Print ISSN 1226-0134 Online ISSN 2288-7164
The Journal of Korean Society of Occupational Therapy, 26(1), 133-146 https://doi.org/10.14519/jksot.2018.26.1.10

¥EF FAE AT =3 21943 5§/ AEA (Korean-translated
Version of Community Integration Questionnaire; K-CIQ)<¢
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Malcolm, & Eilish, 2012; McColl, Davies, Carlson,
Johnston, & Minnes, 2001). A|%A}8] F-3to]gh |}
3lof] chgh e, L, A, AL AN T B EEshe
Mdolth(Segal & Aviram, 1978). E¥}H4Q1 2| 2JA}S]
S AGAE] el S dnleh o= %X*OL
B3} AE A EE, 18 H 52
&) 4 <J¥th(Sander, Clark, & Pappachs, 2011). e
A gARs O 2AQl Aol 2AA] edar ofiqle] AkelA
ol X3 A Aks] Fel7kA WML Wela 3l
A GALE] F3e A7 215k SAlel Al QlFo]
o} (Kim, 2007; Kim & Colantonio, 2010).

oAk B Aok b BT, Al 2457, A
A of7} Fol, ng-gel, 419 A 5 ek A1
QeMe Fol FES Ao 338 4 vt
(Willer, Rosenthal, Kreutzer, Goreon, & Rempel,
1993). AAA 12 9 weREA A5 Sall A oAks]

EF3 A4 (Community Integrann Questionnaire;

CIQ), Craig Handicap Assessment and Reporting
Technique (CHART), Community Integration Measure
(CIM), Satisfaction With Life Scale (SWLS), World
Health Organization Quality of Life—Older Adult
module(WHOQOL-OLD) 5= &g 5= 3Ith(Kim &
Colantonio, 2010; Ritchie, Wright—St Clair, Keogh,
& Gray, 2014). °l+= = ClIQe 549 HaAd9 =2
A 9 e R s, A oALs] Fatel thgh vheFet
A g3E AR S8 7P &S] ARSET
(Ritchie et al., 2014).

CIQ= 7H, A3, A4 852 37FA] ofellA] &
o5 H7kstaL, A|9ALE 9] e H=E S4s] el
= ek (Willer et al., 1993). 22 449 w4
A2 Slal AL QAR EEel sk xde] S

3l A HEL ol AR IARE A8
Sth(Rintala et al., 2002). ehA HEF, 4 f)?‘c},
P A3k, B, ke s SS9, A 30]
% sl okso] A|HALE] Ee] S-S flel CIQ%
A3t (Dalemans, Witte, Beurskens, van den
Heuvel, & Wade, 2010; Johnston, Nissim, Wood,
Karen, & Tulsky, 2002; Kim & Colantonio, 2010;
Kim, Colantonio, Dawson, & Bayley, 2013;, McVeigh,

N

Hitzing, & Craven, 2009). CIQi= #A|9AF8] S5
3 Ao, A4+ 9 2789 F7HE flal -85
ARE-SE = QY (Ritchie et al., 2014).

thekst AtellA CIQE ARE-akaL QIAIRE A3 A=
& Qo 0]2]e] & dofAE Aeh T B B
o= QlEl o] o] AojE ARgsh= HofdlEe] A
T tPdRbelA A 2lEE Fats Alghd o Hyskar Qltk
(Abello—Banfi, Cardlel, Ruiz—Mercado, & Alarcon—
Segovia, 1994; Anduaga, Forteza, & Lira, 1991;
Ferketich, Phillips, & Verran, 1993). o]l o] vj=
o] CIQ9} &3t 9u& 7HA= Mz vl tish d
Q7o) A= AL glof, AuQleje} dEo] B o] CIQ7t
NetE] At Ferketich et al, 1993; Rintala et al.,
2002; Saeki, Okazaki, & Hackisuka, 2006).

