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S7kske] Ao Hfﬂ TEAES 4 Hel $3E =RE)
7] fl4ll =2 18 9 A Rslel st Bxr)vie] F53)
ARGl Zst ﬁLE Hol= Aoz FAHTHHAAZ,
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2006; 719, 2009; Mondak, 2000). o] %Aﬂoi
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QAR BETE A AZ AT o Do BE

o] 72 B 9l o] 29 58 AFstust golnt.
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o
2004). Purer(2000)= 445 72lo] 49] AukA el =
Holup 17 Bz of 7k} 28 5P Al #ste] 7=
oA e} 7)ol ekal g olshaA] o &, 7H, Q1A <k
T A5 78 54o] BT e ks et
11 F8F ) Renwick, Brown¥} Raphael (1994) 2 %+
o lof| th st B 33-8he] kel st Aol A, kel Ao]
7 Abgro] AFAle] ahell A Fasttta Aztshs ofH 7hs

96 KSOT Vol. 20, No. 1, 2012

tHWHO, 2001). Rx3 ek 534S A st &
o FelHes £9u] A3t o7k 25
7Ho & e RS 52 &E}. ol#]
< D gdE /\}ﬁl
71e S48 35 £ ¥ 4 Atk (Ohnabe, 2006).
HEF A A ’“*Ol‘)r E%il}iﬂ gt oo s A
A9 skl Aol ofn 9= 4
9} Smith(2005) & ®.2717] 3
Q1Y) A7 a5 3, AoEsi, é%ﬂ AL FFEUES
B skginh o] A= BE7]7]9 Aol AAY)E
st dage] 594 SUkel BAARE AlelA 4
W Sl thekst G n|FIths 2ls vt 3
ol AFE A= AR 7F BET)7]E o GA A=
T8 gAlstar 9lom o] YL 7 I
2 A7E = .40t (Yair, 2009).
whebA Hzgsto] Aofqle] ko] Aef vAl= 4
A-etaal & v ARgARe] W= of ARgARe] A o]
2% gRlo® yEEofof gt} NI (satisfaction)
are] Aol T3k dolm 54 g oy A A
o A4 Uehbs 271719 AH-adE vEs By
Shaju| o] gk WA E8el= golo|th Hx7]]
= Fofjele] ato] A& FAAOR 743tE ¢ o}
(Davies, DeSouza, & Frank, 2003; Fuhrer, Jutai,
Scherer, & DeRuyter, 2003; Scherer, 1996), W& X%
717] ARgol ARGAl A FAA A E kAU 9l
Aoz Aol Hol 49 A FAE op|E F A
(Giltlin, Luborsky, & Schemm, 1998; Wilson, 2005). &.
Z3 8ol Zof|Ql ARgALel Al A7 a57t, ApotEEat
AHAT AL FT) o ek WS AR S o whet v
=) g Adntel] A4 S 7 e AE-S F6= I
EA 4ds] B ol thH A oln o5 Aot} (Jutal,
1999; Jutai & Day, 2002). RZ71719 AF¢A3E =74
she ASE2 diAl olgst 45 w21 lth(Fuhrer
et al., 2003; Jutai, Fuhrer, Demers, Scherer, &
DeRuyter, 2005).
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(need—based model), B339 HA| =2 4l 217k
g% Hx¥d 9 (Human Activity Assistive
Technology model; HAAT) 183 HZ 3-8k th3t A}
|21 feld #Ael ol7k—F3 )2 2 (Matching
Person and Technology; MPT) ¢t} H338h nale &

ofe) AbEl el §7-F4 wdzo] gk e A
A FAl% BT gl BE 2AE 9 2200 @
olalg FAe] glal A%H o WAL UrkDe

Jonge, Scherer, & Rodger, 2007; Lenker & Paquet,
2003).
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J3} A4 Fojst b

A S 22
Ao 72 Fgl7ole thah oy Ho] A gt} (De
Jonge et al.,, 2007).

