Ewa Jarosz Ph.D.
University of Silesia
Katowice

Main areas and directions of research on relation between disability and child abuse:

a study review.

Contemporary researchers indicate that the rektiprbetween disability and child abuse
has a multidimensional charactdihey demonstrate that children with disabilitiee at
increased risk of abuse in all its form&t the same time, there are various reasons foctwhi
disabled children suffer serious and far-reachimgsequences of abuse. What is more, abuse
itself can cause disabilities and developmentalidisncel As can be seen, the connections
between disability and child abuse have indeed lifaneted character.

The overview of the world literature on child abusevealed some perspectives
concerning the relationship between child maltresitrand disability, which can be seen in
various empirical approaches. These are:

<&  Child abuse examined within the context of childlisability

B Child’s disability as a consequence of abuse peatest by family and friends

! e.g. M.I. Benedict M.l., R.B.White M. Louis& M. Wolff , B.J. Hall ., Reported maltreatment in
children with multiple disabilities,Child Abuse & Neglect”, 1990,Vol. 14, no. 2, @07-217; B.Burrell,, B.
Thompson, & D. SextorRredicting child abuse potential across family typ€hild Abuse and Neglect”,
1994,vo0l.18, no.12, pp.1039-1049; A.PiekarsKazywdzenie dziecka z zaburzeniami rozwojowymedird
zagadni@ teoretyczno-badawczych oraz zastosowanie taksokmywdzenia dzieckaDziecko Krzywdzone”
2007, vol. 19, no. 2, pp. 63-71; cf. D. Glaser. B&ntovim ,Abuse and risk to handicapped and chronically ill
children

,Child Abuse & Neglect” 1997, Vol. 3, no. 2, pp.®675; M. Kennedy , L. Kelly Special issue on child abuse
and children with disability ,,Child Abuse Review”1992 vol. 1 (3); F.P. Orefg\D.J. Hollahan, &K.T. Myles,
Maltreatment of children with disabilities: trainjnneeds for a collaborative respong€hild Abuse &
Neglect”2000, vol.24, no.2, pp.185-194; K. Kendgdlekett , T.Lyon G. Talaferro , L. Littréwyhy child
maltreatment researchers schould include childrefissbility status in their maltreatment studi&Shild
Abuse and Neglect” 2005,vol. 29, no 2, pp.147-15Kelly, The connections between disability and child
abuse: a review of the research evidefchild Abuse Review” 1992, vol. 1, pp. 157-168pdrsonally
attempted at demonstrating harmfulness of variousg of child abuse, and presenting the rangesof i
consequences, including development of childrdisabilities, in other publications e.giktualne ugcia
problemu krzywdzenia dzieci — perspektywatowa,,Kwartalnik Pedagogiczny” 2007, no.2 pp.7-28;
Negatywne déwiadczenia dzieece a zdrowigChowanna” 2007 (in press), addniedbywanie dzieci w
rodzinie- znaczenie zjawiska i zasady interwencjiwetle wspotczesnej wied2Wychowanie Na Co Dzi&
2007, nr 9.

2 | have studied the contents of two prestigiotsrimational journals focusing on the issue of child
abuse, i.e. ,Child Abuse and Neglect. The Inteomal Journal” and ,Child Abuse Review”, and sontleeo
available sources, e.g. “Journal of DisabilityiPylStudies”.



B« Child abuse as a set of parent's behaviours anthtgihs determined by
parents’ disabilities
Very few studies investigating disability aetild abuse within the family have been
recorded in Polish literature. The overview of Bloliiterature, which | conducted, on the
basis of a few sourc&gevealed that there are rather few publicatiohimtackle the issuk.
Taking into account the fact that the above meetioarea is a virgin territory in Polish
literature, the main goal of this paper is to usdere the need for expanding research into the
mentioned subject, identifying areas and directioinisvestigation. Another important aim of
the paper is to spur interest in the problem omtré of Polish researchers.
Just in order to show Polish researchers some tppties in developing studies of
the subject, the more thorough overview of wortdréture has been done, which has helped
to specify the coralirectionsof the research on the connection between childealand

disability:

Incidence of the phenomenon among the population of children with disabilities.