A Foke] 37l AT A=A LA H AL A
= EA s A2 T Qs gYol, o= $I%t H
7he W2 Q1T ke v s aealjofstal sk o ®
w7keo} st} (Carbonneau, Martineau, Andre, &
Dawson, 2011; Sander et al., 2011). &4 =7}o)A]

ksl J§7}E?Lb A ) 0101, 3}, 3, A9 24Ql 5
7}01]"1 AHEEE Alofl= H-

N

H‘jel ul HEo| EJ—‘—O}-T;]—(BeatOn, Bombardler, Guﬂlemm,
& Ferraz, 2000). WebA 2 A= =1d] 58 A1Ee]
A3 54 2 AGAE] T AEE gRlsl] S8 &
=5 A|9A1}3] FE AEA] (Korean—translated version
of Community Integration Questionnaire; K—CIQ) &
Wste], HEF A o ® edis) AFEs
Hs st st

o. A5 HH

AREI EXREE AT
HE% ARG} Ao} gl Ll
HEE B9 A% 7)Ee e
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2t} (Dalemans et al., 2010). ¥ Q7= Agr)auy AT U AR Q) SHRE FA 0% AE,
A AL HE T8I oH (IRB File A, Ui, A5, <bE, Ak A Aol [, tid

é

No. KYUH 2014—09-001), A% 2&sl7] A that A= % 3008 0% WEF 200 gukel 100e)qith
ARz olAl ATe] A 2 v tisl] Fs] ekl (Table. 1). &% 3AF0] Hf A9 55.641+11.85
jo

oMol Aget g sl disi AES Agsisich. Ao, WS 145 (72.5%), ©1432 557 (27.5%)
Table 1. Demographic Characteristics of Participants (N=300)
Stroke group Normal group
Variables (n=200) (7=100)
Frequency (%) Frequency (%)
Age (yr) 30~39 18 (9.0%) 5 (6.0%)
40~49 48 (24.0%) 34 (34.0%)
50~59 61 (30.5%) 54 (54.0%)
60~69 39 (19.5%) 6 (6.0%)
70~79 33 (16.5%) 1 (1.0%)
80~89 1 (0.5%) -
Gender Male 145 (72.5%) 47 (47.0%)
Female 55 (27.5%) 53 (563.0%)
Type of strokes Hemorrhage 88 (44.0%) -
Infarction 112 (56.0%) -
Marital status Single 38 (19.0%) 7 (7.0%)
Married 137 (68.5%) 91 (91.0%)
Divorced 14 (7.0%) -
Separation 1 0.5%) 1 (1.0%)
Bereavement 7 (3.5%) 1 (1.0%)
Cohabit 3 (1.5%) -
Children continuity Yes 156 (78.0%) 94 (94.0%)
No 44 (22.0%) 6 (6.0%)
Residence Seoul 40 (20.0%) -
Gyeongsang 67 (33.5%) 8 (8.0%)
Jeolla 13 (6.5%) -
Chungcheong 80 (40.0%) 92 (92.0%)
Living together family None 12 (6.0%) -
1 other person 96 (48.0%) 2 (2.0%)
2~4 other person 90 (45.0%) 85 (85.0%)
> 5 other person 2 (1.0%) 13 (13.0%)
Education Uneducated 8 (4.0%) -
Elementary school 23 (11.5%) 4 (4.0%)
Middle school 26 (13.0%) 8 (8.0%)
High school 86 (43.0%) 45 (45.0%)
College 49 (24.5%) 38 (38.0%)
Graduate school 8 (4.0%) 5 (5.0%)
Employment Part—time job 5 (2.5%) 15 (15.0%)
Pull—time job 27 (13.5%) 74 (74.0%)
Unemployed/retirement 139 (69.5%) 11 (11.0%)
Leave of absence 29 (14.5%) -
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S, A2 AA715] Aok i G4 A% A9
AR, Akl s d A
2. A4 &+

1) Community Integration Questionnaire(CIQ)

A oxtg] i el Fies S4ah] Sl dwrAow A
&5 CIQe 156839 A7k-r 14 Ao, 39
ool Fe] A=E H7keb7] S8l N A Willer
et al,, 1993): 7Md &3, Akl &%, 44 €% (Table
2). 1~12% £ 38 A%, 13~15% 732 63
TR s, 13~15W B A7)ERe] et
shute] B AFEH(Willer et al., 1994). F4]
T 0~2987H4] 2 W9R, & Ao o & 53944
A3 &3 HERATH(Willer et al., 1994). S17344
3L SAE o ® ZeE A3 Axk yAdA
% (Cronbach's @)+ .76 YeRH, HEF 212 U
AYA 5= 755 YERTH(Dalemans et al., 2010;
Dijkers, Whiteneck, & El—Jaroudi, 2000; Willer et
al,, 1993). FAAL=AFAL AF = A 83~.979 ¥
915 Yehditk (Corrigan & Bogner, 2004).