A& 22 o] A} (outcome) = AR A 3
3 ERIsh SAprE ARbA 71E]1 o] Al BT
Hrel A H& HAT S5 A PEA o FHA
Tt (Law et al, 1998). A& B2 HEyoh AL 2
o] oI5 S48k tha ol % 3ol 9

OH F—.~ O—Lt
o
_|>4
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N
=~

ol
o

o = [ oS {1

10
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5 S0 A B2 ofe] BAER] B2
71 g AR FEE BT B0 1T R

o]t} (De Jonge et al., 2007). Ao A} S W
o] AR2-%]+= Functional Independence Measure (FIM) 2]
7% (Stineman et al,, 1996), A=Y £l 740 =
Folu ®x717] flo] A-sk Az el HAE Tk
Abgite] HS58 Qo BER WEI7|E AHeke ol
N AREAR= o Aol Sd =114 Vsree 4
sl 23 d3E @A Pk (Cook & Polgar, 2002,
2008).

2) 231-= 4 2Hl(heed—based model)

Aololo] Aoiatgoe] FRe AYFES F7] 91
9]} A ABEE wE TN A A

ABlekE AR weto 2 o] B3t 71E ulelR $7
oW e AR A2 i) Mz s 2

e

o
o}

I )= L=ife}
RHEFE A7

MEE BZ7]7]9] %ZJ, Exbet /\131 AA L DL
°ﬂ A3t W s EFME ol et SEES T
= SlofA H%" zdo] §HAE A8 H 3, vk
p_}_% Aol whZ A A S-S BFc A2 B
a8 T ] o]2%tt(De Jonge et al, 2007). B%
8 A7t BE7)7] AEnds hdehs Rdls
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Mastel o o] 2 st I3 RE7)7| & A8sh= AA A
Q1 P& Nt 7 DAIE AAS] HEFOEH ek
3 R FIMU| A MU A A Fshs AE7FE T35t
A tH(Bain & Leger, 1997; Nochajski, Oddo, & Beaver,
1999; Sprigle & Abdelhamied, 1998). 7—-%4 2&
S AFE AT A BRE A1 glor A8 E
5o Folslr| & fha 7P st QY] &4 &
A 87 oA st 52 g1l 7iQle] A%
3 7163 Sxy 875 A4s] 39 #h(Sprige &
Abdelhamied, 1998). & E°1, A4S F3A7171 §
3 223 e Ak & 873 EAS: BHES
Z338t1 &30l TAE AT F U= $EA 24 F
< &t} (Bain & Leger, 1997). o] 222 Zj1 s
TAZARJ &35 gjeter| 9 ZoldlS "dgagel
o3t=E A3} (Nochajski et al., 1999; Sprigle &
Abdelhamied, 1998). 2238 AE7I=2 &334, 7]
TTE 54 9 #ES T ARAL] AA 34T 5
& 7t o] AL UAtA 0 2 Ai]lo] AAF &9
23E FL715E A BA-E IS A
3t 7i1e] A, M 2 AA 7159 S R
322 1t} (Bain & Leger, 1997; Sprigle & Abdelhamied,
1998).

£7-F4] B2 ARAZ A A BZF M| A
g2 AAAR E2 AlF gt Baindt Leger (1997) =
BEFAu| A 32 AAAR E2H BEF A A
9HAIE AAIBISATE o] QA= WA FA €] 11, AR}
o] 59 F3l, o] & 7Vsd 1275 I, dAs} v

Assistive
Technology

Human

o 373 ], AHgAke} B27)7) 7k¢) QIE|sjo| A 7},
AR MuA Edo] o3 B27)7]) A8 AFgAl] A BE
71719] A3 Aol gt 2§ AA], F7t 349 715
2 BE BZFE AAS] F712 1 A 7ol

£3-F4 B0 AAH L REF ALEAA
AAH o2 AN &75 XA 735 AT, AN
A7} An2 BRE AAsto] AA Mu|A 3 S o] 8o
V% B} S RE REFE A/ AR - A
& Agsidets 1 7ked B7h} FA A AREAe
A FEAE FoishA] 28 A% v S 5 Qirk. A
B0, FRRAE Sk BT AAelM neye A
7k AHAY] AR S F8 &9 A9 o
Ak 3471 A2 4 Qlck. b R27]719] v] 8-
&7 SUE st A48k Aok sk B B
233 AR/ A AHAE A S 5 Qe B2
7] B2& vlg 2R E k. Rz AR AR
28] A8 AAFE L AZAYD FAE AHA-FA
A9 AgeQlo] Ak £7-F4 Zhe ForT} AL
27219 £7AH SACAE FI A, AT BE
71719] EE4E& NEA Frlete] REFE FAF AN
28] ExE drig FFA7 =7k #A A FAEHE
2l 3t} (De Jonge et al., 2007).