This direction dominates the empirical studies Whace being conducted. The main subject
of these, although not all, examinations is esshbig to what extent disability determines the
increased risk of child abuse. This area of re$ehas been particularly popular in the United
States, where 22 extensive research projects, ifacos the range of abuse of children with

disabilities, have been undertaken since 1092 the same time it should be noticed that due

3 The sources on which | based my studies incltidebibliographic references in an internet portal

developed by (Nobody’s Children Foundation, theteots of ,Dziecko Krzywdzone”/Child Abuse/ and
,Niebieska Linia”, /Blue Line/ the most representatof the journal dealing with the problem of chdbuse;

and other educational periodicals, monographiccartiéctive publications.

4 The mentioned publications include e.g. : D. Majowicz,Problemy wykorzystywania seksualnego
dzieci i mlodzigy z updledzeniem umystowyrtProblemy Rodzinne" 1995, no. 6; D.Mejnartowi€ztym s¢
moéwi - problem wykorzystywania seksualnego osdingadzeniem umystowyrtBardziej Kochani"1999 no. 3;
J.Matkowicz, Przemoc wobec dziecka w rodzirlieroblemy Opiekiczo-Wychowawcze" 2004, no. 5, J.
Mackowicz, Nauczyciele wobec problemu dziecka krzywdzonegmmnie: komunikat z bada"Nowa
Szkota"2005, no. 8, E. PisulaRodzice a niepethosprawne dzieckdiebieska Linia” 2003, no. 4 (27),
K.Kubiak, Niepetnosprawn@’ to Zzrédto przemocy czy sityZ?Niebieska Linia” 2003, no. 4 (27Qchrona dzieci
niepetnosprawnych w Wielkiej BrytanjNiebieska Linia” 2003, no. 4 (27), A. Stga, Przemoc wobec 0s6b
niepetnosprawnych,Niebieska Linia” 2003, no. 4 (27). | can alsanqtaut a few other publications dealing
with the issue, such & oblemy zaniedbywania, maltretowania i wykorzystya seksualnego dzieci
niepetnosprawnychy Lew-Starowicz D, Lew Starowicz Z., (irProfilaktyka zespotu maltretowanego dziecka
ed. J.Kordackiego, £&d1994. Certain references to Polish research ahbfications related to sexuality issues
for youth with disabilities are presented by Darand Zbigniew Lew-Starowicz (...op.cit.). Thesealso a
recent, completely new- “still warm”- topical atécby Anna Piekarska, entitledrzywdzenie dziecka z
zaburzeniami rozwojowymi. Przedlzagadnig teoretyczno-badawczych oraz zastosowanie taksonomi
krzywdzenia dzieckaublished in the periodical ,Dziecko Krzywdzone"®Q no.2 (19).

° The examples are the projects in the USA, unkentdy Sulivan and Knutson. Cf. P.M. Sullivan,.J.F
Knutson J.F. (1998)The association between child maltreatment an dbdises in a hospital-based
epidemiological study,Child Abuse and Neglect”, vol. 22, no. 4, pp.12288; P.M.Sullivan & J.F. Knutson,



to encountered methodological difficulties, and tmaracter of the statistics and collected
data, on which research has been grounded, itffisulli to measure the real incidence of
child abus& Hence some researchers opt for a retrospectively,sthe strategy which
involves examining adults with disabilities, andkog back into their childhood, analyzing
their child maltreatment experiences and thus gitexy to measure the real incidence of the

phenomenoh

Characteristics of disabled children as victims of abuse.

The examples of research investigation in the areade a study into gender differences in
abused children with disabilities, conducted by ligah and Knutson (1998); a study
exploring the gender influence on forms and incigeaf maltreatment among children with
disabilities, by comparison with children withousabilities, carried out by Sobsey, Randall
and Parrill (1997); or examinations aimed at edtiimgathe child’s peak age of vulnerability
to abuse, and describing the influence of racehenphenomenon of abuse among children
with disabilitie§. Many researchers maintain that another factochvpiaces children with

disabilities at risk for abuse is the fact thatythrery often lack knowledge and understanding

