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L= A A 0 72 ALkl X AT o] 9=
VA Sgik g
oA S%U}Xl 5547} B glon, 11 5 A4
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20134 49
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H =T

53\:1 2 Bagaro g stk QS wSAR= 20134
42 9E71A] 907} E5E e, 1 F wde 24
of wje} 87H-= HA tharoF Skt Table 1).

Procedures

Nationwide clinical training standardization in
occupational therapy

Preparation

skill before clinical training/

Occupational therapist preparation skill survey

data from 25 universities that were collected
from 209 institutes

Analysis of |1. Analyze general data of nationwide occupational | 1. Analyze skills of occupational therapy based on
existing data therapy based on data from Korean Association| data from the 2013 Job Analysis of Occupational
and Selection of Occupational Therapists and Nationwide Therapist through literature survey

of survey Association of Occupational Therapy 2. Select survey candidates: Professors with 5
candidates | 2. Select qualified universities: The universities years of clinical and teaching experience
completed a clinical training program as of combined or clinicians with minimum of byears
August, 2013 of teaching experience
| |
Construction | 1. General guideline of department: Interdisciplinary, | 1. Construct 95 skill categories based on result from
of survey number of students, total clinical training and| the 2013 Job Analysis of Occupational Therapist
contents practicing hour, etc : b4—counseling/ evaluation, 41—arbitration/ others
2. Clinical training subject and contents: As of | 2. Importance of skill preparation before the
09.2012~08.2013, clinical training subject, clinical training program / importance of novice
training duration, credits, full—time status, occupational therapist skill preparation: on a
training field, etc scale of 1 to 5, 1 as least important and 5 as
3. Clinical training institutes: Regional, institutional most important
classification, institutional training duration,
fees, etc
l |
Data 1. Initial Survey: Aug, 2013 ~Sep, 2013 from 14 | 1. Professor survey: Survey 55 professors from
collection universities April, 2013 to Aug, 2013
2. Additional secondary survey: Feb, 2014~ the|2. Clinical training instructor survey: Survey 90
beginning of April, 2014 from 17 universities clinical training instructors from April, 2013 to
Sept, 2013.
U |
Data analysis | 1. Analyze only 38 out of 41 universities that | 1. Analyze surveys from 53 professors and 87 Clinical
have contents from respectable data training instructors, excluding questionnaires that
2. Analyze data of training institutes based on| weren't filled out correctly

. Importance of skill preparation before the clinical
training program/ prioritization of categories that

scored 4.5/5 point on a scale of 1 to 5 in terms
of importance of novice occupational therapist

preparation/ comparison analysis of professors

and clinical training instructors

40 9N¥EA

Figure 1. Research Procedures
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Table 1. General Characteristics of the Study

Professor Clinical educator

Characteristics
Subjects (1)) Percentage (%)  Subjects (1) Percentage (%)

Sex Male 23 434 22 25.3
Female 30 56.6 65 74.7
Age Under 35 years old 12 22.6 60 69.0
35~39 years old 13 24.5 11 12.6
Over 40 years old 26 49.1 16 18.4
Period of clinical Under 5 years 12 22.6 0 0.0
experience 5~9 years 18 34.0 56 64.4
Over 10 years 23 43.4 31 35.6
Period of education Under 5 years 24 45.3
5~9 years 15 28.3
Over 10 years 14 26.4
Total 53 100.0 87 100.0
2) A UE 3. Atz &4
AR TAL 22F AFEA Y THZAH American
Occupational Therapy Foundation, 2004; Crist, = 22 2 (8H 3} LA, SA7F Ak
Brown, Fairman, Whelan, & McClure, 2007) & &3l A 2 ORI 7] FHEA S BT RN A A]Ele] BT
AUATAL AP TR A2 AAAS VIECKIDE o wpgz ANGTE A1 BF Y Qs
Aol 9570 Ve o ARSIt AFAHCR ope zrotre 83sle] SPSSY) RS HH (multiple
= 3987 B = 5470, SA/71E 4170 ?‘5”10]“% response) FE-S o] &ato] MIERALS AAE T T
AUAE W 7SS s A 2] NG 29 peo) ghs dASHER AN,
AR E0) 7SR vhre] 2AekE, s A a5 9 PPAFLEAY] AEEA UGS HIER
ol VlEeld S S8HOR FAT £ AT g pa) ng wEES NN, FomEE B
ZIEEs oulsh, S A7 StaelMd EHIAA L 5 gause peba, Aw/msl 2A)/7)E ooy
oF 3h= 7leE efuletth 2gHdARAL ) 71 456 HH) A ol FEE $AEAT AN
AR B AP S 58 g wilg o QAR 718 FRE0 2UAAABAL FH]
7 Fojof sh= 7EE gvishH, 2 AYABALEA 7% 295 ZAFA 1429} QAR 19 2170] 2}o]
Adsl7] flaf ZkFofof sh= Vss wEth 7 Ve 2 1457 98 =9 (AR ANl on §oiz
%1 s A EH] Ve TR/ 2AFPA AL FH] 7] 2=.05% &}k

