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ol 29X 7 A3 A (Occupational Therapy
Practice Framework; OTPF) o4 Q3 aieje o=
Folxl el Sk Folol Fed dees Wtk
o= gl (57, ¢J7], 271 & ) 3 Hgd
(= ARE AAARE AR71%), Helde (A=, e,
ia}jg‘}i =), x]%jz{ ;ﬂ_ U] x]@ﬂq %}E Eo] 461—5]
THAmerican Occupatioanl Therapy Association,
2008; Bazyk & Case—Smith, 2010). ZLgX A= &
Aerie] AgEo] s 9l 54 gl Alel Pofat
Fth, A EARs ofo] Shgo o
FAmE Sdst ARA B, B985,
Q) QPABRE, AaE DEol Folokes F
+(Bazyk & Case—Smith, 2010; Coster, Deeney,
Haltiwanger, & Heley, 1998; Hanft & Place, 1996).
u] 7ol w55 (Individuals — with — Disabilities
Education Act; IDEA)& o] FAFC R A3 = o]
of apm] ofjolsS A Agk 273 (Least Restrictive
Environment; LRE) 4] B]7goljols} st 24 st
5SS 7 OET S5 BAAMPIAE Avets
= J17g3kaL lth(Bazyk & Case—Smith, 2010). IDEA
& AR, BYAR, dolAE, uEI, 1A 5
A FIATE A9 She AUAE S5as B
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& Q75 Al Y5t AN AE ShwolA] Alg-s)
5= 319 tH(Bazyk & Case—Smith, 2010; Pyo, 2008).
SuAAA 5= A d9 A, AHEA, A 2
A A8, B ARt 59 e 58 Fetel =
ololA] AL, sk B Sea) B2 Ao
& o]ojzlt}(Spencer, Turkett, Vaughan, & Koening,

2006). m=9] Starofld FA14 07 AR5 AH| A7}

Agd AL 1975 Ad7elolw S (Education of
All Handicapped Children Act)®] 7§Ao]5 o]t}
(Punwar, 2000). 5 g79] ZAx g sty r|ykzt
X 2 (school—based occupational therapy) &1l &
Gom MulAs AlgE stw A HAM(school—based
therapist) 2= 3 02 9334 FHtH(Spencer et
al., 2006; Szabo, 2000). °]& &8l 6~21412] Zof of

Q3 Fost WA, WA, A A4 An]
55 Zd AT3=SE 313t American Occupational
Therapy Association, 1997).
SWAPABARE WA, 25, AS5H 22 T
o] ApAxe]E oA tdAkE XdsbA H7F 9
WS shal AgAESY, T4 ABlA A9, X5 7IRE
ote] 4= A slsl], E sk 5713 (Individualized
Eucation Plan; IEP) § 74024 wAke} s/ ws
sH= o8k 3t (Bose & Hinojasa, 2008; Gilfoyle
& Hays, 1979; Oh & Kim, 2010). &3t stz x5
A= TR | A, A, AR 2 A 1A
9, ¥ AE7F w53 A se Sato] e x4

]
sl 7]*3—"— A oR FAMA F= A8e @

ks ﬂﬁ*ﬂ‘ﬂ]/\i x]ﬁ 1%94 o] YA Lee,
2011). o)1= 33 AABAY AA Yellx FojegEo
Al AEAQ A7-S 2k 2 BAP} AA A 284U
Assta AdE Qe 7152 vhagh Aotk (Pyo
& Park, 2008). o] Z Q13| A4A| 5 A¥AES 551
S LI B R 1 W& A2l E3HEo]
AR AR AE AlFe 4 A HATHKim & Kim,
2010; Pyo et al., 2008). Pyo (2012)+ 9]=9] &ha
2A8AF S EQekal WSS Uellx ] wAke A=
Aboel FA] Hs S8 Y S W A avE
=uislslr] st WAk 2 EAF 1F FEH A FA A9
FR/3E AFatoleh. a8 % 1 1%11% e