Maltreatment and disabilities: a population-basqudemiological study, Child Abuse & Neglect’2000, Vol.
24, no. 10, pp. 1257-1273 (1998 and 2000). Thestemiological (comparative) studies were carried io
Nebraska, and they revealed the fact that childiéimdisabilities are maltreated by their parentstdnes more
often than children without disabilities. The castedy of child abuse reported to CPS (Child Pratect
Cervices), conducted by Westat Inc determiriedt, overall, the estimated incidence of maltreattramong
childrenwith disabilities was 1.7 times greater than thénested incidencén children without disabilities. Cf.
Westat, Inc. (1993 report on the maltreatment of children with digiéies. Washington, DC: National Center
on Child Abuse and Neglectyww.nccan.calib.com. There is also other nationwide comparative ystud
conducted in the USA in 1993, which reveals the faat the rate of abuse among children with digsds is
1.7 times higher than among children without ditéds (Crosse, S.B., Kaye, E. & Ratnofsky, A.C.dih A
report on the maltreatment of children with dis@hgk. Washington, D.C.: National Center on Child Abasel
Neglect, DHHS; S.L.Elvik , C.D.Berkowitz., E.Nictad J. Lindley Lipman , S.H. InkelisSexual abuse in the
developmentally disabled: Dilemmas of diagnos@hild Abuse & Neglect” 1990, Vol. 14, no. 4, pp.74502.
The studies conducted by Crosse and other researatdicated that 21.3 out of 1000 children witho
disabilities were maltreated by their parents ewergr, whereas in the group of children with dikabs, 35.5
out of 1000 children suffered from maltreatment.

6 L.M. Mitchell, A. Buchele-Ash Abuse and neglect of individuals with disabilityuiling protective
supports through public poli¢cyJournal of Disability Policy Studies”2000, vdl0, no 2, pp. 225-243

! R.L. Wald , J.F.Knutson Childhood disciplinary experiences reported by &slulith craniofacial

anomalie,,Child Abuse & Neglect” 2000, Vol. 24, no.12, g}623-1627; M.H. Kvam s sexual abuse of
children with disabilities disclosed? A retrospeetianalysis of child disability and the likelihoofisexual
abuse among those attending Norwegian hospit@lkild Abuse & Neglect’2000, Vol. 24, no. 8, {073-
1084; W.R. Lindsay, J. Law, K. Quinn, N. Smart @#i.W. Smith, A comparison of physical and sexual
abuse: histories of sexual and non-sexual offendétsintellectual disability, Child Abuse &
Neglect”2001, Vol. 25, no. 7, pp. 989-995.

8 Crosse et al....op.cit., Sulivan and Knutson 89%p.cit., Sullivan and Knutson (2000)...op;dit.
Sobsey , W. Randall , R.K.Parril&ender differences in abused children with and euitidisabilities Child
Abuse & Neglect’1997, Vol. 21, no. 8, pp. 707-720Icott 1997 quoted after: The risk and preventibn
maltreatment of children with disabilitiesww.childwelfare.gov/pubs/prevenres/foc(®3.08.07).




concerning discerning improper and indecent behmviowards them as abuse. It happens
that even if they recognize their parents’ wrondgéwor, they might not try to defend
themselves against them, for the fear of losingy tharents’ favour and affection. The self-
defense is very often impossible due to degree kind of child’s disability. Other
researchers, such as Hobbs et al. (1993), Sch87(X® Sinanson (1993), emphasize that
certain characteristics which children with disgiei$ display, can contribute to increased risk
factors related to their abuse. They include thadshcommunication problems; motor
impairment; partial or complete social isolatiomcreased psychological and physical
dependence on parents; specially developed needfémtion and acceptance; intensification
of behavioural disorders, difficult to accept iretlBocial environment, and coming as a
consequence of suffering from disability; hindeneerception and evaluation of various

situations they face and behaviours they encotfnter

Abuserisk factorsfor children with disabilities.

As a result of examination, many factors relatedfamily, welfare system and societal
variables have been found responsible for the as@@ abuse risk among children with
disabilities™. In general, the usual abuse risk factors areimainy way different from the
ones related to a general population of childreoweler, some of the factors apply
particularly to children with disabilities; in thisase they operate more intensivélyor
instance according to Burrell et al.(1994), sucttdies as stress, family financial resources
and societal support, are particularly significdeterminants of abuse risk among children
with disabilities. Benedict et al. (1992) obserntbd phenomenon of negative perception of
stress situations in the families with disabledldien which have been reported to the
services because of abuse. A considerable numbeesefarchers cling to the view that

disability itself causes increased stress in alfdrmiThere is though a group of people who

° Wolcott (1997) following: The risk.and...op.c8; Bennett., N.J.Baladeria@hildren with disabilities
and child maltreatment The Link” 2005, vol.14, no. 2

