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Introducti on_
PUrposeeiEine Study,

0 'to a\l UIEPSYCHBIMELN C properties of the Beach
Ea=amily Quality of Life Scale (BCFQLS)

Jos :c) determl ne whether or not the scale can be used to
2‘*"rdn‘ferentl ate between two types of families

e to assist In developing evidence-based policies
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Introducti on_
RescarCi@uestions

0 Joi; BCFQLS proeduce afloor effect?

J J@ SHHEBECEQLS have adequate reliability?
S ﬂ*Do&s e CEOLS have adeguate validity?

"% Arethe BCFQOLS rdiability and validity measures
stable among families that differ based on child
residence?
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Methods o
The'Sibey:Design

SIS e onal | and cross-sectional

EEC L'i.'tati Vemethods — two open-ended statements

e—
S==SEgtantitative methods:
—ONE Siatement

= the BCEOLS, the Family Resource Scale (FRS), and the
EFamily: APGAR
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Methods
TheSitidy:Sample

IS Nawlsliic school districts:
_—_-33 Jdrentaern between Marnch 2, 1988 — March 2, 2000
= ’q:)eual educanen disability category Is severe disabil ity

= pcel residentia facility:
— = dlllage-eligible children
— excluded those admitted after September 2, 2005

— excludedithose who attend local public schools
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M ethods -~

—

"Desriptither Sample
RETIDNSCHRGIC mii

> phizsedgle
SERnET ey home: 25/55 (46.3%)

BRGNS R the fiamily, home: 29/56 (52.4%)

- T
"
= 3
- i
= o

"= the fiamily homes: 19/24 (79.2%)
— euiside the family home: 20/26 (76.9%)
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, M ethods
g [Descripiienof Sample
 Derrggizdiiic Detel— Fesgopc/ept==

2 Janr giniclie= 15.0%, female = 87.0%

g rf r

-"h.'—'

:.'-_""—:_— Whlte 51.9%
"= other: 3.7%

* a0e range = 21-66 years, mean = 37.74 years (8.237)

o marita status; 61.1% married, 38.9% not married
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_ Methods _—
g [Descripiienof Sample
Derrograoric Detel— Pasdopelapt (cop pitiee)’

IS e licAionall level altained:
B igfiischool = 13.2%
Eiischool = 6014%

== college degree = 26.4%

-~ emplloyment status:
— net employed = 36.0%
— employed part-time = 12.0%
— employedfiull-time = 52.0%
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, Methods
[Descripiieniel Saniplé
Derrdejreioriic Dzitel— Crjf e[

. Je EF‘ ale=55.6%, temale = 44.4%

g__ gg‘ Jof s AeE el Onset of disabiility:

Sthie= one year = 90.4%

..\

E?.'.'-_'— = =7 years=9.6%

e current age of child: mean = 13.44 years (3.462)
— 6-11 years=40.7%
— 12-21 years= 59.3%
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Results —
Sleor Effeed
2zir] (=),

| inifamily home  outside family home
> BCEQLS) 3.94 (0.667) 3.60/(0:884)

e 3,98 (1.036) 3.94 (0.865)
= 3.47 (1.066) 3.36 (1.147)
S 4,16 (0.700) 3.45 (1.084)
e 3.98 (0.662) 3.48 (1.082)
" ohyscimasiaweirbeng 3.96 (0.689) 3.86 (0.929)
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Results
RElability
IENIEINGEINIS SIC/GYA—

—

b
i

E ey liome  outside family home
BCECLS; 0.905 0.950

B, H

= 0.761 0.738
— 0.608 0.885
—=—_family interaction: 0.754 0.884
i 0,717 0.904

—  physica/materia well-being 0.574 0.765
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Results
RElibillity
leSerREESMRE ety ,

T

E inifamily home  outside family home
. BCRejls 0,804+ 0,533+

L T 0.255
= 0:765** 0.518"
—=_family interaction: 0.754** 0.842**
= i 0.791** 0.504*
—  physica/materia well-being 0.422 0.626*
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Results
VVealiaity
iy

“Orlzls aleof =5 Witirene meaning | net at al” and
IVENIEanINg “perfiectly’, please circle the number
el S0e=ETibes how well this survey measured the