SJaE uhA AL ) REE, E 9 o
)] sk AR AN 8 *ﬁol &) ol

Wl A ZARE HjA|Et] AHAE
Ae] g X gAnA 2ol nih st otk (Y
=, A8, &89} o], 2007; Seo & Oh, 2014).
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o] gfE]7] Hel 2012 7]F o2 A eA g}
953 ¢l S-S YAE ] 188 X BAP} 444
o nl3l| A ZmA]go] A shdow e 2014
SUdARs 87,278 o2 FUkEl ot
| 7185 Q= A EARE 349 C
yekr)es 2012; w55 2014).
oA gt 7|9k A=A AE D
= 12 ojg]go] Qlo] W W o 7|
S o] gsh= HRA ALl o] FIe ZoE Hel
HEHESFS9, 2013; Jo, 2010; Pyo, Park, &
Lee, 2010). o]+ SFusthdal M7 X542
Ae Arz gu v 7]3(37.7%) Bk st
(62.3%) 5 ©] Awsh= 275 WA skal ok
GHHETFIHY, 2013). 75U St Y A5A9 &
o AtelellA A BARES] B 14, 5 W9 2 B
e Ao 7o) HEkekA] ok
T, 2013). 22 W9 shellM S9Es S
AAMEI st el X549 7 7150] A2
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5, 2007; #53, 2013; Park & Im,
2010; Yang & Heo, 2011). &5 oA =4 &
A= Aask] el e A 8AKE S5aAake] o3
Q) gk 5ol o} P e A8} o] FolA
ogttH(Pyo et al., 2008). 20073 o] E4w5 ##
MU AR WSAIAE Yol 34 A4S & 5 S
7150] nFE YISl s Eetal s wiellA 9] A

=
AL
AFE€) 4} fS B9 F4 APEo] AmsEA 2
z

St g es] dolatr] SlsiM=
ANRAS Bl St AR mAke] RSl gEs
Trgstolok stk gl 7Nk £ AR BALRA
ok} 5 lel gk

T AHIAE W Bl A X FAQAE A thet =
AHSong, Lee, & Kim, 2010) 5°] it} suzdx s
AbEE ZF A 9] A3 A 2wt vhekst §
7 oA 258k QItHOh & Kim, 2010). tigHake]
2 gAY 3| 9] Atgo] WEW 20124 71507 10499
AAx FAREO] St SFuSAdAEH 5 w53
N A5 JF-E Bt JrH IR SAF
3], 2012). Kim# Kim (2010) & E4 154 41 E]
A eRs AAAFAL F 76.0%7F 0] 3 v
uke] 29l A x| gAk AL Barsdty, wSEHE 7|wke]
A5A 1Y wiA|, - o] XAt tekst
Aol St AR BAY] AN WSS 7Nt
07 B4t A Qg Fdlehe YA 5]
A5 AlEAl stal B A5-9h e 89S+
st v A gX sAREAl RS AN-E £
A 78T F s ARE AT 5 Arh(Lee, Chang,
Jung, Ku, & Woo, 2014). L3+ A17E4S B2
S AYAEAF Gl ES RS 4 Qick

