 c/-/,o..vf'r Ee r‘v'w‘/‘ b‘A/-Zé/T_;%< /> .Jﬁ@;;f/c@/‘ J.M_A_/al., — ;/(“L/;’ Lol 2s

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 24, Winter 2025, No 95

A Al (bl 555000 5 (83,3 3,55 5 dlaal Sy (Lol Jbe ) Jule
Jelows 03 L3S s 15 L a0 2S5 gl piite S sl Ao s YN g paza s S
Al Bl 4 SN Al el WS Er 3l St el

s Jole a5 35 odlizal sy i s a5 53 () L
5,550 5 (i ) (85,8 s 50S) (Y2)0) 0L Lau i sl pend ey a2l
ey o) es 8 <=U (g bl

il e T Jie (351 03 25158 slewat s 4 a5 L 5l aalllas s
Jlas 03 pls LS 68 L /¥ Gl (Sen A ojlad 458 . Juole slasl 5 a2
T 2550 b S ol ole blows il pizmen 35 Jlole DL 51 53 1B Ol
Slasllas OB s & ity ol e 4 e S5l IS slewastls y e 1y rolin
s S amglie DISAl 20 w38 i sliel oSl L5 0 1y S 3 4S
ol 835 e 5 oty 45 1y olie 45 (ToYY) o ol 35m s Slalllas oo by Lol
el 03,0 Sy alidis Ol sleS 55 595 asdllas s

Dl pmiils 5 JoLs slain) OLSsde (255 o o 313 0L il anlllas ol
St oS Jls Lelaml OLSsie 5 6550 5 pms Sl B a4 elazal (5,0
5o oS lardlae o3 Lls S 555 53 (bl gl S, 5 lealdS Can
wdxsls i fUs 4 b >~ ole 5 slal OLSs0e 55wy 5o (YorV) JB
i s b als Ll S s = sl 5l iy elam| OS50 45 Sk a8
YoV JB G s) dons Loy amal slaslele o

Ol gzedils &5 Loy 4z opl 4 200 adllae 5o (VorV) Thpand) 5 SG51o

Ll oo Sse a5 s aandy ple Obsmdils I meST 1y (63,8 LUs elarl (g 850

1. Druzi¢ Ljubotina and Ljubotina

AArd



4 _elas=! Ol,05 R
v A elal OB 5K

Social Workers’ Attitude towards Poverty: ...

5 Sb3) 2y B ie Jelse Olpea osbasl B 5 solle Ll Lol asT
YoV s syl

L 3 50 oy a0 aS 55 s 0L a5 Ol s axdlas sl Sl axdllas
Frose pl S Sy olan] Sl b agrlgn gl Lo 01588 Ol peas ol
sl b adlae ol Jlppe s 0580 i adllle O3 dhaE Ol e,
@ Ol amelr 3 Lled 550 ol dallle 2Ll Bgy S gdone adan ) 05 a5
E 93 Sedsdoe 3 S Uk 1) Laasls LMT@}, o533 aS 5 axdlas 3 Jled oS 5
Olejlu il s slgleslu 51 (& 3 OleslS (gl ($olame slaasid Sl ealiza
Bgod a ) Siagsy o oS 35 ol 65,0 5 OS5I 5 ded sl dglu;
3,5 oS 1 addlas pend bl 5 5ls S2alS Clie

A 5K glie immen ek Bt 550 ol Sl Slllas a5 55 e algiyg
b aglie SOUSG L 0Lyl sbass >~ nlu s

&S domss
a5 bl ) S B bl s s Ol B e B0 b e e
Sesdie OF 4 Sl G (oS 0lo3 5 0Ll 0T 3,508 oy )8 1A 03305 &
Lol s 53,8 eslinal b 4 e 5La3l 585 o (sl 015 o aaliins
S plarl Ohlsde Sl w5 L o S aslie 2o sledags plo and b
5 2l Gleabn 4 23 S 53 gl 280 nl byt olenrl (6518 il o5
5 ol S oty ol 4 ) a5 bl SIS S Wl e elans
3y o Dol 0l w3 5 O 6l sl 2l sl (Vo)) 0L aallae s L

g @jwwlgumﬁjh:@\):