2) Short Form 36 Health Survey(SF—36)

WAL 7)ed PSS Erkehe 17 24
TR, 36730 At-rnu2 AEAolthH(Ware &
Sherbourne, 1992). A1A14 2247} 471 4 (A1A7]

T, A AR AAES, AR, B 2Tt

Table 2. Number of Item and Subscale of CIQ

471 Fo (FE/H =, ALEA Vs, e Al
A7how & 871 4ol 357] &
F7h49) kel e ARl d
Pk FAHelA giek. 7 e
AN W45 B B 255
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;é} %E’_ 747”23“:418 oJm i}, SF—36-4 AFE A
Cronbach's @ =.93°]1tF(Ware et al., 1995).

3. 9+ Ity
1) BT A3

World Health Organization(2007)2] A7 #&H 3
ZHA] oA AAERE M IS vl o kS AAls)
s

1, Brislin(1970) 9] &¥19] Ws S Mgk 29& 7
A =g A AQae] FF AE2A (K-CIQE AH-sk3l

RIQE el M= e o) A ela e s W
A3 ATl F4S ARkt dol 9 7Ee
Fasl o9lel ol sk Zo] ool on,
ool ATe Fol @ole] mHE Aol 2 Q1gh wole]
Fe Eaf Wk Ads sl K-CIQY| Bhd =
= ] flete] WSed s, WaEd Y, HERS
&, R E d7E Al e e EE S
< 22 4078l ]K CIQE AAlet] H7bwero =
off thgt oJsl s Holm gttt gk AR 5okt wE

2y, 948749 3d ol del AYAvAL 51, HET EAF
39, T 107g°lAl 7 &) A3l J&rff} s Bl

UEEHE A& AbEsigict. e = &5 3
2 10092} LRkl oAk 100 AlAl K—-CIQE A3l
oI zlolE H|wsGity. FHEIEE HEF #xF
200< ez CIQ9 visst Mds 5S4t
SF=36< Aol S74ste] 7F £39] & vlawst

Subscale Item Number of item
Home integration 1,2, 3, 4,5 5
Social integration 6, 7, 8,9, 10, 11
Productive activities 12, 13, 14, 15

CIQ: Community Integration Questionnaire

136 The Journal of Korean Society of Occupational Therapy Vol. 26, No. 1, 2018



gk e

A 20088 FOR T Q1R

PN
T

AEE A7E AAakgl HWC” L‘Et 4%‘15}%524

ol ofgt AT HET Ak 2008 W= AA

kit A= H AAF A s SR ATl o

g 2001 # = de® 259 ks Fa ks

A

@%ﬂﬂﬂﬂ@%@E*ﬂ%@ﬂﬂE@%ﬂ‘
lat7] 218l 7=
I /\PE‘_‘ 5;(-] ‘ﬂﬂ b E’—-

2 0.25, 382 0.5, 4482 0.75, 5@
o 7} TEETE Ak

OHTI
)
r—{E
>
rulo
> G
o op
ofr
)
=
N ofo
huj
ofl
b

oﬁ
=l
rulo
>
e
_C;L
O
g o H
D ¢
e
&e
os}
@)
@]
2

S A= oy, SHEYEE Pearson ATASE AL
gato] AFslrh. TR e BAA gl oR
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1. BigE 4

OlA

21t

1) LHEIEE (content validity)
(1) Zolal= A3

2006). HHEMI S SHEE ¢ 7&}@% AHE-3l] Tr-y‘q 2|eIx}g]of Az HWEZ 82} 4084 K-CIQ
Table 3. Content Validity of K-CIQ (N=50)
Verification of understanding (N=40) Content validity index(N=10)
Subscale
Item M SD M SD 1-CVI
Home 1 4.75 44 4.70 0.48 0.93
integration 2 4.93 27 5.00 0.00 1.00
3 4.83 .38 5.00 0.00 1.00
4 4.98 .16 5.00 0.00 1.00
5 4.53 75 4.70 0.48 0.93
Social 6 4.38 .70 4.80 0.42 0.95
integration 7 4.95 22 4.80 0.42 0.95
8 4.93 27 5.00 0.00 1.00
9 4.95 22 4.90 0.32 0.98
10 4.88 .33 4.60 0.52 0.90
11 4.98 .16 4.70 0.48 0.93
Productive 12 4.90 .30 4.60 0.51 0.90
activities 13 4.73 45 5.00 0.00 1.00
14 4.25 74 5.00 0.00 1.00
15 4.78 42 5.00 0.00 1.00