AEAlo|g Egg A7 v Ao} =
o] A E A AR 07 ALkl 7]%sls d# o)
Hdow 54 95 Jeo] £33 A9l A5 A4
FO 2N ARy A3 9k §Fe o],
24, A5 9 g 2209 L, 2R S
Ao} Qb Awte] dist 7] 2AbR R G- Tk(
F, Agash 3, 2005). shtel Agde st 2
7 7 olde] AFE F3E A5-(job) & U (duty),
2k (task), 284 (task element) 522 Yoidl
S (AE 5 2005; Park, Jie, & Ryu, 2003). 255
Age Su AR s A A998 HeE skl ol&
Ho 2 AAX AR AFE A9 Ao et
3L oA AS ekt Fas AR A9 e aE
EZ31}(Lee et al., 2014; National Health Personnel
Licensing Examination Board, 2000). ZH7|&A =
A FE Aoy AFdEs A Qs F
o7 7)Eshe AT dEF (AT, TEFER),
A2 (F] 2 4) 2 718 H(Chung, 2008).
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U AFS Bl THE SHAYAR AV/IENE  Adeka StaAAR AR AR B 4 L
SAGA ALY Ao Us Fowe S NES S vk B8 HRES A3 $Istel A4l A
oAt ). ol wiow SuAINRAY ARE R gueks AR mAl] 4ES Be) Fowd &
ARt 9 A%s Aslel ARl ATAl W Mg 2Aste] AT A ARGl e )
Asel QTuleel el 71z A Fgekua Bk A UgS et 2

o. o+ 44

= AR B AR AR e A%

STLAPABAL AF-EAE flste] 201249 1189 712482 7] 94 daddx 2418 (2012) A&
Bl 20159 397M St Al ® A7k A BB 5 oA A9 Bake] SRS 2Asolt) B
AAABA A dFoR SuAdAwAL] AR gr 2 stmadAEAle] A 379zl 7 &
9789, =l AP B APE Hdehs FHOIAES]  sw(aAede BE oduk ojshA A Al 2R
A 7ok A8A Al 3 g Fe 2AE el g Re 2344 39998 B AN A
et AN 58 AT Figure 1), BAZRAIE  Aglo) 25 AuA] B8 Zao]dE X2 08-S 24}
sl APABA AFEA S 7R ARTIEA 29 sl 7 BREE 2P NEs) 28 370 A

Analyzing the research of job characteristics
for school based occupational therapists in Korea
1. Working status for school based occupational therapists from the data of Korean Associate of
Occupational Therapists
2. Diagnostic classification of clients for school based occupational therapist
3. The method and form for the therapeutic support

l

Create the definition of school based occupational therapy and
the job description of school based occupational therapists
1. Discussion of the definition for school based occupational therapy, and the job scope of school
based occupational therapist through literature review and expert team advice
2. Drafting : Write first draft based on job descriptions for occupational therapist
3. Advisory by expert group : two OT professor and five school based occupational therapist
(experienced more than 3years)
4. Develop final job description through the comments

l

Review the validity of derived job description
1. Survey 39 school based occupational therapist
2. Criticality and perform frequency for duty, task, element

l

Data processing and statistical analysis

Figure 1. Research Procedure
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Az 5 9lon] FeloldEe] £R7 ¢ Hel ¢l A] AFOE B RGO, B

S0 BASES otk e ) AU RAL) BRAHA e E9E
AZAD AT 2 Do 2R, (2) S5mss BN v)ste] gojlm gy
(Individuals ~with Disabilities Education
D SIRAX|BA} HO| W RDJ|AA] B Improvement Act of 2004; IDEIA) o4 T#4

