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Social work research often represents an intrusion into

people’s lives. The interviewer’s knock on the door or the
arrival of a questionnaire in the mail signals the beginning
of an activity that the respondent has not requested and that
may require a significant portion of his or her time and energy.

Participation in research disrupts regular activities.

Social work rese%}NREG*SJT%EaDpeople reveal

personal information about themselves that may be unknown to
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their friends. Socia earch practitioners also
require such information. But their requests may be justified
on the grounds that the information is required for them to
serve the respondent’s personal interests. Social work
researchers cannot necessary make this claim, perhaps only
being able to argue that their efforts will ultimately help

the entire target population of people in need.