[-CVI: Item—Content Validity Index, K—CIQ: Korean—translated Version of Community Integration

Questionnaire
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£ AAlste] F7EETE] E3el| gt o|d| s YobR. gk
oh B o] 44 (T ol B2 4.2510.74¢]
Al 4.98%0.16 Atololl A7} skl ASITh weba
SHAE 37 olske] MR dEAISE o] gt
(Table 3).

(2) LIEErLE X|4(Content Validity Index; CVI) A&

APA 58 w27, 93 3d o] #A]
S/ 51, HEF 8AF 39, T 109elAl 7+ =3ke] A%t

] X

2) EHHENHE (discriminant validity)

HES A 100087 ARkl oAt 100789
K-CIQE AAl8] iz 2olE nusioit). HEF
kel K—CIQ $48579) 12 10.52£5.840]31, &
HLO) thAlAR= 17.68+3.84% EAH 07 #-2)3) A}o]
£ HATH(p<0D). G Ae] Batoles HEF 8
k] A|9AE] E§e ATt 7MY B8 AR A
2 5o 37] G Belx] LRIl AR vk
1, ol BAACE FosttH(p<.05) (Table 4).

ol Bt AR B WEEIE A5E B
158 gigt £33 H4571 90004 1.00 Alo]el -3 .
b 919tk wlebd] K—CIQe] Uleeis 22 96 3) +EEIZE (convergent validity)
02 7 YebttHTable 3). S£% B4 2009 IO CIQsh MI5E e
Table 4. Discriminant Validity of K—CIQ (N=200)
4 Total possible Stroke group Normal group
Variables AU Seore (7=100) (7=100) t D
M+ SD M £ SD
Home integration 10 3.20 = 2.86 549 £ 2.55 6.243 .000™
Social integration 12 491 * 2.86 742 = 1.91 7.286 .000™
Productive activities 7 2.41 £ 2.18 477 £ 1.44 9.659 .000™
K-CIQ Total score 29 10.52 * 5.84 17.68 £ 3.84 11.100 .000™
“pK.01
K-CIQ: Korean—translated Version of Community Integration Questionnaire
Table 5. Convergent Validity of K=CIQ (N=200)
Pearson correlation coefficient (r)
SP_36 K-CIQ
. . C . Productive K-CIQ
Home integration Social integration .
activities total score
Physical Functioning (PF) 215™ 297 122 301
Role Physical (RP) 1727 191" 1477 238"
Bodily Pain(BP) —-.087 -.164" -.138 -.178"
General Health(GH) .069 .018 -.068 017
Vitality (VT) .033 —-.029 —.096 —-.035
Social Functioning (SF) —.134 —.050 —.008 —.095
Role Emotional (RE) .060 120 .088 123
Mental Health (MH) 159" .088 —.042 107
SF—-36 total score 164" .185* .060 197"

"p<.05, " p.01

K—-CIQ: Korean—translated Version of Community Integration Questionnaire

SF—36: Short Form 36 Health Survey
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S4sh= SF-362 BAlol SAste] 2t 239 43y
= Hlastlnt, 7] S Al 197E
S AHHAE AR BAF R ov] ol ’2}%}
AE BIH(p<.01). K—CIQ2] ¥4 SF-362] 7]

G 7 AIAIGE 1789014 L3019 WHAE A,
SF-362] & 871 4 5 Al14]7]5 (Physical Functioning;

PF) od9deflA] 301, A1A|99ek #|$k(Role Physical; RP)
JooA 2382 2u] Q= ko] AHIAAE HATH
(p<.01) (Table 5).