10 Quoted after A. Piekarska...op.cit

1 Cf. Burrell et al. 1994; Mitchell and Buchelled\s.op.cit.; Sobsey ...op.cit.; M.A. Steiberg,
J.R.Hylton, Respondintp maltreatment of children with disabilities: rainer’'s guide.Wheeler Ed. Portland
1998, Oregon Institute on Disability and Developmen

12 Bennett and Baladerian...op.cit.

13 e.g. Outstread 1974 quoting after Lew-StarowiczLIBw-Starowicz Z., (1994Rroblemy
zaniedbywania maltretowania i wykorzystywania sek®go dzieci niepetnosprawnydim:) Profilaktyka
zespotu maltretowaneged. J.Kordackiego, £&d1994; S.Rogow, J. HasBhe person within; Preventing abuse
of children and young people with disabiliti®#ancouver 1999, BC; British Columbia Institute At Family
Violence; D. Jones., D.M.Peterson, P.F.GoldbergGdidberg and J.SmithRisky situations: vulnerable
children.Minneapolis 1995, MN, PACER Center, Inc; A.M.Tomis€hild maltreatment and disabilitylssues
in Child Abuse Prevention”1996,no. 7, pp.1-11; Gdnnell, N.Bergeron, K.H.Katz , L. Saunders., Jaégner



claim that it is not so much the stress causedheychild’s disability as lack of societal
support and appropriate financial means, necedsanyeet the disabled children’s specific
needs, that is of importance h¥reThe studies conducted by Sobsey (1994) and Wolcot
(1997) demonstrate that there are also other astofs, such as negative social attitudes and

beliefs towards disability.

Characteristics of parentsand families abusing children with disabilities

The research in the given area concentrated mainmlydentifying which family members
abuse their disabled children most often. The examgn be the examinations carried out by
Sobsey (1994), Crosse et al. (n.d.), or Sullivad Enutson (2000), which explicitly prove
that mothers are the most frequent abusers. Anpéroeis sexual abuse of disabled children
within the family. In this case the most commonetygf perpetrator was a man. As far as
other features of parents and families are conder8ebsey (1994) and Wolcott (1997) in
their studies point to parents’ addiction problemEie examinations conducted by Sobsey
(1994), Sullivan and Cork (1996), Jones et al. §)9and those carried out by Bennet and
Baladerin 2005, reveal that there are also othetufes of parents perpetrating abuse, which
are significant factors in the abuse of childrenthwdisabilities They include parents’
childhood abuse experiences, low impulse controgr @bility to cope with problems, low
level of psychological competence, low self-estesard their own disabilities. The research
projects undertaken by Rycuss and Hughes (1998)bgrBurelli et al.(1994) show that the
risk of maltreatment in children with disabilitiesay be higher if parents view their child as
“different”, unlike, or worse than any other chilahd if they “mourn” the loss of a “normal”
child, or if they see the disability as an embamasnt or perceived punishmént

Types of disability and forms of child abuse and neglect.

Among examples of studies aimed at exploring tHaticamship between the type of child
abuse and type of disability, one can point tordsearch conducted by Knutson et al. (2004),
into the differences between disciplinary choicésnothers of profoundly deaf children and
mothers of normally hearing children. One shoukbainention the studies undertaken by

Sullivan and Knutson (2000), or those conductedCogsse et al. (n.d.), in which their

Tebes Re-referral to child protecitve services: The iefhce of child, family, and case characteristicgisk
status ,,Child Abuse and Neglect” 2007, vol 31, no 5, pj@3-588.

14 Sobsey ....op.cit.; M.A. Steiberg and Hyltorop.cit.; Tomison ....op.cit

15 .S. Rycus, and R.C.Hughes:ield guide to child welfaré/olume 1lI: Child development and child
welfare Washington, D.C 1998.: Child Welfare League ofeXiwa; Burell et al....op.cit



authors, on the one hand side, made an attemgetuifiy the type of abuse most frequently
experienced by children with disabilities, not takiinto account the type of disability (the
fact worth notifying is that the findings from theo studies were not consistent with one
another}®. However, when examining the impact of disabiliggpe on child abuse, the
findings of the investigations quoted above were gshme results. They indicated that of all
types of disabilities, emotional and behaviouradiers showed the highest prevalence rate
of abusé’. Both of these studies found that the disabilitidich place children at greater risk
of abuse include speech/language impairments, mem@ardation, physical health
impairments, and learning disabilittésThey even estimated the risk of the particulamfof
maltreatment in relation to the type of disabffttyFuthermore, some studies suggest that the
risk of maltreatment for children with disabilitiean be determined by severity of disability.
For instance, it has been revealed in the studeslucted by Benedict et al. (1990) that
children with mild disability may be at greaterkrigr maltreatment than those with more
severe disability, since parents, as the reseaahglain it, have some expectations of their
children, who are not able to meet tHém