sH= BHEA U A} H| L3 Lojg ES STt
2po] wEol Fagh o4 B2 Au|AS ou|ahy

1) 1x2H &2y & ®HE2o1H A2 H BEd 4E
S APA AL AR AN AR AR = AL, 71EAY, ARAY, B2 A9, B
HellA shadx| gAke] Aelo] A 109 mwel A 238 7749, AxREINAY, B8 A
& Aetate] 2k AAHE AFHE7RE 5 o4 2 AR A Y Fol oo &3t
Sty Az g AEy 8aEY o)A} xoke AES= (3) NEAY: Aojol Zo| t)at ESuSH Ao =
A7 1w S AR R o] 3d ol A= 7] TSPt Al Bask dAo] Hau|A F
& Aaklrh. 20129 11958 20139 29744 8 Al Zell7} B34 F ol WA= S A A
TAYABALE 513 o] AEE 71 AR 2 obge] S HA] % BYA R, A
B3} gjstud 1o] ) AR gAF AR 0] A3 =, Qojxg, He - YA, FeFd 5 I
NeA WE-E SaAA R Bopol WA 5] 2% A Aulag 2
<= 2MJeF3ith(National Health Personnel Licensing
Examination Board, 2000, 2013). thFsk wofellA 3) A EfHT TA
= ZA R BARSQ] 7)EA 0] ARE Bl Zh) 2] (1) M2 &AM
A BAF %‘Pr—‘:'r“ol‘ji St YA BARSE 34 W St At d A gALe] AU $-Ale e ARE Algst
g0 AT aEe Ropol W el Ao sy 71 A HFIIEA 2 A4S 28] i T2 Q)
o Aded ﬂﬂ Qe Bgstel s e AU 59 RIES 82 0401 A0 3991 44 2
A7 548 A3k e AR 2902 20134 399 TR ZAEE AR AFAeth 9] AT (93
St A FALR 3 o)) Aol 9l o R F T, criticality) & ZF oo q HAE F3e1A £
8 A A7l A MdS Hgste] 2 (task) 2 2 o 2 EHE 93 AR FQEE oulsly, Za3dHA
Q4 (task element) ¥ W AA 5 2 Fof djgt ¢ o}o (93 i AL ek ¢S ), ok Q3
A A o % dstus slow P g OIS A9 B ARE 2AR D, g2 T
AR7Io} © 392 AR ARARAE o)fe Bag  AE AR EE ARS 2R 2), v 222005 2
o] Bxos 457)% FEG ARt 540 Meg  AuRelH AT 2 I 7] Qo T NE
ARE BRSAY. 74 meE EAS 5y Ay = A% T @S0, = FRE 13 A 5
ARTIA WA ARE] g BREs gz wg B D 7R FRE 18 4w 59, 2), A5 S0
o). =A% Ay 02 glgsitty odslgdon  So AT el 8wl 9, 3 E FAsk A e
thE F7Eee) flof AR e AR AAlsSith Akl AEs Sal Anbd 5499 A sAd Ay
W FelE ARl
2) 80 g9
Aoljel Sofl tist E5mael] oJet stuAdA g # (2) ZA} CH4f
d gole voa i), 2008). 201245 7)o % Syl E Folo| sl
(1) E4as: Erasioy Nemss sy, T aAEATE el 10480150m A7} sterd
A e wEAA paIgT Saps ga 008 AE d=tste] A Holef wef3k 458l

183z 20159 A23A A4z 21
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Table 1. General Characteristics of the Subjects
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Classification Detailed Frequency (1) Percentage (%)
Gender Male 5 12.5
Female 35 87.5
Age (yr) < 24 2 5.0
25 ~ 29 21 52.5
> 30 16 40.0
No response 1 2.5
Period of clinical <2 6 15.0
experience (yr) 3~6 25 62.5
=7 9 22.5
Course for certification 3rd years 27 67.5
4th years 13 32.5
Education level College graduate 15 37.5
University graduate 21 52.5
Graduate school graduate 4 10.0
Work institution Special school 8 20.0

Special education support center

(metropolitan office of education) 31 77
No response 1 2.5
Shift pattern Full—time 33 82.5
Part—time 6 15.0
Non—answer 1 2.5
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A X EAF 68, AL wAF 49, X 27}

]7%1 A BAE 257 0] AT A A SAFY

2012) AFEHE = AgHz s Uehd o
= Fete] Aelatalth(Table 2).