Table 6. Factor Loading of K=CIQ

ek Bl ol S B9 20095 oY
v RN

_] )\E ] ].03\;]. oo]‘:‘}H_J 7(‘]‘6]—1:
A7}, Bartlette] 7384 Ao p=.000C.% &
9J35k 2. (p<.001), Kaiser—Meyer—Olkin (KMO) %t
o] .767% Agst AE Atk Ifrgke] 1.0 o)l

2912 HE YebstaL, 29 4719] a<lel &) A
] 65.372%7} A8 = Atk Z42-e] Q.]1 Fafzko] 4o
a9 gho] glglom, 54 & Bk et 4015k g

Factor )
Item Communality
1 2 3
1 Who usually %i(')es .Shoppmg for groceries of 820 134 032 071 696
other necessities in your household?
9 Who usually prepares meals in your 919 001 014 017 Q45
household?
3 In your home, who usually does everyday 903 040 050 197 836
housework?
4 Who usually takes care of the children in 906 208 059 017 367
your home?
Who usually plans social arrangements
1 . 22 -.1 .
g such as gatherings with family and friends? 07 e 9 o0 637
6 Who usually take care. of your p‘ersor‘lal 509 430 092 096 469
finances such as banking or paying bills?
7 Shopping .337 617 .056 152 .520
3 Le1sure‘ activities such as movies, sports, 005 565 143 596 695
and eating out
9 Visiting friends or relatives 134 .062 .180 789 677
10 When you part1c1pa?e in leisure ‘act1V1tles, _ 032 022 802 170 674
do you usually do it alone or with others?
11 Do you have a trusty friend who you can 006 068 655 333 545
thoroughly open your heart to?
12  How often do you outside the home? —.046 713 —.056 .168 541
13 Bmployment/ 107 183 566  —.360 496
(13~15) training program/volunteer
Eigenvalues 4.003 2.169 1.227 1.093
Variance % 30.793  16.681 9.483 8.406
Cumulative % 30.793  47.474 56.912 65.318

K-CIQ: Korean—translated Version of Community Integration Questionnaire
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AATE 2]l 19] Q91 FafE 50901]*1 919402 2 A|_|§|E I7:-||§ 7241}
UL, 991 2= 6170014 7422 Q91 32 .566°]
X Q9] 4= A A - . .
1.802% 291 4 960“ 1789 }O]E Hrebst E} 1) WA LYUX| T (internal consistency)
_]

3 Qo 23l 9ol 3] 9_ = o3¢ _ ~

281 3 3: iy 14 ;2 o 5 1 3 S wln Be AAAEE 14690 0139] e
il o] F3glo -

e % weiek 7 B 2ele] WA 831, 4K
Table 7. Internal Consistency of K—CIQ (N=200)
Subscale Item . Item once qelete Int.ernal

internal consistency consistency
Home Who usually does shopping for groceries of other
. . 1 L 786
integration necessities in your household?
2 Who usually prepares meals in your household? 748
3 In your home, who usually does everyday housework? 764 .834
4 Who usually takes care of the children in your home? 745
5 Who usually plans social arrangements such as 913
gatherings with family and friends? ’
Social Who usually take care of your personal finances such
. . 6 . . . .595
integration as banking or paying bills?
7 Shopping .535
8  Leisure activities such as movies, sports, and eating out .509
9  Visiting friends or relatives .553 .593
When you participate in leisure activities, do you
10 . . .544
usually do it alone or with others?
Do you have a trusty friend who you can thoroughly
11 .558
open your heart to?
Productive 12 How often do you outside the home? 146
activities Choose the answer that best corresponds to your

current (during the past month) work condition.

Choose the answer that best corresponds to how much

. .. . . .200
13~15 time you participated in your current training program .146

or school condition.

In the past month, how many times did you participate
in volunteer activities?

K—-CIQ: Korean—translated Version of Community Integration Questionnaire

Table 8. Test—retest Reliability of K—CIQ (N=20)

Subscale

Pearson correlation coefficient ()

Home integration

940"

Social integration

925"

Productive activities

.996

.01

K-CIQ: Korean—translated Version of Community Integration Questionnaire
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T oS 593, A 2 P 2000= ek
thH(Table 7).

