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« The implicit curriculum
1. supports a well-rounded prograr,

st a5 the expl ping students |
WE, 2015; Petracehi & Zastrow, 2010)

2015 CSWE EPAS, the implicit curriculum includes:
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STUDY PURPOSE

« PROGRAMS COMPARE THEIR
'RESULTS TO NATIONAL NORMS

ABOUT SWEAP
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SWEAP EXIT SURVEY STUDY METHOD STUDY METHOD

+ Design: Quantitative, non-experimental, secondary data analysis (permission
SWEAP)
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PROGRAM SATISFACTION

. asked to
for each of the 2008 EPAS Practice Behaviors.

student assessment of the implicit curriculum.

. to closer of mpicit -~
with A it, should interaction betwe 1 Ei M.K. & M: M.W. Expl 3
Epasanis py sttenton o nterscion
= SWEAP prog; use the Y towards F E. & Abr J.8. (199 PRI ey
similar analyses
+ Can compare to national norms. Icard, L M. & Curry] A. (1996 colleges:
° pare o national 27-238.
+In response by CSWE at APM WERP earm to
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to allow for more : fournal of I Work, 30, 125-146. doi:
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DISCUSSION/IMPLICATIONS

+ Plans for multivariate analyses
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