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I. M &

7115 (accreditation) o] 7F W= T F0] YA
& )58 FEste] el ol SeAdA AT
ANe-g AHsH= Ao]th(Choi, 2011; Kim et al., 2015;
Kim, Hwang, & Lee, 2012; Lee et al., 2016). tjst
25540l T 719152 5940] Aol 273
WHEE o] A Wiz
TNAOR HAdsh= A0R, Elds
2 et ohle} B7be) vhgel Hi o
5} 7)) olgt #EA Folsh A7)
7b FaAolrh(E A, 2015; Choi, 2014).

1A 2 Fobe] tiA WAAF Oz AARIA R
At (World Federation of Occupational Therapists;
WEOT) &) w53Hy 153} 2F 57pd A 2191 s
273 Q1Zo] St (Lee et al., 2016). FAH = 34
@] /\)\t Z}—C{jile O]ZH ob\%g Ex% o7 /\]BHE]_T_!_ Q)=
WFOT 515 o] 9], A4 0= wHRlZo] A 3x
72 e nj= g 9 gAAE So| Qtt
(Accreditation Council for Occupational Therapy
Education [ACOTE], 2015; British Association of
Occupational Therapists [BAOT], 2015; Occupational
Therapy Council [OTC], 2013).
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A3 QS BEskE s AR BAPE =0l
ofF 3t 0 7= A UES FAE st AT
(Lee, Chang, Woo, & Yoon, 2014a; Lee, Chang,
Jung, Ku, & Woo, 2014b).
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m. |+ 21
1. e=AYAEISI|E BIt &=
ARAYARAZIE Wk FRES AT, 155
33, 205 5 B ool B AmE Fastol

671 3 (4120 9 B} 2GAA, L&,
A L 0], g3t A %e%ﬂ%w

/7Y, SA/71ED 0.2 FAEISITE A o

AARAT7IE BNFES % 67) 9, 157H g
7N sFgErE o 2 FAISkY 1 x| 75 A A AdEE 7

07 AT Table 1).

Table 1. Evaluation ltems of the Korean Occupational Therapy Education Accreditation Standards

Categories Items Sub—items
Vision and Vision and education goal Setting education goal of occupational therapy
operating system Establishment of development plan
for the Administration and finance Support for managing department
department Securing finance for department and it's operation
Improvement in management Continuous improvement of curriculum
Curriculum Composition Composing curriculum based on capability
System for taking subjects and credit to be taken
Learning goals of subject and evaluation
Managing subjects Major education
Clinical practice education
Appropriateness of clinical practice institute
Appropriateness of clinical practice period
Budget for practice and experiment per student
Student Student guide system Student guide system
Guide for department adjustment and career path
Student welfare Provision of scholarship
Support for student activities except for curriculum
Faculty Securing faculty Securing faculty

Rate of faculty in charge of occupational therapy education

Average time credit for lectures by faculty

Faculty achievement

Researches and service by faculty

Faculty development

Faculty development support system

Facilities and

Educational facility and

Securing and managing basic educational facilities

equipment equipment Securing practice room, equipment and materials

for practice
Academic information .. .
Academic information support
support
Rest and recreation facilities Securing rest and recreation facilities
Educational Educational achievement Minimal capability evaluation
achievement Occupational therapy core work capability

Test for achieving educational goals

Rates of passing of national test and employment of
occupational therapist

Guide after graduation

Graduated student guide program
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Table 1. Evaluation Items of the Korean Occupational Therapy Education Accreditation Standards (Cont.)

Categories Items

Sub—items

Occupational Interview/evaluation
therapy core

work competency

Clinical observation

Physical examination: ROM, MMT, reflex examination and
sensory examination

Hand function test: Jebsen taylor hand function test

ADL evaluation: MBI

Cognition test: MMSE—K, LOTCA (select one of them)

Sensory integration test: Sensory profile

Developmental test: DDST

MVPT"

Oral test and swallowing response”’

BOTMP*

Intervention/others

Composing SOAP, writing and understanding SOAP”

ROM enhancement training, muscle strengthening excercise

Swallowing function enhancement training, use of swallowing
promoting device (e.g. vitalstim, etc.)