YV



q0 c/-/,o..vf'r Ee r‘v'w‘/‘ b‘A/-Zé/T_;%< /> .Jﬁ@;;f/c@/‘ J.M_A_/al., — ;/(“L/;’ Lol 2s

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 24, Winter 2025, No 95

é‘é)-u 3 JS‘:J

538 elanml 550 axdy Ol pmdils 5 el l OLBsde oles 51 oo sipls

N ol
UL YONVNTAR 550 dgie (S o ske oK1 GUS w55 51> addllas
adllae g5 50 S ol edd Jlo Cules 5 o sa3 (IRMUMS.REC.1399.614)
el (8o Obpmils 5 [ola elexsl OLSse 4 Jibss Glual jogms 3
ol A3 S addlls 3555 Gl ST ol LTSI 5 4 Gl o3 Sl 5

Lle dal gt 3L 6o e LT Slelbl 45 s o3ls Slgabl g S S 5

él:.o:\#ea’

ERIRUEPEy

YYA



References Jle @l;,a

- Abazarpour, S., Mokhtarinia, H. R., & Bakhshi, E. (2019). [Transla-
tion, Cultural Adaptation and the Reliability of the Persian Version of Quick
Exposure Check Questionnaire (in persian)]. Archives of Rehabilitation.,
19(4), 302-313. http://dx.doi.org/310.32598/1j.32519.32594.32302.

- Alston, J. P., & Dean, K. 1. (1972). Socioeconomic factors associated
with attitudes toward welfare recipients and the causes of poverty. Social
Service Review, 46(1), 13-23.https://doi.org/10.1086/642795.

- Assembly, N. (1999). Codes of Ethics.

- Atherton, C. R., Gemmel, R. J., Haagenstad, S., Holt, D. J., Jensen,
L. A.,O’Hara, D. F,, & Rehner, T. A. (1993). Measuring attitudes toward
poverty: A new scale. Social Work Research and Abstracts, 29(4), 28-30..
https://doi.org/10.1093/swra/1029.1094.1028.

- Bullinger, M., Alonso, J., Apolone, G., Leplége, A., Sullivan, M.,
Wood-Dauphinee, S., Gandek, B., Wagner, A., Aaronson, N., & Bech,
P. (1998). Translating health status questionnaires and evaluating their
quality: the IQOLA project approach. Journal of clinical epidemiol-
ogy, 51(11), 913-923.https://doi.org/910.1016/S0895-4356(1098)00082-
00081.

- Bullock, H. E. (1995). Class acts: Middle-class responses to the poor.
Guilford.

- Bullock, H. E. (1999). Attributions for Poverty: A Comparison of Mid-
dle-Class and Welfare Recipient Attitudes 1. Journal of Applied Social Psy-
chology,29(10),2059-2082. https://doi.org/2010.1111/j.1559-1816.1999.
tb02295 x.

- Bullock, H. E. (2004). From the front lines of welfare reform: An
analysis of social worker and welfare recipient attitudes. The Jour-
nal of Social Psychology, 144(6), 571-590. https://doi.org/510.3200/
SOCP.3144.3206.3571-3590.

- Bullock, H. E., Williams, W. R., & Limbert, W. M. (2003). Predict-
ing support for welfare policies: The impact of attributions and beliefs
about inequality. Journal of Poverty, 7(3), 35-56.https://doi.org/10.1300/
J1134v1307n1303 _1303.

- Butler, 1. (2002). A code of ethics for social work and social care
research. British Journal of Social Work, 32(2), 239-248.https://doi.
org/210.1093/bjsw/1032.1092.1239.