2) AAM-TZAAL A2 = (test—retest reliability)

YEF 8} 208 e 279 7H4S T vk
A A 71 B (=.940), AFE] 58(=.925), A
A B (r=.996) 2] B YJoollA] BAHoE o3t
AAAAIE BATH(p<.01) (Table 8).

v. 10 &

A AFE] ol o] A1 g} As] A/ g5k 2
T& XSk AGALS] B RE g T2 A
g AE7}e] B3} "ck(Sander et al., 2011). o]& g+
A7} F_ellA S=RA R AL-S sl 2X1A] ¢ar A1
Abs]ell et oo, $hke] ARSl4 ol S Eola
Abelel Sghd 4 T sk AR R T St
A=) 5chH(Watson & Wilson, 2003). ool & ad7tollA
© U Age] s S5 Ak F9 RS
gRlsly] el W Bl me AT A e
st=e A JAbs] T3 AEA (Korean—translated
Version of Community Integration Questionnaire;
K-CIQE, &5 s oz g 2 A ES
Hs et

K-CIQ9 W8ed: A58y HE5 &4
Fofgh £ ofelle ATl 155 B 43
S Bk dErh 10o] Fost £ 4
o= K-CIQE &= A5 %ol .96
UER Al o] figlon Yderd =t
Jsigieh. HHER L 52 HES At
gkl oAt 100 9] K—CIQ 4 |9 7+ 94
Barol A T ek gl fF4J8 2fol & g1g
(p<.01). FHEFTE ATelA= CIQS
=7a= SF-363 K—CIQ2] A#aA=S A+
7 AR REATE 1972 thA B Ak
ARk FAACE frost <kl ARIAE
(p<.01). 7+ 9 3t A= —.178914 3019 |
915 B3laL, SF-369] 87) 4 T AAYT (PF) 99

o~
(@]
i of

o\ rlo

o

o
2
ox 1o

o
il

N

X

[e]

Ir

3L

ER S

30 oy o2 F
ok ¥
o & 1o no 1o

~N
_

>
_\ﬁL

\

Wk
gmi&
ooz B

oM 301, A4 AIFHRP) FAlM 238 2Jn] Q|
= %] AATAE BATHE<01). AAA ZolE 71
SAES o= CIQSF SF-362] AaaAlE vlw st
AYATLe] AF} AAS7E 05004 349 HYE W
of, oFst <fo] AR FovskAl LA
(Hirsh, Braden, Craggs, & Jensen, 2011). 121}
CIQe) F4 3} SF-362] AnkAZ(GH), A7 (MH)
g9 7t ARAAES v w3t A3 kA% (=.34), 3
A (r=2D 2 B fovatA dAsi o), # A
ToHE DA (=.02), N (=1
APt oot Auts Bty galA
53 AT E ASolME afgtel 1.0 o)l
o 47 FEEHQIth FEH M9 2l HA9
65.372%% AT = AleH, 23 19 531, 2,
3, 4, 6), 291 20 3785, 7, 12), £91 3l 37310,
11, 13~15), 291 40 253 (8, 9907 FoFth
K-CIQ9 A= =& Y37 913 K-CIQel &+ 15
oo thgt WAAXE ghd 7122 & 59 A1F
TE Rtk 7 9 YHYA R gk 7 B 9
o] 834% 7P & 77 UHLAEE Ve,
Abs] F3h o] 593, Ak EF dele] 2009 e
Rt el W) BakE o R sk el o
A CIQY WAYAEE 762 YER|, HEF 3=
ooz e Mol 755 HeR|St
(Dalemans et al., 2010; Dijkers et al., 2000; Willer
et al, 1993). 3k QAN &} Skabe) Hrdat B}
Z o= g Au|’le] WA CIQe] WH YA %= .70
< YeRQItH Rintala et al., 2002). Wb K-CIQS]
WAHLA T 2u9le] MRt 29k, 2 W2
ClIQsh= Hl5edt 52 A =E vehd 2102 djAe
ek AA-AEAL AR e A3}, 7] AAR] 2F H
K—CIQE I8t glst oAl 32 7 55
ofo] 1940, Aks] F3F o] 925, A B GFoo]
99602 BE JAoA BAHoRZ Fo8t AT E
BHATHpL0D). $A1e] 7F5olut Fs Al g2kl Al AAl
S Ao A B 9701901, HEA Al
Al AT Aol = 952 ARG ghol YERdT
(Corrigan & Bogner, 2004; Willer et al., 1994). &3t
2HQlel WA CIQY aAG 32 .85 Eldth
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(Rintala et al., 2002). & A2 Av}= APATEY]
@49} o] 3o} B .75 o] Fhe Hof, K-CIQ
b—_O }\]QEE ;‘— T2 H/\-hsl 2= oh;].