Gross motor coordination training, postural control education,
positioning training, therapeutic exercise

Sensory input/sensory discrimination/sensory procession
training/perception training

Sensory integration training

Awareness training, memory/attention/orientation
training/problem solving

Feeding training, dressing training

Transfer training, wheelchair training

Hand dexterity training, fine motor coordination training’

Neuro—developmental treatment’

YT BYARAFY B o BFGBo

19, 2-g2dEo] Thsdt FE2 (7)R7] a%lE

ADL: Activity of Daily Living, BOTMP: Bruininks—Oseretsky Test of Motor Proficiency, DDST: Denver
Developmental Screening Test, LOTCA: Lowenstein Occupational Therapy Cognitive Assessment, MBI: Modified
Barthel Index, MMT: Muscle Manual Test, MMSE—K: Mini—Mental Status Examination - Korea, MVPT:
Motor—Free Visual Perception Test, ROM: Range of Motion, SOAP: Subjective Objective Assesment Plan
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Table 2. General Characteristics of Respondents

1% validity

2" validity

Characteristics Classification Response Distribution Response Distribution
(n) (%) (n) (%)
Gender Male 42 50.0 3 30.0
Female 42 50.0 7 70.0
School system 3—yr 42 50.0 2 20.0
4—yr 42 50.0 6 60.0
Etc. 0 0.0 2 20.0
Educational <3 17 20.2 2 20.0
experiences 4~9 45 53.6 0 0.0
(yr) > 10 23 27.4 8 80.0
Clinical <3 16 19.0 2 20.0
experiences 4~9 45 53.6 1 10.0
(yr) > 10 23 27.4 7 70.0
Location of campus Gyeongi—do 9 10.7 3 30.0
Chungcheong—do 28 33.3 3 30.0
Gangwon—do 7 8.3 3 30.0
Gyeongsang—do 26 30.9 1 10.0
Jeolla—do 13 15.5 0 0.0
Jeju—do 1 1.2 0 0.0

Table 3. Content Validity of Evaluation Criteria for the Accreditation Evaluation System of Occupational Therapy

Education in Korea

1% validity

2" validity

Items Sub—items CVI CVI
(1=84) M P (7=10) M 5D
Vision and Setting education goal 097 357 054 100 370 047
education goal of occupational therapy
Establishment of development plan 096 353 0.62 1.00 365 052
Administration and Support for managing department 092 357 0.68 1.00 390 0.32
finance Securing flgnce for d.epartment 0.95 361 0.62 0.90 270 0.67
and its operation
Improvement In i ious improvement of curriculum  0.87 343 075 080 330 082
management
Composition Composing curriculum based on capability 0.98  3.51 0.63 1.00  3.80 0.42
System for taking subjects 089 336 071 090 370 0.67
and credit to be taken

Learning goals of subject and evaluation 0.93 346 067 090 3.70 0.67
Managing subjects Major education 0.91 3.46 073 090 370 0.57
Clinical practice education 094 360 060 1.00 3.75 045
Appropriateness 0.88 346 074 100 380 042

of clinical practice institute
Appropriateness of clinical practice period 0.94 361 064 1.00 3.90 0.32
Budget for practice 0.89 349 069 090 340 0.0

and experiment per student
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Table 3. Content Validity of Evaluation Criteria for the Accreditation Evaluation System of Occupational Therapy

Education in Korea (Cont.)