2) =Y SUXNHXZAL S2HO[HES IHE £F

B 2AF Ak 397 F 2690] SR ARE
AT SetolAES X el 6712] Xkt
A TN S=AA AR LA ek AuA 2
T 2l E: A3 glolom whaA 5, A7
i, GARRR A A, dubA oS dE] o wIET}
= 1JrE}‘x}D}(Table 3). A EelMe v
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ARG E A 398 = r%&i ASA D AF
EAA7t 7hsetEE 8t
o F& A2 Aol —;&—% Hzo] whet =91 wi7]
= 53 tH(Table 4). A EA1H Aol = S5+
= w8)7F AA oA 397 % 267 (66.7%) ©]
< T9E 2290] 1591 = ekt 1o

Ll
STuSA A WA = 247 (61.5%), S8t

WA S 1478 (35.9%) oIt A=A Al S e
11 718 X &7F Alo)A vlE 94.9% = JeRt 71 8ok
o, &2775F0] 41.0%% JEFSTh ‘A5 AlwshA ¢
oA wAkee] WS Fot A ‘;l A1 <k
© AlFeA s Zo® Yelgth

. a2

¥

St AR 5= obse] 843 st 754l
o] dhdo|u} el 7]ojehs S ¥ivddo] Qlojok
3t} (Bazyk et al., 2010). IDEA HitollA= 295
£ (A Aoyt Fdolu vkt (deprivation) 2 Q13
S HAAY iRl VeS F, 0E, 5717
(B) 750l FHAIAY ol o 5HA 7)s
= 915k A 3 FAT), (O 2] SAE F6
271 3719 715 Eolu &S eI = 3
sl golsioitt. st s AT E, AAFA,
Zt—8 A, & w2 78, A9 Vs, A
HE =708 4= I (Bazyk et al., 2010; National
Dissemination Center for Children with Disabilities,
2008). = stw AR 5= FollQl sl tist S5
FHelA ook S v Au)2of Sab Adw
7F RS FEl i S 7IREe R Sl ofso] Sl

)y oy
ok

Table 2. Scope of Work for School Based Occupational Therapist

Classification

Scope of work

Evaluation and treatment
therapy)

Therapy support service for subjects of special education (or occupational

Support diagnostic evaluation for subjects and manage informations

Family consult for subjects and disabled community

Treatment voucher

Circuit education and special education related service etc

Others

Manage therapy support office

Support works related with center

Promotion and study for special education

Establish for therapy office operating plan

Various business for especial education support center

Matters of the principal or superintendent directions

gskAelx) 283 z] 201549 A|234Q A4E 23



Table 3. Clients Diagnostic Classification for School Based Occupational Therapist (N=26)

e . . Response "
Classification Diagnosis - Percentage™ (%)
n Percentage” (%)

Neurological TBI 1 3.1 3.8

Cp 21 65.6 80.8

Low vision 2 6.3 7.7

Etc. 3 94 11.5

None 5 15.6 19.2

Developmental Developmental delay 21 25.3 80.8

Intellectual disability 25 30.1 96.2

Learning disorder 9 10.8 34.6

Sensory Integration disorder 18 21.7 69.2

Visual processing deficit disorder 5 6.0 19.2

Congenital malformation 3 3.6 11.5

Etc. 2 2.4 7.7

Psychosocial Anxiety disorder 2 4.8 7.7

Autistic spectrum disorder 18 42.9 69.2

Behavioral disorder 5 11.9 19.2

ADHD 14 33.3 53.8

None 3 7.1 11.5

Medical Burn 1 3.8 3.8

Condition deteriorated 1 3.8 3.8

Etc. 1 3.8 3.8

None 23 88.5 88.5

o

* : Compare to whole response, ™ : Compare to whole cases
ADHD: Attention Deficit Hyperactivity Disorder, CP: Cerebral Palsy, TBI: Traumatic Brain Injury

Table 4. Method and Form for the Therapeutic Support Service (N=39)
Therapy . Answer Case Frequency order
Detailed : -
support n Percentage™ Percentage 1 2 3
Methods Circuit special class 26 31.6 66.7 22 4
Circuit general class 13 15.9 33.3 1 6 6
Home tour 5 6.1 12.8 5
Special school visit for therapy 14 17.1 35.9 10 2 2
Special e.dl.ica‘uon support 94 99.3 615 6 14 A
enter visit for therapy
Sum 82 100 210.2
Form 1:1 individual therapy 37 69.8 94.9 34
Small group 16 30.2 41.0 5 11
Environmental modification and
support guidance by consulting 0 0.0 0.0
with teacher without therapy
Sum 53 100 135.9