Fowe tro] AZskl sfglor], At 57 A
1589 29, 20HIED), 30
%9, 50 £ = WA
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1) SHE U&AE HA HL

AR BAFE 3] Aol SJshd 20139 7Eo®
Ao AR5 (3H ) A = F 60/
oom 7 F 20134 7|F0 7 QlAFALS A,
20140l 9485 &S tioh2 47700 AR
477 tj8r 2 B aAgte] zhEg 2oi7l 387) ke 3d
A 187031, 494 207w ich ZAFAT & Al Al
7H 3\ dA| 517.241%Y, 4134 983.5417F0|%l o, H4
H g 3dA He 9.58H, 434 Bt 16,180z
ZAFE ST (Table 2).
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El>
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o
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Y Iy oo
ML o

Ok% %—%—%%‘*Ol 7VeslER sto] tsed Aeet
209713, 268 EoellA] Ao] o] o A= Ao L}

Wik, AGFokel digh AAlSH F Adel digh Aol
66.8%= 7F& WktH(Table 4).

20971 713 F A1) A5t Aled 713 20470
71golm, 1919 AFH7} & 7|3 o2 gk,
A A LA, FE o= ettt oishyd 1t
% HA 4 715 04 Fdf 160,0008714] 2]
7F A HERsttH(Table 5).

>

Table 2. Clinical Practice System Comparison According to the Interdisciplinary

Surveyed . Allocated time in . Number of
Classification university in this Pro;z?%r)t on practice Allocazjj) credit allocated subjects
study (n) (M) ()
3—year degree 18 47.4 517.2 9.5 2.9
4—year degree 20 52.6 983.5 16.1 6.0
Total 38 100.0 756.6 13 4.5
Table 3. Classified by Located Province
Classification Sub—category Fielclwork inst(i;j)tions Cogege/UniV(eqrjity
Located province Seoul 46 (22.0) 0 (0.0)
Incheon/Gyeonggi 51 (24.4) 1 (4.0
Daejeon/Chungcheong 22 (10.5) 8 (32.0)
Daegu/Gyeongbuk 15 (7.2) 5 (20.0)
Busan/Ulsan/Gyeongnam 21 (10.0) 3 (12.0)
Gwangju/Jeonla 40 (19.1) 5 (20.0)
Kangwon 3 (1.4) 2 (8.0)
Jeju 11 (5.3) 1 4.0)
Total 209 (100.0) 25 (100.0)
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Table 4. Clinical Practice System According to the Classification of Practice Institutions