1% validity

2" validity

Items Sub—items CVI CVI
M D D
(1=84) = (=10) M =
Student Student guide system 0.93 3.51 067 1.00 3.80 042
- ‘ ; ;
guide system Guide for department adjustment and 090 337 065 100 380 042
career path
Student welfare Provision of scholarship 0.83 3.31 0.81 1.00 3.60 0.70
Support for student. activities except 089 337 071 100 370  0.67
for curriculum
Securing faculty Securing faculty 085 345 088 090 3.60 0.70
R { faculty in ch
ate of faculty In charge 092 348 072 090 3.60 0.70
of occupational therapy education
Average time credit 092 346 075 090 370 0.67
for lectures by faculty
Faculty achievement Researches and service by faculty 088 3.32 075 090 3.80 0.63
Faculty Faculty development support system 087 337 083 090 340 0.0
development
Educational facility Securing and managing 093 357 066 090 360 0.70
and equipment basic educational facilities
Securing practice room, equipment ) oo g 4g (74 090 360 070
and materials for practice
. ACE:.ldemIC Academic information support 0.81 397 080 100 380 042
information support
Rest and Securing rest 0.87 337 088 1.00 4.00 0.00
recreation facilities and recreation facilities
Educational Minimal capability evaluation 0.82 3.25 080 090 353 0.58
achievement Occupational therapy core work capability 0.82 3.27 0.87 090 3.60 0.52
Test for achieving educational goals 0.83 3.31 081 090 350 0.71
Rates of passing of natllonal test apd 0.81 397 080 090 365 067
employment of occupational therapist
Guide ' Graduated student guide program 082 395 080 090 370 067
after graduation
%= CVI 47k 0.8940]9111 0.81~0.9748 2% 0.80 AR 5elF7]Fe tist Hr) 52 24 BT ZAE
A VIRl FEE EASA Q9T 234 UEEE OV A At 44 B 35070013 39l 358 Bk
HAaE 0.96780]1%1 2 0.80~1.0082.Z 0.804 w]wt o] 3.0 wjykel gEo] Al o} 23} EfFA FA}
YR EAHA 9oF BIAUNSUE Y w28 ISR SyoHTae D)
BEe Bge Ao Yekith 13} hgeiE 24 2
3} AA F 3.43730] 1L 3] %‘%‘% Hitgkol 3.0 v 2) MU E HYAHATIY LHEEITE 22
TRl o] EA| }Xl oo} =2 EFdEE eI A 5 ANAFAY 13} YEEIGE ZAF A 21
O1F 174 U|BEE Aot 7lek A HSOl 2 ) shsl $EA CVI glol 08 WIuR) #E EAS g
JARLS B PPAENIES Folo] 98 @52 ool AR U AN o F AN G 2 9l
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Table 4. Content Validity of Evaluation Criteria for Occupational Therapy Core Work Competency and Differences

between 1% and 2™ Surveys

1% validity

2" validity

Classification Sub—categories Sub—categories
CVI woSp CVI woSp
(n=84) (n=10)
Interview/ Interview 0.97 3.68 0.53 L )
luati - : Clinical observation 1.00 3.60 0.52
evaluation Clinical observation 1.00 3.71 0.46
Physical Examination:
ROM 0.95 3.68 047
Physicaliﬁi}mmationl 094 3.66 053 P;)g)gl\i/i:all\/lli;[{;minaﬂtion:
Phvsical Examination: exa’minatic;nrznsx 100360 0.52
vsical bxaminatlon: g/ 361 55 -
Reflex examination sSensory examination
Physical examl.natlhoni 092 368 047
Sensory examination
Hand function test:
lor h
Jebsen taylor hand g 5 61 (68 Jebsen taylor hand 100 3.30 0.48
function test .
function test
ADL evaluation: MBI 091 3.66 0.53 ADL evaluation: MBI 1.00 3.60 0.52
Cognition test: MMSE-K  0.96 3.76 0.43 Cognition test: MMSE—K,
Cognition test: LOTCA (select one of 1.00 3.60 0.52
0.95 3.76 0.43
LOTCA (select one of them) J them)
Interview/ Sensory profile 090 3.66 067 ScmSory imesration o g 50 ) 5
evaluation test: Sensory profile
Developmental test: Developmental test:
DDST 0.96 3.71 0.46 DDST 1.00 3.60 0.52
MVPT 0.95 3.71 0.46 MVPT 1.00 3.60 0.52
Oral test and 097 379 0.41 Oral test and 100 3.60 0.52
swallowing response swallowing response
BOTMP 0.89 3.66 0.58 BOTMP 1.00 3.30 0.48
Intervention/ ) .. Composing SOAP,
others Cai?ifiiiijii’ “égt[ff 0.97 3.84 0.37 writing and 1.00 3.30 0.48
& understanding SOAP
ROM enhancement
traini 0.90 3.61 0.59 ROM enhancement
raining ..
- training, muscle 1.00 3.00 0.00
Muscle stren’gthenmg 0.77 3.58 0.64 strengthening excercise
excercise
Swallowing fUHC.tif)l’l 073 358 0.60 Swallowing func.ti.on
enhancement training enhancement training,
Use of swallowing use of swallowing 1.00 3.60 0.52
promoting device (e.g.  0.95 3.74 0.50 promoting device (e.g.

vitalstim, etc.)

vitalstim, etc.)
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Table 4. Content Validity of Evaluation Criteria for Occupational Therapy Core Work Competency and Differences

between 1% and 2™ Surveys (Cont.)