*: Compare to all answers, ™ : Compare to whole cases
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o} stw A g] 7154 w3 U gl el 7]ojeh=
Aok obs o] A8 59, A, -+
A2, & 2 8, Ak AR s, AEAS
= FAF o7 Aosigint. AA 5ol w5
(AU STuSALAE 55 on|gith

MEAAAEARG S St A YA BALY] o eS WA,
&%, iﬂ*—‘-’rlﬂl 22 gt o) Apdae] e Sl o
WA ARSI 7} wES sk, AnAH5,
%ﬂﬁﬂ*xwlﬂe7vlﬂ%4ﬂé~ﬁﬁﬂdﬂ
IEPY o2 wAlel 87 wsdhs 9EdS 3
sh= Zlol#} 3kt (American Occupational Therapy
Association, 1997; Bose & Hinojosa, 2008; Gilfoyl
& Hays, 1979). B¢t A g k= thd 4 E<]
ZA), ARZEAY, A4 9 784 A48, B A8 S
WA 55 Fate] ] AnrARl B 7)5e] A
= FAANA = 9T s (Pyo, 2012; Spencer et
al, 2006).
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Table 5. Criticality of School Occupational Therapy Duty and Priorities for Frequency of Tasks
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2] (task) oA Q&7 =2 9= A7 s
371 (2.73), ‘H“;W]—‘S‘ FSHAZ71(2.69), ‘HaA

@] (2.68) =& e TH(Table 6). 2] (task)
W 7P WEy 12 AL YdAs S8
71'(2.67), W75 SXAZ171(2.48), ‘7S

a171'(2.32) <2 YeEkith

=
Sl

3) SHIRFAX| B AL HAl

(N=39)

Duty Criticality Frequency of tasks
M =* SD Ranking M =* SD Ranking

A. gﬁj:;;f; Slzic;r;??tlon of applicants for 946 + 074 9 108 + 091 9
B. Evaluate applicants for therapy support 2.29 = 0.82 7 1.62 £ 0.94 6
C. Select subjects for therapy support 2.30 = 0.84 6 1.68 £ 1.00 5
D. Plan school occupational therapy 2.58 £ 0.66 1 2.28 £ 0.88 1
E. Support school occupational therapy 2.41 £ 0.73 3 1.85 £ 0.87 3
F. Education and management 2.35 £ 0.89 5 1.74 £ 1.00 4
I. Self development 2.37 £ 0.79 4 1.54 = 0.89 7
J. Community association 1.93 £ 0.97 8 0.85 = 0.88 8
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Table 6. Criticality of School Occupational Therapy Task and Priorities for Frequency of Tasks

(NM=39)