Practice Frequency of practice areas Allocated practice
Classification  institutions (Overall response rate) weeks
n % Adult Children ~ Community Psychosocial Total 4 weeks 8 weeks
University o7 573 55 (205 2400 000 104 80 (29.9) 13 44
hospital
General 36 172 34 (127) 11 4D 000 207 47 (175) 9 27
hospital
Rehabilitati
ehabilitation o 511 65 (@43 139 104 30D 82 (306 30 35
hospital
Elderly 8 38 8 (B0 000 000 207 10 @7 5 3
hospital
Children's 1 05 0 00 104 000 000 1 04 0 1
hospital
Private 1 05 1 08 000 000 000 1 ©4 1 0
hospital
Welfare 6 29 3 (1) 415 000 000 7 26 2 4
center
Developmental o o0 | 0 1763 30D 000 21 79 1 7
center
N
Hrsery 2 10 0 0O 20D 000 000 2 ©7 2 0
facility
Health center 4 19 2 ©7n 104 207 000 5 (19 1 3
Health care 7 33 7 @6 000 000 104 8 @30 4 3
facility
Center for
: 2 10 2 ©7 000 000 000 2 ©7) 2 0
dementia
etc 2 10 1 04 104 000 000 2 ©7 1 1
Total 209 1000 179 (66.8) 76(354)  6(29)  9(43)  268(100.0) 81(38.8) 128(61.2)
2. UAMAME N FH| J|a/ZYRAX|SAF FH| £ gitog AEZARE 43 45/58 ol w4 |
Jl& 8% 24 Eh 5 4R/E7 BBoE 25T 147] 9%, 9
AAERSARE 370 a0 8 vERGCH(Table 6). A/
7| ER-S HSuSAF BF FHEL (¢
T e
L
st So] o) *—nl%“%il-rﬂlall#%l{—"d%@%@% F33%7), SOAP 8l cIHR7D % 7 '
H| 7|& 252 YA 8. (3H I wreh sS4}
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Table 5. Average Practice Cost According to the Classification of Practice Institutions (Based on 4 Weeks)

Per head of average practice cost

Arrangement of average practice cost (Won)

Numbers of practice institutions (%)

Classification
. Under 41,000~ 61,000~  Over
M P Min Max— 10000 60,000 90,000 91,000 Total
University 0 070 96,205 0 160,000 11 (5.4) 16 (7.8) 23(11.3) 7 (34) 57 (27.9)
hospital
General ) 131 29,364 0 120,000 11 (G5.4) 7 (3.4) 13 (6.4) 5 (2.5 36 (17.6)
hospital
A
ehabilitation /) 0.0 o5 591 0 140,000 10 (4.9 11 (5.4) 31(15.2) 13 (6.4) 65 (31.9)
hospital
Elderly
: 36,250 42,067 0 100,000 5 (250 0 (.0) 2 (1.0) 1 (05 8 (3.9
hospital
Children’s
. 50,000 0 50,000 50,000 0 (0.0) 1 (0.5 0 (0.0 0 00 1 (05
hospital
Welfare
37.292 31,089 0 70000 3 (1.5 2 (1.0) 1 (05 0 (0.0 6 (29
center
Developmental o 770 o6 704 0 90000 5 (25 5 (25 8 (3.9) 0 (0.0) 18 (8.8)
center
N
USEY 41950 31,192 0 70,000 2 (1.0) 1 (05 105 0 00 4 (20
facility
Health
- 43571 21,353 20,000 70,000 3 (15) 3 (15) 1 (05 0 (0.0) 7 (3.4)
Health care
ity 65,000 21,213 50,000 80,000 0 (0.0) 1 (05 1 (05 0 00 2 1.0
Total
43,842 25571 50(24.5) 47(23.0) 81(39.7) 26(12.7) 204(100.0)
2) ZYUMAX|EAL FTH| J7|& FR% 3) AMAME M FH| 7|a/ZURAX|ZAL FH| J|&
AR FALRA 9] w74 QA E 5= F3 2 =QT H|W
Hojo} 3l 7ES oulshs 2UAAABAL 1] V= oAl A FH) V)4 FQ o) thet Syl tfst
FTLEE AR (8) ¥ wF} JAASHEAE U o} G WEARE] vl weA] FAEA o2 {2tk 2}
Ao 7 MEZARSE A3} 45/574 Z R0l =7 UERt o1F Holi= 2 A/ 7ToA 1871 &y, FAl/71E}
FEE A E7E FEeIME drs 2370 5, G oM 170 el lth(Table 8). 2UAIATAL E)
FUSARE 147 G508 UERSTE SAl/ 7 ERE 7% FQ 5ol thet wars AAFAG WS AR EY] ] el A
W5E 3070 3 AARAE S A= 257 32 o0 2 1} AA 0 7§23t 2}o]| 5 Hol= gE-2 Altl/ 7l