1% validity

2" validity

Classification Sub—categories Sub—categories
CVI Y SD g CVI u S
(n=84) (n=10)
Interview/ Sensory profile 090 366 067 “CnSOTYintegrationtestt o440 59
evaluation Sensory profile
Developmental test: DDST 0.96 3.71 0.46 Developmental test: DDST 1.00 3.60 0.52
MVPT 0.95 3.71 0.46 MVPT 1.00 3.60 0.52
Oral test and 097 3.79 0.41 Oral test and 1.00 3.60 0.52
swallowing response swallowing response
BOTMP 0.89 3.66 0.58 BOTMP 1.00 3.30 0.48
Intervention/ . . Composing SOAP,
AP
others iﬁiﬁiii . Végtgf 097 3.84 0.37 writing and 1.00 3.30 0.48
& understanding SOAP
ROM enhancement training 0.90 3.61 0.59 ROM enhancement
i training, muscle 1.00 3.00 0.00
Muscle stren.gthenmg 077 358 0.64 g .
excercise strengthening excercise
oot g 073 838 00 Swaloving fureton
. ' enl ancemer.lt training, I.JSG 100 3.60 052
Use of swallowing promoting of swallowing promoting
. . . 095 3.74 0.50 . . .
device (e.g. vitalstim, etc.) device (e.g. vitalstim, etc.)
Intervention/ GI_”OSS.‘ motor ) 0.94 3.71 0.57 Gross motor coordination
others coordination training training, postural control
Postural control education 0.94 3.76 0.43  education, positioning 1.00 3.30 048
Positioning training 0.94 3.76 0.43 training, therapeutic
Therapeutic exercise 0.92 3.71 0.46 exercise
Sensory input stimulation 0.89 3.71 0.52 Sensory input/sensory
Sensory di‘s?rimination 092 371 046 discrimination/.
traming sensory procession 1.00 3.60 0.52
Sensory procession training 0.89 3.61 0.59  training/perception
Sensory perception training 0.92 3.66 0.53 training
. . .. S int ti
Sensory integration training 0.92 3.66 0.53 ensory 1 n. esration 1.00 3.60 0.52
training
Awareness training 0.92 3.68 0.47
Memory training 0.95 376 0.43 Awareness raining,
. O ttenti
Attention training 090 3.68 047  memorv/attention/ - oy g0 5
: orientation training/
Problem solving 0.91 3.61 0.55 Problem solving
Coping skill training 0.65 3.46 0.53
Feeding training 0.91 3.66 0.53 i ini
S Feeding training, 100 3.60 0.52
Dressing training 0.91 3.66 0.53 dressing training
kg x| 5832 20173 A25W A1E:E 131



Table 4. Content Validity of Evaluation Criteria for Occupational Therapy Core Work Competency and Differences
between 1% and 2™ Surveys (Cont.)

1°" validity 2" validity
Classification Sub—categories CVI woSD Sub—categories CVI woSh
(n=84) (n=10)
Intervention/ Transfer training 090 3.66 0.48 Transfer training, 100 3.60 052
others Wheelchair training 0.89 3.61 0.59 wheelchair training ’ ’ '
Hand dexterity training 0.97 3.76 0.43 Hand dexterity training,

F.ine.motor. ' 100 384 037 f.ine .motor. ‘ 1.00 3.30 0.48
coordination training coordination training
Neuro—developmental 098 382 0.39 Neuro—developmental 100 3.00 0.00

treatment treatment

ADL: Activity of Daily Living, BOTMP: Bruininks—Oseretsky Test of Motor Proficiency, DDST: Denver
Developmental Screening Test, LOTCA: Lowenstein Occupational Therapy Cognitive Assessment, MBI: Modified
Barthel Index, MMT: Muscle Manual Test, MMSE—K: Mini—Mental Status Examination - Korea, MVPT:
Motor—Free Visual Perception Test, ROM: Range of Motion, SOAP: Subjective Objective Assesment Plan