Specific character of aid provided for families maltreating children with disabilities, or
approaching the casesinvolving disabled parentswho abusetheir children
Domestic violence against children with disabifitiposes a problem which is particularly

difficult to deal with and prevefit In this area numerous barriers have been poioted

16 Crosse et al. (op.cit.), for example, found thatmost common form of maltreatment which children

with disabilities experience is emotional abuséiofeed by physical abuse, sexual abuse, and ne@etltvan
and Knutson (2000 op. cit.), however, estimatefbdsht likelihood of maltreatment of children wisabilities,
regarding emotional abuse as the most likely fdotlpwed by neglect, physical abuse, and considesexual
abuse to be the least likely form of maltreatm&hkir previous study of child abuse recorded byphak in
Nebraska revealed that the most common form ofeafarschildren with disabilities was neglect. Howepit
was found that more than half of those childrenegigmced various forms of maltreatment. (Sullivad a
Knutson 1998...op.cit.).

o The studies quoted above examined the followjpgs of disability: mental retardation,
speech/language impairments, emotional disturbdeaming disabilities, physical Heath impairmeatsd
hearing and visual impairments

18 cf. Bennett and Baladerian ....op.cit.

19 The researchers found that children with behawiadisorders are 7 times more likely to be negléct
and physically abused, and 5.5 times more likelyasexually abused than are children with othealities.
Whereas mentally retarded children are 4 times nikeby to experience all forms of maltreatmentritae
children without disabilities. The risk of all typef maltreatment for children with orthopedic desbs and
learning disabilities is ,only” 2 times higher wheampared with children without disabilities. ctil8/an and
Knutson (2000)...0p.cit..

2 Benedict et al. (1990)...op.cit.

A G.Olivan-GonzalvoChildhood, disability and violence. Empowering ditity organisations to
develop prevention strategieZ004. Book review, ,,Child Abuse and Neglect” 2006I1. 29, no. 3 pp. 294;



which hinder approaching the cases, and decreaseftectiveness of provided &fd The
main obstacle is the restricted possibility to graae the features of maltreatment in children
with disabilities. It results from such factors &mited possibility to identify and assess the
symptoms of maltreatment, which very often resemb&havioural patterns and the
characteristics related to disability; communicatiproblems of disabled children, which
require using specific communication methods, amdekample “interrogating” the child; or
disability in general, which makes communicatiaelt impossible. The list mentioned above
should also include two other determinants sucld@sinance of medical approach with
regard to both the society’'s and professionalsérggt in disabled children, and to the
character of provided help; and generally limitedess to the population of children with
disabilities>.

The barriers encountered in the process of progidspecial aid, in the cases under
examination, arise also as a consequence of lowetance in the specific character of the
particular disability type, which is displayed biet services protecting children from
maltreatment. Bennet and Baladerin (2005), and Kikiidckett et al. (2005) demonstrate in
their studies that difficulties in finding a backuwgaregiver for a disabled child might
considerably restrict the professional’s possiilib recognize the problem of child
maltreatment within the family. There is also r@skaevidence which proves that children
with developmental difficulties and physical heatlisabilities are placed at higher risk for

maltreatment recu rren@é’s

Parentswith disabilities and child maltreatment.

Studies concerning the issue of disabled parentsatbluse children (children in general) are
definitely less common than the research examinivg risk of abuse for children with
disabilities. Empirical studies of the topic focosinly on estimating the risk of child
maltreatment (violence and neglect) perpetrategdrents with disabilities. For instance the
studies conducted by Llevellyn et al. (2003) aimédheasuring the incidence of child abuse

E.B.Lightfoot , T.L. LaLiberteApproaches to child protection case managementdsus involving people with
disabilities ,,Child Abuse and Neglect”2006, vol. 30, no. 4, ff1-391
2 Bennett and Baladrian ....op.cit.; Kendall-Tatket al.,....op.cit
z cf. A.H. Parmelee, J. Howard, L.Beckwitinfant mental health and biological risk
,Child Abuse & Neglect’1984, Vol. 8, no. 2, pp. 2226; Elvik et al...op.cit.; Benedict et al., p.oit.;
Kvam...,op.cit. Parmelee A.H., Howard J. and Bethwi...op.cit.; A.C. Cederborg, M.E.Lamidpw does the
legal system respond when children with learnirfjadilties are victimizedChild Abuse &
Neglect”2006, Vol. 30, no. 5, pp. 537-547.