EFtH(Table 7).
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Table 6. Importance of the Skills Required in Clinical Practice

Classification Sub—category Pl’OfeSS(?I’ " Clinical edu.cat.o.r
M Priorities M Priorities

Interview/  Clinical observation 4.56 10 4.51 3

evaluation " nge of Motion 1.60 6 141 9

Modified Ashworth’s Scale 4.52 12 4.45 6

Manual Muscle Test 4.58 8 4.49 4

Sensory evaluation 4.58 8 4.30 15

Reflex test 4.52 12 4.19 19

Functional Independence Measure 4,71 3 4.48 5

Modified Barthel Index 4.75 2 4.77 1

Spinal Cord Independence Measure 4.53 11 4.43 7

IAzxg;SnSsr;eeiEt Occupational Therapy Cognitive 161 5 .36 1

Mini—Mental Status Examination—Korean 4.71 3 4.43 7

Developmental Test of Visual Perception 451 14 4.15 22

Motor—Free Visual Perception Test 4.59 7 4.55 2

Denver Developmental Screening Test 4.78 1 4.27 17

Intervention/ Writing a SOAP note 4.69 2 4.62 2

®“ " Read & comprehension a SOAP note 476 1 163 1

Table 7. Importance of the Skills Required for Novice Occupational Therapist

Professor Clinical educator
Classification Sub—category
M Priorities M Priorities

Interview/ Interview 4.86 3 4.75 2
evaluation Canadian Occupational Performance Measure 4.75 8 4.32 23
Clinical observation 4.92 1 4.69 3

Range of Motion 454 22 4.61 8

Modified Ashworth’s Scale 4.60 17 4.61 8

Manual Muscle Test 4.60 17 4.61 8

Sensory evaluation 4.62 16 4.54 12

Reflex test 4.60 17 4.48 15

Hand Strength Evaluation (Dynamometer) 4.42 27 4.51 13

Jebsen Taylor Hand function Test 451 23 4.39 19
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Table 7. Importance of the Skills Required for Novice Occupational Therapist (Cont.)

Classification Sub—category Professor Clinical educator
M Priorities M Priorities

Interview/ Oro—motor & Swallowing response evaluation 4.73 11 4.63 6
evaluation Functional Independence Measure 4.80 5 4.64 5
Modified Barthel Index 4.86 3 4.87 1
Spinal Cord Independence Measure 4.71 12 451 13
izg:;s;czi;lt Occupational Therapy Cognitive 478 7 458 1
Mini—Mental Status Examination—Korean 4.80 5 4.66 4
Allen Cognitive Level Screening 455 20 3.95 35
Developmental Test of Visual Perception 4.67 14 4.30 26
Line Bisection Test 4.71 12 4.43 17
Albert Test 4.55 20 4.24 27
Motor—Free Visual Perception Test 4.75 8 4.63 6
Sensory Profile 4.75 8 4.24 27
Denver Developmental Screening Test 4.88 2 4.35 22
Bruininks—Oseretsky Test of Motor Proficiency  4.65 15 3.87 38
Intervention/ Writing a SOAP note 4.80 6 4.68 4
ete. Read & comprehension a SOAP note 4.86 1 4.67 6
ROM exercise 4.57 30 4.53 21
Strengthening exercise 4.59 24 451 24
Neurodevelopmental Treatment 4.63 22 451 24
Oro—motor exercise 4.59 24 4.56 18
Swallowing function training 4.73 14 4.63 12
Use of dysphagia traning device (Vital—stim..) 4.67 20 4.60 16
Dexterity training 4.61 23 4.66 8
Fine motor coordination training 4.71 16 4.67 6
Gross motor coordination training 4.73 14 4.64 9
Postural control education 4.82 3 4.64 9
Positioning training 4.82 3 4.61 13
Therapeutic exercise 4.69 19 4.61 13
Perception training 4.76 11 461 13
Sensory il’.lpljlt/SG.rlSOI’y -processing/ 476 11 455 20

sensory distinguish training
Sensory integration training 4.80 6 4.49 26
Promote awareness level training 4.71 16 453 21
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Table 7. Importance of the Skills Required for Novice Occupational Therapist (Cont.)