Table 5. Assessment Methods Occupational Therapy Core Work Competency

Characteristics Classification Response (1) Distribution (%)
Interview/ Actual test 34 40.6
evaluation SOAP 28 34.4

Video 22 25.0

Intervention/ Actual test 31 37.5
others SOAP 23 28.1
Video 30 34.4

SOAP: Subjective Objective Assesment Plan

AT A 22k WS e S A AAs A7 A =AA el Fatehs AAEAH L] A4

AA Bd 3488 B A WEERE CVI & BAS Y8 Aol 2 A mlsTE S

2 1.00]%1tH(Table 4). Wdehs B2 0w AAEHIT 1 A AR sl

S/ 67 P (1 4 ihﬂ FGAA, w2y, 8t

3, MAX|ZE HAAMDHZE 7| HEH 2470} A, e, A 9 A, w54, 157] 2, 3171 3

AFEor HAsglon, AYPA s AT FES 2

AAX 5 AT 7 e s AR (A N QA CF/E7E, SA/ZTED, 2170 918 HrtE

2~E), SOAP(SOAP SIAEIAE), 59/ (A} 597 T o] Tttt S A YA BRI EES 23l

= 7P 27t ihlel dish A At e/ E ke A AR YLEFG T 2AMSE IAA At 39S Eafo] €}
[71€} Bo A AAEHAE, SOAP, $94F <=0 7 wek TEE sl

t}(Table 5). v 2 skl SJAA= 3719 skl ER= T E S

o vl 9 wSER R E AR nSEE A

I A S o ek, F E A

Iv. 11 & M= igtellA s x At ot Ay ge gl ¢

k= BPAAE HAEStAL, 9 7N ERelA= g

B Qe sk @7k o Qs AQARAL she) 441 mRaY AN wARES Selsha girk
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Abstract

Development of Evaluation Criteria of Accreditation Standards
for Occupational Therapy Education in Korea

Lee, Hyang-Sook”, Ph.D., 0.T., Kang, Dae-Hyuk"*, Ph.D., O.T.R, Chang, Moon-Young***, Ph.D., O.T.,
Woo, Hee-Soon™**, Ph.D., O.T., Song, Jae-Chul*****, B.S.P.H., 0.T., Jeong, Byoung-Lock™"**",
Ph.D., O.T., Park, Kyoung-Young*******, Ph.D., O.T., Lee, Jeong-Weon™*"*****, Ph.D., O.T.,
Kim, Jeong-Ki*™********, Ph.D., 0.T., Cha, Yu-Jin™""***, Ph.D., O.T.

“Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Daejeon Health Institute Technology
“Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Hanseo University
“*Dept. of Occupational Therapy, College of Biomedical Science and Engineering, Inje University

sk

Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Wonkwang University

sk

Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Masan University

skl

“*Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Sangji—Youngseo College

stk

Dept. of Occupational Therapy, College of Health Science, Jungwon University

sk

Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Yeojoo Institute of Technology

stk

Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Daegu Health College

stk

Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Semyung University

Objective : The aim of this study was to develop evaluation criteria for the accreditation standards of occupational
therapy education in Korea.

Methods : Faculty members were surveyed regarding the validity of the evaluation criteria from June to August,
2016. Six categories were developed through a literature review, and the validity of each item was measured on
a four—point scale. 84 responses were received and analyzed. Through focus group meetings, the results were
reviewed, and the core competency categories and items of occupational therapy were revised. The final
evaluation criteria were completed, and their content validity was assessed by ten occupational therapy education
experts.

Results : The final evaluation criteria consisted of six categories, 15 items, and 31 sub—items. The mean validity of
the items ranged from 3.3 to 4, and the final Content Validity Index (CVI) was between 0.8 and 1. The core work
competency of occupational therapy was classified into interview/evaluation and intervention/others, and the mean
validity of the sub—categories ranged from 3.0 to 3.6, with a CVI of 1. Actual testing was preferred for assessing
the core work competency of both interview/evaluation (40.6%) and intervention/others (37.5%).

Conclusion : The establishment and application of evaluation criteria for occupational therapy education will
facilitate the accomplishment of public responsibility and international recognition.

Key Words : Accreditation standards, Core work competency, Occupational therapy education
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