__f—&““fdegree e wWhIienyour family enjoys its life together,
&= liesiisnesds met, and is ableto do thingsit likes and
Wants to do.”
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Results
VVealiaity

T

zice Velfclity (Coripltiee) s

-.T'-f | nfamily/heme  outsidefamily heme
4,05 (0.789)

S—
= -

1.

e —

x ~' S ot )

.1-"_
,_-—-
._
)

7
3]
4
)

(“ perfectly”)

0/(00.0%)
0/(00.0%)
5 (26.3%)
8 (42.1%)
6 (31.6%)
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3.55 (0.759)

0 (00.0%)
1 (05.0%)
9 (45.0%)
8 (40.0%)
2 (10.0%)
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Results
VValidiity
critert Vallelty n

—

t‘el-l Sicnything else titat 1S Iimportant to)your

L4 PJ AN
=&

iEmIASI ety of ifie that this survey did not ask.”

— i —

Copyright 2007, Stacey Plichta, splichta@odu.edu



—
Results
VVealiaity

Captent VIl (cIpplliee/

nfamily/heme  outsidefamily heme
n=11 n=15

" . e

= e~ emotional well-being

—» physical/material well-being

* — gpirituality
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Results
VVealiaity

Captent VIl (cIpplliee/

—

“ D egice teII USienythrne|thas this survey asked that 1's not
Irf] co vent e your family’ s quality of life.”

--

| ==
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Results
VVealiaity
Coriterit Vealldity (conlrltec])

-.T'-f | nfamily/heme  outsidefamily heme

S—
= -

:" 6= 9 a—==11l

. '_'- - -

=

= f’i'_j[ems relevant 8
oo 0
e S5end time together: 0
* feeling safie 0

* “some’ not applicable 1
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Results
el elfny
terlon Velldlity

a8 [iiamily iiome:  outside family home
F._.Jd‘u'_'c;v interaction 0.6547 > 0.601**

=

; 3 i_éical/ material well-being 0.391 0.241
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RESUES i
fa1lity Aciess:Eamiily- Groups

—=F iece Validity: comparable, although mean score higher with in-home group
_.: 2 "é:ontent validity: comparable, although results slightly better with in-home group
crlterlon validity: comparable

= ""ﬂ_-_._ S

“~subscales:
= disability-related support: performed better with in-home group
— emotional well-being: comparable
— family interaction: performed equally well in both groups
— parenting: performed equally well inboth groups
— physical/material well-being: performed better in the outside-the-home group
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Conclusi ONS

ne BCEOL Siseirellzigfazinelzljefsezerio) |dent|fy|ng the

reec Is siNEViduziNamilESWithichildrien whnoinave severe
Ie/@} nEntal disabilities, although data obtained fiom
e PEESe e physcal/material well-being sulbsecale sheuld
ﬁferpreted Wity caution.
———
— he BEEOLSIsareliable and valid scale for use by service
== agenmes IAithe evaluation of their programs that serve families
withrchildren who have severe developmental disabilities.
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Conclusions.
(Contaved)

RV eNTIeeIEENeN, thE'ScalElas the potentiial toioe
IESBINGIREssEsS no|tihe Tmpact of disability policy on
el iEsWith chil dren who have severe

= ._,clr4 elopmental disabilities.

== !{’ suggested modifications include:

= NG changes to scale Instructions
— rewerding of some demographic items
— refinement ofi the physical/material well-being subscale
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Conclusions 8

EsOmendaionsior Future Research
Ferrllles Wrigse Crylc Flves et slorre

> corlduct feetisie]fellfes
S SYBWprehlematic items

B ECUs needifor additional items

@ “;;fé%diSCuss crealiing separate physical and material well-being

m—
g

— — subscales
® Jevisescale based on focus group Input

* pilot test and psychometrically evaluate the revised
scale
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, Conclusi ONS i e
Ssemimendatiensiier Futlre Research
FemJ J' siiaesechildd=ives@uisde the Home

0 G onr _tt IIGEUSIgIOUPS;
= rscuss giifiernng family needs
réwevv alifseale items

BVise sed e based on focus group Input

e pllot test and psychometrically evauate the revised
scale
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Conclusions

. T

PolicyAinelicalions

) mem IE GUENLY el lifie of lhothfamily greups

2= -I'.enge I slipport policy

"'_.-.-

g u-'*used l@renact evidence-based policies
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