Classification Sub—category Professor Clinical educator
M Priorities M Priorities

Intervention/ Memory/concentration/orientation training 4.80 6 4.56 18

ete. Problem solving/coping skills training 4.78 10 459 17

Eating skill training 4.80 6 4.76 1

Dressing/undressing training 4.86 1 476 1

Grooming training 4.58 29 4.71 3

Bathing/toilet hygiene training 4.65 21 4.64 9

Transfer training 4.82 3 4.68 4

Bladder/bowel control training 4.59 24 4.42 31

Wheelchair training 4.76 11 452 23

Adaptive equ%pment/assis.ti\.fe device L5 30 191 36
recommendations and training

Splint fabrication 4.59 24 4.08 40

Education for care—giver 4.71 16 4.48 27

Stress management technique training 4.59 24 4.21 36

Table 8. Tracking Items Shown Significant Differences in the Comparison of Professor and Clinical Educator

Importance of the skills
required for novice
occupational therapist

Importance of the skills
required in clinical practice

Classification Sub—category — B
Clinical Clinical
Professor educator » Professor educator »
M M
() M) @D (M)
Interv1e.W/ Canadian Occupational 443 408 01 475 132 00
evaluation Performance Measure
Clinical observation 4.56 4.51 .66 4.92 4.69 .01
Reflex test 4.52 4.19 .02 4.60 4.48 31
Minnesota Rate of 414 379 04 422 101 21
Manipulation Test
Evaluation of wheelchair 3.92 3.56 04 4.47 394 .00
propulsion
Social Maturity Test/ 3.80 3.47 09 410 363 .02

Adaptive Behavior Assessment

Glasgow Coma Scale 3.88 3.15 .00 4.16 3.40 .00
Dementia Rating Scale/

Clinical Dementia Rating

Mini—Mental Status
Examination—Korean

4.18 3.23 .00 4.43 3.55 .00

4.71 4.43 .05 4.80 4.66 22

The Journal of Korean Society of Occupational Therapy Vol. 22, No. 3, 2014 47



Table 8. Tracking ltems Shown Significant Differences in the Comparison of Professor and Clinical Educator (Cont.)

I f the skill
Importance of the skills mportance of the skills

. . .. . required for novice
required in clinical practice

occupational therapist

Classification Sub—category — B
Clinical Clinical
Professor educator » Professor educator »
M M
U ) un )
Interv1gw/ Allen (;ogmtlve Level 437 370 00 155 3.95 00
evaluation Screening
Developmental Test of 451 415 03 467 430 .03
Visual Perception
Line Bisection Test 4.47 4.19 .05 4.71 4.43 .03
Albert Test 4.35 4.09 .08 4.55 4.24 .05
Sensory Profile 4.39 4.10 .07 4.75 4.24 .00
DeGangi—Berk Sensory 4.04 3.65 06 441 386 .00
Integration Test
Clinical Observation of
Motor and Postural Skills 4.02 3.71 10 441 3.98 02
Denver Developmental 4.78 4.27 .00 488 435 .00
Screening Test
Gresell Developmental Test 4.04 3.59 .02 4.25 3.77 .01
School Function Assessment 3.80 3.48 .05 4.08 3.74 .07
Bayley Scale of Infants 412 372 .03 441 397 .01
Development
Bruininks ~Oseretsky Test 4.43 3.71 .00 4.65 387 .00
of Motor Proficiency
Gross Motor Performance 4.14 357 00 435 370 .00
Measure
Pre—vocation training/
. . . 3.84 3.37 .01 4.30 3.60 .00
job analysis skill
Residential environmental 376 341 o4 4,40 366 00
assessment
Intervention/ Positioning training 4.24 4,18 72 4.82 4.61 .04
etc. Sensory Integration training 4.35 4.18 .29 4.80 4.49 .01
Memory/concentration/ 4.33 4.21 37 480 456 .04
orientation training
Wheelchair training 4.32 4.06 11 4.76 452 .03
Environmental modification 3.82 3.57 14 4.49 4.16 .02
Adaptive equipment/assistive
device recommendations and 3.86 3.60 11 4.57 4.21 .02
training
Splint fabrication 3.96 3.61 .05 4.59 4.08 .00
Stress management technique 4 ;g 3.68 52 459 421 .02
training
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Abstract