. Criticality Frequency
Duties Tasks M Ranking M Ranking
A. Identify referred Al. Identify information of referred child 2.42 18 1.98 14
children’s information AZ2. Interview parents 2.68 3 2.27 5
A3. Interview teachers 2.28 28 1.68 25
B. Evaluation referred B1. Plan evaluation 2.56 8 2.15 10
children B2. Evaluate function of upper extremities 2.64 4 2.19 7
B3. Evaluate neuromusculo—skeletal and motor functions 2.36 24 1.76 23
B4. Evaluate motility function 2.39 22 1.82 22
B5. Evaluate development 2.64 4 2.01 12
B6. Evaluate sensory function 2.45 16 1.83 21
B7. Evaluate mental function 2.38 23 1.84 20
B8. Evaluate communication function 2.23 30 1.50 28
B9. Evaluate ADL 2.51 10 1.94 17
B10. Evaluate IADL 1.82 43 1.19 35
B11. Evaluate social interaction skills 2.01 38 1.45 29
B12. Evaluate occupational performance area 2.03 37 1.20 34
B13. Evaluate school environment 2.06 34 0.96 38
B14. Evaluate other components for environment 1.93 40 0.90 39
C. Select subjects for C1. Documents 2.44 17 1.96 16
therapy support C2. Participate steering committee for special education 2.16 31 1.39 32
D. Plan school based OT D1.Establish Individual Education Plan (IEP) 2.58 7 2.28 4
E. Support school E1. Improve neuromusculo—skeletal and motor functions 2.50 12 2.16 9
based OT E2. Improve function of upper extremities 2.73 1 2.67 1
E3. Improve mobility function 2.47 14 2.21 6
E4. Improve developments 2.69 2 2.48 2
E5. Improve sensory function 2.59 6 2.32 3
E6. Improve mental function 2.51 10 2.17 8
E7. Improve communication interaction function 2.30 27 1.71 24
E8. Train ADL (self—care) 2.56 8 2.05 11
E9. Train IADL 2.00 39 1.18 36
E10. Improve social interaction skills 2.40 21 1.89 19
E11. Provide prosthesis and orthosis 2.04 35 0.76 41
E12. Home tour occupational therapy 2.08 33 0.67 42
F. Education and F1. Educate parents 2.28 28 1.36 33
management F2. Educate special education teacher 2.32 25 1.43 31
F3. Documentation 2.41 20 1.93 18
F4. Manage documents 2.31 26 1.98 14
F5. Management therapeutic tools and rooms 2.42 18 2.00 13
I. Self development I1. Research 2.13 32 1.44 30
12. Improve professionality 2.47 14 1.51 27
13. Self management 2.50 12 1.67 26
J. Community J1. Research community resources 2.04 35 0.89 40
association J2. Community association 1.93 40 1.03 37
J3. Educate communities 1.83 42 0.64 43

OT: Occupational Therapy
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Abstract

Practice Analysis Among Korean School Based Occupational Therapists

Lee, Hyang-Sook®, Ph.D., O.T., Park, Sang-Hee"*, M.H.Sc., O.T.,
Kim, You-Jin***, B.H.Sc., O.T., Noh, Chong-Su*, M.H.Sc., O.T.,
Yoon, Yea-Yong™***, B.H.Sc., O.T. Lee, Kyoung-Min*****, M.H.Sc., O.T.
“Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Daejeon Health Sciences College
“Daejeon Western Educational Administration Special Education Support Center

“*Dunamis Children Developmental Center
““Institute of Child Development, Daejeon Health Sciences College
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Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Fareast University

Objective : The aims of the present study were to investigate the job characteristics for Korean school based
occupational therapist, and to organize their job areas by surveying the criticality of duty and frequency of tasks.

Methods : We established the job scope of school based occupational therapist through the advice of the Expert
Group, created a questionnaire. Survey was conducted for the job characteristics and the validity of school based
occupational therapists group (39 people) from November 2012 to March 2015. The questionnaire was consisted
of two domains: Job characteristics (working status, a diagnostic classification, a service provision method and
form of practical therapeutic support), and practice analysis (criticality, frequency of tasks, priorities). It was
extracted an essential tasks which was more than average on criticality and frequency of tasks.

Results : The circuit special class and the one to one individual therapy was the highest practical therapeutic
support method and form. Common diagnoses of clients were cerebral palsy, intellectual disorder, and autism
spectrum disorder. In the job analysis, the highest criticality and frequency of task was ‘the plan for school based
occupational therapy’ on duty, and ‘the improvement of upper extremity function’ on task. The 22 essential tasks
were extracted of entire 43 tasks.

Conclusion : Results of this study will be the basis to organize the job area of the school based occupational
therapist. Refresher training and regular education (school) for occupational therapist should be made central to
the essential tasks extracted.

Key words : Essential task, Job analysis, School based occupational therapy, School occupational therapist
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