3) o7t &5 2X st 2EI(Human Activity Assistive
Technology model; HAAT)

Q7F 5 RZFSHHAAT) EELS ApAlo] Fojsia

AL 53 50] dojvh= B3-S AT EH Al

Activity

Context

O3 1. QIZH &E 2 RZEHHAAT) 22 (Cook & Polgar, 2008)
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F}H(Cook & Hussy, 2002). Cook®} Hussy (2002)
= Bailey (1989) 7} Albet 2334 Q17173 R dllo] o] &

;H 7]H S F1 JE]—H%_AG} oﬂdoﬂ/\i E]_Z_LQ‘}—E I;]X]-?_]_g]-
T AgEey o] HER o] mulS sl
HAAT 242 <17k human), % (activity), X
2] o] Al 714 2] B3 2 47 EA5H= W2 (context)
47 8 A TAH Jlow ZF A A A Al
2B oA a3 @47 S s (1™ 1), o] ]

ZEe L

Qae 747 S AE E86ka ik WA At A4
524, XA W AYAA AA7F YxHoglon, EF
Q4 A7EE, A 9 o7t BREEE Qas Qg
&3 Qo] A, A A, S5 FHAA| 9 3w
A7) Qo mpxjuko 7 weke a4 Abg] s} 4l
Am7t AT B2y txel, AE, A8 37},

R1191 A1 5L A1) 9 R S0 97 9
.]

Etﬂ—o .L]/’\
.

1} (Cook & Polgar, 2008). &5 B 238
ZHbA ¢l E-3o]u] Canadian Model of Occupational
Therapy (CMOT) ol e} A 3Lds, o 2 B4 &
& 1831 mo] W of7te) Al 74| PR YE
AUTHCAOT, 2002). &5 HAZ F 4 /‘ﬂ—“?:@r%ﬂr. Sl
S WA e s8s 7 d-e 3AlE Srde
4 7iQlo] B9l 754 AiE }‘]'EO]'E Fig=g
CMOT= QIzFe] 582 =84, AA4, 4414 Al
7 Wdstergith. Bagshe] o] ARl Abg-at

of Al 74A]

=
A9 Q1G] 58S olsfiet=d vl T &
THCook & Hussy, 2002).

BE71719] A8} Brbe ARAE 28 52 59
AIA o whet dgs] gebd 5 Qlvk 4?‘9451 AF"LXH
AREAES BAsAY mf T2 At d
ZH AFAPL SEE AR wRey] 9 GaA
"ol tH(Cook & Polgar, 2008). ICFellA] 7¢z=3tar

H o

Q
Al
2}1

Ol
Bk

ol AFe EAlelA S 2 EAE desle) o)
2 = —’Fﬁga% &8 TiQle] Bz
& d4ste=
3], Fo ugeyrollas(1997) 7fel
117} %2l (normality) ol et 914]
A AA T o] gt o] frE HE¥
8k Abgo] AFRl A HRlolut & e o QIO EE A}
S 7HQ1E] AFS A g ol gl o] sl 7F FSlE T F 8.8t
tH(Cook & Hussy, 2002). HAAT R&-& B ZF8kAjn]
2 A7 ANR1E Ts 3 &5 Q1A S EE A9 o]
I AAEZH A2HE A Fe(Lenker & Paquet,
2003). Rx238t A&7k AHEARY] <& (life roles) 3} O—C]
2, 7k A7 EsS £33 2k (occupation) &
7Fgeh ARAL TR A7k, Agstal, Eseke ”‘3
EA P25 AP Ao HEysh A|AHle| Fojsh
7%, 5, AEe Ad s /i10RE IhFeit) ueh
A BREF 8 A
+9AFo]tHCook & Hussy, 2002).
o] HEle K2 A AE7bt BEgshat A
Ay, G, 28)a =8 - AR - ek 8 7
AE WG RA HA O 23HE olF T %E% =ik
T AR A Al g 2Fe] ek ARG F
I BHEI7IE AEEEs w5 dolth "W]/\Zﬂl*ﬂb
Au 2 ol SAlehs AREAR 9 FEARE Ol A A
A3 AEE At 2 AT De Jonge et
al, 2007). ICF9] Zeli7idat dAat= o] e 4
O A FHo A&e 2HE Ya = A7t

¢

)
= A~ T« a= HHZH
spel, golle] Fofel Tk el 29 T £3L Aol
U AEe SHoE | Bt AFEAL HAyd g

1 37 74 Fx31= os)sttt(De Jonge et al., 2007).
HAAT E=le]l 94743 3 H7bev da574 ol
ke A] ek9ko1t, Cook#} Polgar (2008) &= HAA
Qo] theFdt 945 A3 vy] flel MPT 22} 7
vt} 243 =4 (Canadian Occupation Performance
Measurement; COPM) & F338}3{th (Law et al,, 1998).