Yya


http://dx.doi.org/310.32598/rj.32519.32594.32302
https://doi.org/10.1086/642795
https://doi.org/10.1093/swra/1029.1094.1028
https://doi.org/910.1016/S0895-4356(1098)00082-00081
https://doi.org/910.1016/S0895-4356(1098)00082-00081
https://doi.org/2010.1111/j.1559-1816.1999.tb02295.x
https://doi.org/2010.1111/j.1559-1816.1999.tb02295.x
https://doi.org/510.3200/SOCP.3144.3206.3571-3590
https://doi.org/510.3200/SOCP.3144.3206.3571-3590
https://doi.org/10.1300/J1134v1307n1303_1303
https://doi.org/10.1300/J1134v1307n1303_1303
https://doi.org/210.1093/bjsw/1032.1092.1239
https://doi.org/210.1093/bjsw/1032.1092.1239

References e C,Lu-

- Clarke, C., Sedlacek, R. K., & Watson, S. B. (2016). Impact of a simu-
lation exercise on pharmacy student attitude toward poverty. American
Jjournal of pharmaceutical education, 80(2), 1-7.https://doi.org/10.5688/
ajpe80221

- Colton, D., & Covert, R. W. (2007). Designing and constructing in-
struments for social research and evaluation. John Wiley & Sons.

- Cozzarelli, C., Wilkinson, A. V., & Tagler, M. J. (2001). Attitudes to-
ward the poor and attributions for poverty. Journal of social issues, 57(2),
207-227. https://doi.org/210.1111/0022-4537.002009.

- Craig, G. (2002). Poverty, social work and social justice. Brit-
ish Journal of Social Work, 32(6), 669-682.https://doi.org/610.1093/
bjsw/1032.1096.1669.

- Crumley, E. (2013). An examination of the attitudes, attributions, and
beliefs held towards poverty and individuals living in poverty Auburn Uni-
versity]. Alabama.

- Cryns, A. G. (1977). Social work education and student ideology: A
multivariate study of professional socialization. Journal of Education for
Social Work, 13(1), 44-51.https://doi.org/10.1080/00220612.00221977.1
0671412.

- Druzi¢ Ljubotina, O., & Ljubotina, D. (2007). Attributions of poverty
among social work and non-social work students in Croatia. Croatian
medical journal, 48(5), 741-749.https://hrcak.srce.hr/20969.

- Ebadi, A., Zarshenas, L. R., M, Zareiyan, A., Sharifnia, S., & Mo-
jahedi, M. (2017). [Principles of scale development in health science.(in
persian)]. Jame-e-negar..

- Feagin, J. (1972). When it comes to poverty, it’s still,’god helps those
who help themselves’. Psychology Today, 6(1), 101-129.

- Furnham, A. (1982). Why are the poor always with us? Explanations
for poverty in Britain. British journal of social psychology, 21(4), 311-
322. https://doi.org/310.1111/j.2044-8309.1982.tb00553 .x.

- Furnham, A., & Gunter, B. (1984). Just world beliefs and attitudes
towards the poor. British journal of social psychology, 23(3), 265-269.
https://doi.org/210.1111/j.2044-8309.1984.tb00637 .x.

- Gabarda, A. R. (2019). Level of understanding and attitudes towards

poverty, confidence working with individuals experiencing poverty, and ac-

¥


https://doi.org/10.5688/ajpe80221
https://doi.org/10.5688/ajpe80221
https://doi.org/210.1111/0022-4537.00209
https://doi.org/610.1093/bjsw/1032.1096.1669
https://doi.org/610.1093/bjsw/1032.1096.1669
https://doi.org/10.1080/00220612.00221977.10671412
https://doi.org/10.1080/00220612.00221977.10671412
https://hrcak.srce.hr/20969
https://doi.org/310.1111/j.2044-8309.1982.tb00553.x
https://doi.org/210.1111/j.2044-8309.1984.tb00637.x

References Jle @l;,a

tive learning of health coaches participating in a poverty simulation Uni-
versity of Pittsburgh].

- Gibelman, M. (1999). The search for identity: Defining social
work past, present, future. Social work, 44(4), 298-310. https://doi.
org/210.1093/sw/1044.1094.1298.

- Grimm, J. W., & Orten, J. D. (1973). Student attitudes toward the poor.
Social work, 18(1), 94-100. https://doi.org/110.1093/sw/1018.1091.1094.

- Hajizadeh, E., & Asghari, M. (2011). [Statistical methods and analyses
in health and biosciences: a methodological approach.(in persian)]. Ira-
nian Student Book Agency.

- Hare, 1. (2004). Defining social work for the 21st century: The In-
ternational Federation of Social Workers’ revised definition of so-
cial work. International Social Work, 47(3), 407-424. https://doi.
org/410.1177/002087280404397.