Preliminary Study of Clinical Training Standardization in Occupational Therapy

Lee, Hyang-Sook*, Ph.D., O.T., Chang, Ki-Yeon"*, Ph.D., O.T.,
Woo, Hee-Soon**, Ph.D., O.T., Yoon, Yea-Yong***, B.H.Sc., O.T.
“Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Daejeon Health Sciences College
“Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Woosong University

““Institute of Child Development, Daejeon Health Sciences College

Objective : The purpose of this study is to create the basic standards for clinical training guidelines to receive a
proper quality level of on—site clinical training education by investigating a system of clinical training for a
nationwide department of occupational therapy and clinical occupational therapists.

Methods : A survey regarding a system of clinical training was conducted in a nationwide department of
occupational therapy and at an institution of clinical occupational therapy from August 2013 to April 2014. Based
on the job analysis data from the occupational therapists, we investigated and analyzed the preparation technique,
and its importance, required for novice occupational therapists.

Results : Thirty—eight colleges and universities participated in this clinical training system survey. The average
time of the clinical training is 517.2 hours in colleges and 983.5 hours in universities. University hospitals have
the largest number of clinical training institutions, followed by rehabilitation hospitals. In addition, disabled adult
institutions make up 66.8% of the total number of clinical training institutions. The results of the importance in the
use of a preparation technique show that the number of items scoring higher than 4.5 points (on a 5—point scale)
are 14 for the evaluation items and 2 for the intervention items based on the responses of the professors
surveyed, and 3 for the evaluation items and 2 for the intervention items based on the responses from the
clinicians. In the two groups, there are significant differences in 19 of the evaluation items and 1 of the
intervention items. The results of the preparation techniques of newly appointed occupational therapists show that
the items scoring higher than 4.5 points (on a 5-point scale) are 23 for the evaluation items and 30 for the
intervention items hased on the responses of the professors, and 14 for the evaluation items and 25 for the
intervention items based on the responses of the clinicians. In the two groups, there are significant differences in
20 of the evaluation items and 8 of the intervention items.

Conclusion : This study showed significant differences in interdisciplinary training times when implementing a
clinical training program. There is large difference between professors and clinicians in terms of which techniques
are important in the area of occupation therapy. The development of clinical training guidelines reflecting the
opinions of both sides is needed. In addition, the development of clinical practice guidelines according to each field
is needed because there is big difference in the important techniques used in the areas of occupational therapy.

Key words : Clinical training guideline, Clinical training standardization, Clinical training system, Occupation therapy
technique
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Appendix 1. Importance Comparison of the Skills Required for Novice Occupational Therapist and Required in Clinical
Practice of Professor and Clinical Educator

i

HAE %

%0l 7+

QA BAL EH) 7)E

g A+ A A
ToE T
7% A AAYEA 714 o AP o> T

M SD M SD . M SD M SD .