3 W2 s AR A3E Frkeby] 9l 58] s
H SAETE A 20, AW BEEst AR S

R

T e

3 7} (Qubec User Evaluation Satisfaction with
Technology; QUEST) (Demer, Weiss—Lambrou, & Ska,
1996) 9} Bx7]7] AgArkel A 9k 2% (Psychosocial

KSOT Vol. 20, No. 1, 2012 99



Impact of Assistive Devices Scale; PIADS) 52 933}
1 tH(Day & Jutai, 1996).

4) Q1Zt—-2s o 8 2 (Matching Person and
Technology; MPT)

(1) thE (people)dilM 7HQ! (person) a2 2 2Tt
0| 3}

20471 AFEE A B9 iF o sk diF
o] &5 dadted gAS T Y dFE T
ks MAeAlE AS #EE FA itk 2P %
AR 87 A5 E 18 FEAZ P diF2
o2 AFS kAl BRE F2 Aot Ao 9
A%, & 7 f3o] b AltelAl A g0 oH 23
OE A9t R271717F Jidets Zeli]l AR A
g3 Qe F50] thFahA] gkt (Scherer, 2005b).

21417] B0, o)A 3} D] REFAMN| A e} F
WA TEEH T AR A%, A 3 HEE RIS
o] F A3 o] AFP e}, REF AN 27 A
9] &7 S D= 4] 7hesH HAoh 74 A
19 EstE &5 FEAZA 7 AT A7} &
B Zolh(2¥ 2). Bl AlE|F o2 AR EFA
9] shitef &ato] X159} we)7F Bad AltEolghs

ZelQlell thgt 71&2] Alztel = ¥ sk} wgkek, el
&2 FolE 71 & 712 (person) O 2 Q12815 A}3)H
o8 FRREFAY AU T SIEF FelE
AASY Haxdeh= WS BAEHs # 02 W3l
tH(Scherer, 2005b).

Aol RZ7)71E A9 E o) 2] 45919} <k
e 9A 1 7P AgsiAY B A 2
T BII7)E Agshz Al oid e AFEAe] @0l A
o] 95Ho] "= oJmelt}, H27)7]7} 7i]lo] 7] dis}
T8 TS T30 ARgo] g ks v g4
M} B27)7)= E§8 dio] o] FolR Aozt &
At} (Scherer, 2002a). NS B3 8] tf 3t 2] 47}
AR} o) &8y Ags w2775 A9, AH8-817] 14
AR A3 R EE wSo] Hujetol gt} (Scherer,
2005b; Temkin et al., 1999).

@) QlZH-3s S 2E IR

ol ARgALE0] REF e A3 AAES] 4P
BZ7)7] 83 o] Wrgst7] A1 2Fstal, BEg shan| A
AE7FES] $4S @3] H27)7)9) A g 8 ohe} A}
A7 R2I171E AHSHAA A EAACE Aoks
43]7] A&}, Cushman¥} Scherer(1996) &= ARE-A}
7} 271718 716 A RE A1l 3 (aesthetic) 5

People-focused efforts
= ,
o/
]
O Senvice Pearson
infrastructure
o Aitie Legsaton "
Tech
nology & poiicy 20" Century
Person-focused efforts
- O
O Person
&80 O =
frastructure
Legisktion
Asssive & poicy
technology
21% Century

J8 2. thiE (people) ol 7HQ! (person) 42 2 1 T+ 2| #13}H(Scherer, 2005b)
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WS FAZCR QA USE AAF ol AR
A7t RE71715 83, Al Ao E IS A B
271719 ¢ = 2] Age] gFS v]3h(Books,
1998; Cushman & Scherer, 1996; Phillips & Zhao,
1993).