cf. Connell et al...op.cit.; D.DePanfilis, S.Jrdvn ,Predicting child maltreatment recurrences during
treatment ,Child Abuse & Neglect’1999, Vol. 23, nr 8, pR29-743.



perpetrated by parents with disabilities, which baen reported to child protective services
in Australia. Seagull and Scheurer (1986) investigan their research the phenomenon of
child abuse by parents with intellectual disataiti Other examples are the studies conducted
by Bishop (2003) or Llewellyn et al. (2003). Lingset al. (2001) examined the most
dominating form of abuse experienced in childhogd ibtellectually impaired parents, who
abuse their children. There is also research exygidhe possibilities for providing effective
help for disabled parents who abuse their childfére examples are American studies carried
out by Nam, Meezan and Danzinger (2006), investigahvolvement of parents who abuse
their children, with child protective services; aaxhamining the intellectual level and learning

abilities of mothers, as a determinant of the imgoient>.

Consequences of abuse among children with disabilities.

Researchers tried to find an answer whether chilavith disabilities suffer more negative
consequences of abuse than their non-disabled epants. Sullivan and Knutson (2000)
conducted research into the effects of maltreatmard neglect on children’s school
performance and attendance, comparing disablednanedisabled children. The findings
showed that the effects were worse in the groupchlufdren with disabilities. Some
researchers, e.g. Cruze et al. (1988), provedein situdies that the impact of maltreatment (in
this case, it was the impact of sexual abuse whigs under the examination), was more

devastating on disabled than non-disabled chifdren

Development of disabilities asa result of child maltreatment.
The research question framed within this areaai® the children experiencing maltreatment
(violence and neglect) placed at increased riskdisability? The studies showed that 58 %

of children, who had been victims of abuse in tHamilies, consequently displayed the

» cf. G.Llewellyn., D.McConnell and L.FerronatoglRalenceand outcomes for parents with disabilities

and their children in an Australian court samp|€hild Abuse & Neglect’2003, Vol. 27, no. 3, @#85-251;
E.A.W.Seagull, S.L. Schreuedeglected and abused children of mentally retanoients,,Child Abuse and
Neglect”’1986, vol. 10, no. 4, pp.493-500; S.J.BsHearentwvith disabilities involved in dependency cases
» Child Abuse & Neglect’2003, Vol. 27, no. 3, pp.32334; W.R. Lindsay, J.Law., K. Quinn., N. Smartlan
A.H.W. Smith, Acomparison of physical and sexual abuse: histasfesexual and non-sexual offenders with
intellectual disability, ,Child Abuse & Neglect” 2001, Vol. 25, no. 7, pp.99895; Y.Nam, W. Meezan,
S.K.DanzingerWelfare recipients’ involvement with child proteetiservices after welfare reforpChild
Abuse and Neglect”2006, vol 30, no. 11, pp.11816120

V.K.Cruz, D.Price-Williams, and L.Andron, Developnially disabled women who

were molested as childrgnSocial Casework: The Journal of Contemporargi&dNork’1998, 69, pp.
411-419.



symptoms of mental retardatfdn Other researchers, such as Sandgrund (1974) mletEp
(1977) also concluded that the effect of abuse reeglect was mental retardatfénMany
research studies investigate the contribution gfew of young children to the development

of their intellectual disabilitie®’.

Conclusion

Summing up, it can be emphasized that the reséatickhe relationship between the
phenomenon of child abuse and disability shouléxymanded and intensified by polish
researchers, especially in with regard to its r@@othe country’s literature. It should be
underscored that the studies are of direct impogdor the improvement of the range and
character of intervention and help provided foatled children who are victims of abuse in

their families.

27
28
29

Chotiner and Legh (1976) quoting after Lew-Staoaw..op.cit.

quoting after Lew-Starowicz and Lew Starowicop.cit.

| suggest a paper on this issue cf. E. Ja@mziedbywanie dzieci w rodzinie — znaczenie zjaniisk
zasady interwencji Wwietle wspoiczesnej wiedzyVychowanie na co dzig 2007, no. 9.
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