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Abstract

The research titled “A Synthesis of Research in Social Work in Criminal Justice”
has it's objective to synthesize status of knowledge in social work in criminal justice. This
research synthesized 298 graduate theses relating to the topic, submitted to the faculty
of social administration, Thammasat University, during BE. 2529 to BE. 2549. By using

keywords “social welfare”, “social work”, “social service”, “aid” to select the sampling
which were included 63 theses. The research design was a qualitative one using
Deborah L. Finfgeld’s model analyzing meta theory, meta method and meta data
analysis.

It was found that Maslow’s hierarchical theory of motivation, psychoanalytic and
adaptation theory were used most to frame the studies, as well as approaches of
assistance parolee, human right protection and interdisciplinary approaches, concerned
criminal justice, the rights of the child and child abuse, social structure and control
theory. For research methodology, it was found that there were both quantitative
research and qualitative one. However, most studies were survey ones (84.1 percent)
using the questionnaires (Likert's rating scale) as research tool. For qualitative research,
participant observation, informal interview, in-depth interview and analytic induction
were used. For meta data analysis, it was found that researchers followed through their
research design and methods accurately. Status of knowledge in social work in criminal
justice was found to be still due to replication of the conceptual framework and research
methodology.

Suggestions for conducting further studies included :

1. Building new knowledge from social work practice in criminal justice by
experimental research which must pay attention to ethics due to rigid power structure
with those sampling in criminal justice institutions.

2. Further synthesis of research in social work in criminal justice should include

other forms of studies and should expand more keywords in criminal justice.



3. According to code of ethics, the qualification of the researcher who should
conduct a synthesis of knowledge should be knowledgeable both theories and research

methodologies.