B7h AEH 435 072 440 079 .75 4.86 035 475 051 .19
COPM 443 0.67 4.08 091 .01 475 048 432 0.97 .00
Rl s 456 0.67 451 073 66 492 027 469 058 .01
A7+ (ROM) 460 057 441 077 14 454 0.65 461 064 .53
2T HAFMuscle tone) 452 058 445 076 .57 460 0.61 461 064 .92
Ty HAHMMT) 458 057 449 072 42 460 061 461 064 .92
T2 458 057 430 095 .06 462 060 454 0.66 .48
HIARZA} 452 058 419 086 .02 460 061 448 072 .31
ete A Dynamometer) 437 0.66 434 08l .78 442 074 451 077 51
Box & Block Test 431 073 427 094 75 441 076 440 092 .96
Groove Pegboard Test 424 081 418 093 .70 437 0.78 438 090 .95
Jebsen Taylor Hand function Test 443 064 431 0.90 .35 451 071 4.39 0.95 40
MFT 440 0.67 431 074 45 446 0.68 447 075 .92
O’conner Finger Dexterity Test 4.04 085 413 0.87 55 423 0.86 432 094 .58
Purdue Pegboard Test 427 070 411 0.89 .22 435 0.76 436 090 .94
Fugl-Meyer Assessment Scale 410 0.83 394 094 .31 433 085 413 097 .22
9—hole Pegboard Test 414 075 414 089 97 424 080 4.32 0.90 .63
Minnesota Rate of Manipulation Test 414 075 379 1.06 .04 422 085 401 110 .21
TAARAAL B RS 422 086 430 091 .58 473 057 4.63 077 .40
VESS = 4 3|4 3.29 106 365 106 .06 410 092 423 097 .42
BBS(Berg Balance Scale) 3.65 096 351 111 .45 400 096 378 1.10 .22
GWMFT 345 1.05 329 114 40 396 1.09 363 1.11 .09
FIM 471 046 448 089 .09 480 045 464 083 .18
MBI 475 044 477 052 .79 486 040 487 037 91
SCIM 453 064 443 096 52 471 058 451 087 .15
AMPS 390 096 374 116 .39 422 0.81 4.05 1.09 .34
A-ONE 353 099 336 1.13 .36 392 1.00 361 1.15 .11
g2 =259 Bt 3.92 093 356 1.09 .04 447 067 394 1.03 .00
e S HAL/ AS3E 87t 380 105 347 117 .09 410 090 363 122 .02
=t 2P A S HAHK-PTD 325 102 315 112 58 355 1.22 336 119 .38
GCS 3.88 09 315 1.09 .00 416 092 340 1.23 .00
DRS, CDR 418 077 323 107 .00 443 0.67 355 1.26 .00
LOTCA 461 063 436 085 .07 478 050 458 0.82 .11
MMSE-K 471 058 443 090 .05 4.80 049 466 0.73 .22
ACLS 437 066 370 1.02 .00 455 061 395 1.14 .00
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Appendix 1. Importance Comparison of the Skills Required for Novice Occupational Therapist and Required in Clinical
Practice of Professor and Clinical Educator (Cont.)

PG A 2l 7% 29 AR 0 7%
ToE TLE

N% A FEANFA % o AP s P
M SD M SD ? M SD M SD ?
37t DTVP 451 0.67 4.15 108 .03 4.67 062 430 105 .03
Line Bisection Test 447 073 419 093 .05 471 054 443 082 .03
Albert Test 435 074 4.09 098 .08 455 067 424 099 .05
MVPT 459 0.61 455 068 .71 475 056 463 063 .26
Sensory Profile 439 078 4.10 106 .07 475 044 424 113 .00

DeGangi—Berk Sensory Integration Test 4.04 096 3.65 1.23 .06 441 075 3.86 1.19 .00

Sensory Integration Praxis Test 3.78 1.01 3.72 1.25 76 4.22 097 392 1.25 .15

Clinical Observation of Motor and Postural 102 081 371 119 10 441 070 398 1.19 02