- Haynes, D. T., & White, B. W. (1999). Will the” real” social work
please stand up? A call to stand for professional unity. Social work, 44(4),
385-391.https://www.jstor.org/stable/23718663.

- Hendrickson, R. M., & Axelson, L. J. (1985). Middle-class attitudes
toward the poor: Are they changing? Social Service Review, 59(2), 295-
304.https://doi.org/210.1086/644289.

- Lavender-Bratcher, D., Elbow, M., Lowe, L. A., & Kruse, M. (2017).
Exploring Social Work Students’ Attitudes and Experiences at a Free
Clinic. The Journal of Practice Teaching and Learning, 15(3), 57-74.
https://doi.org/10.1921/jpts.v191511923.1159

-Lawshe, C. H. (1975). A quantitative approach to con-
tent validity. Personnel psychology, 28(4), 563-575. https://doi.
org/510.1111/j.1744-6570.1975.tb01393 .x.

- Macarov, D. (1977). Social work students attitudes toward poverty: A
tri-national study. Hebrew University, Paul Baerwald School of Social
Work.

- MacDonald Jr, A. (1971). Relation of birth order to morality types and
attitudes toward the poor. Psychological Reports, 29(3), 732-732.https://
doi.org/710.2466/pr2460.1971.2429.2463.2732.

- Parsloe, P. (1990). Social work education in the year 2000. Internation-
al Social Work, 33, 13-25 https://doi.org/10.1177/0020872890033001.

- Patterson, N., & Hulton, L. J. (2012). Enhancing nursing students’ un-

¥


https://doi.org/210.1093/sw/1044.1094.1298
https://doi.org/210.1093/sw/1044.1094.1298
https://doi.org/110.1093/sw/1018.1091.1094
https://doi.org/410.1177/002087280404397
https://doi.org/410.1177/002087280404397
https://www.jstor.org/stable/23718663
https://doi.org/210.1086/644289
https://doi.org/10.1921/jpts.v1915i1923.1159
https://doi.org/510.1111/j.1744-6570.1975.tb01393.x
https://doi.org/510.1111/j.1744-6570.1975.tb01393.x
https://doi.org/710.2466/pr2460.1971.2429.2463.2732
https://doi.org/710.2466/pr2460.1971.2429.2463.2732
https://doi.org/10.1177/0020872890033001

References e C,Lu-

derstanding of poverty through simulation. Public Health Nursing, 29(2),
143-151. https://doi.org/110.1111/j.1525-1446.2011.00999 .x.

- Payne, M. (2002). The role and achievements of a professional as-
sociation in the late twentieth century: The British Association of So-
cial Workers 1970-2000. British Journal of Social Work, 32(8), 969-995.
https://doi.org/910.1093/bjsw/1032.1098.1969.

- Peterson, J. (1967). A disguised structured instrument for the assess-
ment of attitudes toward the poor. unpublished doctoral dissertation. Univ.
of Oklahoma.

- Reeser, L. C., & Epstein, 1. (1987). Social workers’ attitudes toward
poverty and social action: 1968-1984. Social Service Review, 61(4), 610-
622. https://doi.org/610.1086/644481.

- Rehner, T., Ishee, J., Salloum, M., & Velasques, D. (1997). Missis-
sippi social workers’ attitudes toward poverty and the poor. Journal of
social work education, 33(1), 131-142 https://doi.org/110.1080/1043779
7.10431997.10778858.

- Reutter, L. 1., Sword, W., Meagher-Stewart, D., & Rideout, E.
(2004). Nursing students’ beliefs about poverty and health. Journal of
Advanced Nursing, 48(3), 299-309. https://doi.org/210.1111/j.1365-
2648.2004.03199.x.

- Roff, L., Adams, J., & Klemmack, D. (1984). Social work students’
willingness to have government help the poor. Arete, 9(1), 9-20.

- Scheffer, M. M., Lasater, K., Atherton, [. M., & Kyle, R. G. (2019).
Student nurses’ attitudes to social justice and poverty: An international
comparison. Nurse education today, 80, 59-66. https://doi.org/10.1016/].
nedt.2019.1006.1007.