BZ7)7]9 A = S A, F4F A4S 719
AR BE71719] 7HA 140l &L v A, ARgA
T BRE77]E AHERE W Ao R OE A b2
Al BolAY 318 FAE 71 Al e R A Ho| |l
A= AL FH Y98 (Brooks, 1998). H%7]7] AR
ol gk 7i1F Y, AT Bx7]7]9 g 314 9
]9} o] 27|77} k= AN F &v|7} ARgAke] #3
of] %82 v]x)= Zo]thH(Spencer, 1998). AFE-AFS] #3
7)ol th g oldl= NS A3 HA Q) REF S AL
H9S 2 AR - A2 2% ot
(Scherer, Sax, Vanbiervliet, Cushman, & Scherer,
2005).

BZ7)7] AHEE] AeAkEE S e distaa Ale
3 2do| utE QIZ-¥ 3 of-3 Edo|th(Scherer,
1998). MPT 29 A1 AAgeN1e] BE7]7] AHS-
g AR A A1 2ACIE AT-E F L]
% h(Lenker & Paquet, 2003). 17F-33} tfg ZdL
A2} B2 E 8] AGA o S vA= Al 5 T
A 24 RAFTH (Y 3). 7HE AE 2 A T2 /I
I HEE Q4% FAH Ut v T2 £94, AR
28R F3} e, A7 52 2400, AR T2 1|
£, 84, BT 2 FEH 245 kst Qo

(Scherer, 2005a).

-3 g 2L QA7 B33 g1 o] &
o] HA 9] tf &= FR k= 7 (miliew) &] TLAS Z=x
gk (Lenker & Paquet, 2003). o] 292 BZF3 HE
7P AR AW - 71 R AT, BEFEY] e 5
A, 284 - ABA &70] Al3E 5 = 71, A 2
73], a22ji o] BE 8450 HAHFHOE BHET)7] AR
o u]x]= G 2HES T3 AH(De Jonge et al.,
2007). R 8 AHEALE] 0A SRS 5, B38|
g A3 9D HE, 2SS AN 58S B8
o HAE &5 olF F = BEI171Y 5AS 9
o}s}17] 93 ¥ gch(Scherer, 2005b).

MPT 292 B38| FAZQl v A& EAH L
2 733t} ¥]F Scherer7}t Q17F-338 tf-3- Zdo] B
Z717) AHE A5 E 5 Sl Bdolg TS 2%k
O} (Lenker & Paquet, 2003; Scherer, 2005¢; Scherer
& Craddock, 2002), MPT 222 ®%7]7] A} 4! H]A}
£l B3 ARAFE] 291E FBrlehed &85 £t ©]
2d2 BEFS AEshs o] RIEA] ARAL F
5310 T FHH SR o|FoAEE HAFHo] qlrt
(Scherer, 2005¢).

MPT 249 747033 B7FET52 ol AR-A
7} BEF8e| tf$ A4A1 Q) Q145 BAE = QlE 7|
Al F gt AFgA7E BREE el thgh AFAe] 143 B
7171 ARgell tid A3E gAshs A7])-Had] dEA|
AT 2N, B27]719 F7te A8 e 27| &
AE AHEA7E st e £7 3} (Scherer, 2005a;
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Abstract

A Study on the Theoretical Framework for Assistive Technology Service of
Occupational Therapists : Centering on Mating Person and Technology (MPT)
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The purpose of the study is to enhance the understanding in Assistive Technology service of occupational
therapists and to expand the base of occupational therapists about assistive technology with establishing their
role. Through the previous literature, the study investigated the influence of Assistive Technology on
satisfaction and quality of life for people with disabilities, and inquired rehabilitation model, need—based
model, Human Activity Assistive Technology model (HAAT) and Matching Person and Technology (MPT).
The MPT model is an user—centered approach that seeks an optimal matching of person and technology
based on person’s psychosocial perspective on the application of Assistive Technology. Occupational
therapists have developed their own tasks that raise the quality of life by participating in successful tasks, and
improving and complementing physical abilities through utilizing wheelchairs, splint, and assistive tools for
daily life. Hence, with more passion and attention, the evidence—based application study of Assistive

Technology should be carried out actively in order to give more roles and weight to occupational therapists in

the Assistive Technology.

Key words : Assistive technology service, Matching Person and Technology model, Occupational therapist
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