Skills
Test of Sensory Function Infants 3.73 0.92 359 1.19 b0 416 095 381 1.22 .09
DDST 478 050 4.27 106 .00 488 038 435 1.05 .00
Gresell Developmental Test 404 092 359 117 .02 425 096 377 119 .01
School Function Assessment 3.80 0.89 348 101 .05 408 0.89 374 113 .07
Bayley Scale of Infants Development 412 077 372 110 .03 4.41 075 397 1.14 .01
BOT 443 081 371 116 .00 465 066 387 1.19 .00
Gross Motor Performance Measure 414 083 357 120 .00 435 087 370 1.24 .00
Add T/ A9 B4 Vs 3.84 098 337 110 .01 430 074 360 1.22 .00
71 84 Bt 3.76 092 341 107 .04 440 073 366 1.16 .00
A SOAP &4 817 469 051 462 072 53 480 040 468 077 .28
SOAP 8]t o]3sl7] 476 047 463 0.68 .22 486 0.35 467 074 .08
ROM &% &# 418 065 422 091 .77 457 0.73 453 0.73 .76
- A3 &% 416 067 418 095 .86 459 0.75 451 0.73 .53
A g 416 0.67 4.08 1.03 .64 463 072 451 079 .36
TEAR 402 071 403 105 .93 447 0.83 443 087 .76
dpATH FH 398 071 417 101 .24 459 064 456 073 .83
Ms T F™ 418 0.68 421 101 .85 473 053 463 070 .38
A3H5Z7171AH- (. Vital stim) 3.98 079 4.08 1.10 .57 4.67 059 4.60 075 .55
71y F4 416 0.68 4.24 098 .60 461 0.60 466 0.63 .66
e Rl 420 0.67 428 098 .63 471 054 467 064 .70
ez g8 &9 418 0.69 423 100 .76 473 053 464 065 .42
AAzd w5 426 066 425 1.00 .96 482 043 464 065 .08
positioning training 4.24 0.69 4.18 099 .72 482 0.43 461 0.65 .04
A5A £F 424 069 415 101 57 469 055 461 0.65 .46
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Appendix 1. Importance Comparison of the Skills Required for Novice Occupational Therapist and Required in Clinical
Practice of Professor and Clinical Educator (Cont.)

33

q #=H) Vs A &
At Z0E
7NE AT A/ B FA 7% P Sy P Sy
v s wm so L M SO M SD .
A A T4 427 0.75 420 094 59 476 0.47 461 069 .16
Az =/A7 /A e 4 433 074 418 093 .30 476 047 455 074 .07
e 435 072 418 101 .29 480 040 449 083 .01
e TR R 433 074 414 098 .19 471 061 453 074 .15
7N198/AFE/AdE 4 433 071 421 093 .37 480 045 456 074 .04
EANA/ A7 e ER 425 069 422 095 .81 478 042 459 074 .08
w7] Fdsp| 435 066 445 080 .45 480 040 476 050 .62
% a B7] 4] 441 064 445 082 77 486 040 4.76 050 .24
)7 Ehs| (Auds, A48E 5) 427 070 437 084 48 458 0.76 471 055 .27
5885 9 sl A E-s] 424 071 432 086 .52 465 063 4.64 063 .92
0% & (transfer training) 439 070 437 085 .86 4.82 039 4.68 058 .13
tanzd FHs) 406 086 403 1.07 .88 459 073 442 083 .21
7 9 A = 396 087 398 1.07 .92 433 086 442 080 .57
2L 28] 9 Py F) 400 080 398 1.08 .89 437 080 445 076 .56
kA 9 $HEE Ui TS 406 083 398 110 .65 445 081 447 081 .92
A el as] F4 375 096 379 110 .79 406 1.17 423 089 .36
Ao T4 432 0.68 4.06 1.03 .11 476 043 452 070 .03
Aoars] ol Z&(FLE, ¢4 F€) 386 087 371 1.12 41 439 085 423 085 .29
Ak Ag T 382 090 359 1.0l .16 431 084 4.05 093 .08
AEst & (IEP) 49 2 273 371 094 366 1.08 .77 429 078 410 099 .24
#4577 382 089 357 1.06 .14 449 073 416 093 .02
A-g|/Rzagne] F4 9 ¥4 3.86 0.85 3.60 1.04 .11 457 070 421 094 .02
AZE 77 396 082 361 111 .05 459 061 4.08 108 .00
A9y FgTd 361 090 339 118 .23 427 075 395 111 .07
2 £ 355 088 338 1.18 .38 418 084 392 107 .14
B3 w53 375 096 382 1.14 70 471 061 448 082 .09
A HE 9 R 375 091 380 1.09 .73 444 070 439 084 .71
AEGA By V& 01R4% F4 44 378 083 3.68 108 52 459 073 421 097 .02
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