- Schwartz, S., & Robinson, M. M. (1991). Attitudes toward poverty
during undergraduate education. Journal of social work education, 27(3),
290-296.https://doi.org/210.1080/10437797.10431991.10672201.

- Sharifi, A., Arsalani, N., Fallahi-Khoshknab, M., Mohammadi-Shahbo-
laghi, F., & Ebadi, A. (2021). [Psychometric Properties of the Persian Ver-
sion of Perceptions of Physical Restraint Use Questionnaire(in persian)] [Re-
search]. Salmand: Iranian Journal of Ageing, 16(2), 260-273.210.32598/
sija.32516.32592.32855.32591 https://doi.org/10.32598/sija.16.2.2855.1

- Sun, A.-P. (2001). Perceptions among social work and non-social

YY¥Y


https://doi.org/110.1111/j.1525-1446.2011.00999.x
https://doi.org/910.1093/bjsw/1032.1098.1969
https://doi.org/610.1086/644481
https://doi.org/110.1080/10437797.10431997.10778858
https://doi.org/110.1080/10437797.10431997.10778858
https://doi.org/210.1111/j.1365-2648.2004.03199.x
https://doi.org/210.1111/j.1365-2648.2004.03199.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nedt.2019.1006.1007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nedt.2019.1006.1007
https://doi.org/210.1080/10437797.10431991.10672201
https://doi.org/10.32598/sija.16.2.2855.1

References Jle @l;,a

work students concerning causes of poverty. Journal of social work edu-
cation, 37(1), 161-173.https://doi.org/110.1080/10437797.10432001.10
779044.

- Tien, L. M. (2021). Measuring Vietnamese social work students’ and
non-social work students’ attitudes toward poverty and poor population.
https://www.researchsquare.com/article/rs-734919/v734911

- Vakilizadeh, N., Abedi, A., & Mohseni Ezhiyeh, A. (2017). [Inves-
tigating Validity and Reliability of Early Screening for Autistic Traits-
Persian Version (ESAT-PV) in Toddlers.(in persian)] [Original]. Archives
of Rehabilitation, 18(3), 182-193.http://rehabilitationj.uswr.ac.ir/article-
181-1959-en.html. https://doi.org/10.21859/jrehab-1803182

- Vliem, S. (2015). Nursing students’ attitudes toward poverty: Does
experiential learning make a difference? Nurse Educator, 40(6), 308-
312.310.1097/NNE.0000000000000168

- Waltz, C. F., Strickland, O. L., & Lenz, E. R. (2010). Measurement in
nursing and health research. Springer publishing company.

- Weiss, L., & Gal, J. (2007). Poverty in the eyes of the beholder: Social
workers compared to other middle-class professionals. British Journal of
Social Work, 37(5), 893-908.https://doi.org/810.1093/bjsw/bcl1340.

- Weiss, 1., Gal, J., Cnaan, R., & Majlaglic, R. (2002). What kind of
social policy do social work students prefer? A comparison of students in
three countries. International Social Work, 45(1), 59-81 https://doi.org/1
0.1177/0020872802045001320.

- Woodcock, J., & Dixon, J. (2005). Professional ideologies and pref-
erences in social work: A British study in global perspective. British
Journal of Social Work, 35(6), 953-973 https://doi.org/910.1093/bjsw/
bch1282.

- Yun, S. H., & Weaver, R. D. (2010). Development and validation of a
short form of the attitude toward poverty scale. Advances in Social Work,
11(2), 174-187.https://doi.org/110.18060/18437

Yy


https://doi.org/110.1080/10437797.10432001.10779044
https://doi.org/110.1080/10437797.10432001.10779044
https://www.researchsquare.com/article/rs-734919/v734911
http://rehabilitationj.uswr.ac.ir/article-181-1959-en.html
http://rehabilitationj.uswr.ac.ir/article-181-1959-en.html
https://doi.org/10.21859/jrehab-1803182
https://doi.org/810.1093/bjsw/bcl1340
https://doi.org/10.1177/0020872802045001320
https://doi.org/10.1177/0020872802045001320
https://doi.org/910.1093/bjsw/bch1282
https://doi.org/910.1093/bjsw/bch1282
https://doi.org/110.18060/18437