AT s Fote] K-CIQe BHd: 9 Alg s
zk ST Wb = A|9AkS] Fo ARAE HE
T S| A HALs] Sike] A gla Ade] Av 5
Ao A BT RA AR A 2 =Y
| AN e Ao 2 A2 areEofo}
sttt FHENS T AollA] K-CIQ2 SF-369] 33l
T7F 197% Bkt ol2fgh éﬂrt— wEF O QIS
o, AAE, Yd8ges, 1873e e Abs]ghgel o
kol 1%51—5; o]_ro]x] CIQQ} A ;q]x% O/\glr x%}\];ﬂ o
o ooz T SP-369] 7k g 1 x| Aol
w02 ARtk SF-362] 21A7]% (PF) % iellA]
3017 AA S ASHRP) oolA] 2382 F2gt oF
9] AAIAE WAL (p<01), ol A At ol °l
%‘%Loﬂ/qb Naxq x%/\]xq oo]'q Zo/Hoﬂ H]OH Eg]?ﬁ'
ek} A 9150 urk WHSH ARtk B
@ 7129 QF Asel AAske pRoT HZEG
(McNaughton, Weatherall, & McPherson, 2005). 1
2} Aol A= SF-362] 87119 99 & A7t
(GH) # B2127 (MH) 9] 278 @9ks vlwskgl o,
o AgelMe 87l Gl B 247l AT
o] AsHdS Hekeleltt(Hirsh et al., 2011).

A oaks] Fke] S flall CIQ7E gt B7He
= ohARE 2HAA, el goldd, WHOS] Zel7id
4 52 BPEs} AlF o) oJa) AT-e} QoA Ee
AHEETH(Tate, 2010). & A7 A3sE F3f H55 &
Aol Al A gsh= K-CIQ2] Bhd= 3 AF =7} 2l
ATt o= AFEA, v Ak, WES W ket
f‘Vﬂ% & 71 S 22 9 w4 ©19]9]

YR B 9 A ERE 9153t 7 (Dalemans et
al.,, 2010; Hirsh et al., 2011; Johnston et al., 2002;
McVeigh et al., 2009)& A|A|sk= Aot} FHSLISH
B 2 AFE A4S SEA, HES SRE e A
AAHE 9] ol B S3ke] A Sl Aol K-CIQ7k
FEE =YL UFAAAT YO K-CIQH 1UEE
Bape) AAE) B3 9 Fole St Al At

el

o

spetstar,

=
=
2AsE 9 %

olefl that vpefet FA S| At ] 7]
W 28EVE VIt

V.4 &

Aol HES e Vo= 3= Aok
=3 A457A4] (Korean—translated Version of Community
Integration Questionnaire; K—CIQ) 2] B} % U AlF]
}oq ZH%}«] A7) =4 0 2|8 Edto] A
?LEH %_L&O}LX]' O}Oﬂu}
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ni

(<01, FHEFE 4
AIBAZE 1972 tha kA
o] AHRAE BATHp<.01). BAF
TS HSolMe= afgke] 1.0 o]del gRlo
, AA 9 65.372%% A &

m = o

g AT &
]l 1ef] 5%55 29l 20| 3%, 241 3o 3w, 29!

40 2%5_— }o g Fojxitt
AT, WASAE P2 7128 & T
°ﬂt} 7“}—%117“} AR E Avks 7

96_5 nE o:]oﬂoﬂ/\1 15._74];9_5 O,/]tﬂ— ;E)]_J—q_

¢

= AT °H T FAO] A G Y] A=
gl gl xﬂ%u A3} ?ﬁ; 28 K—CIQE ¢33,
BF gl AF =S Rt o2 dyE Edl®
K-CIQ7} =8 theret A& sA1e] A3 574 9 A5
o) NxARR F4H 1, AJ8A =X} At ZF
0] AL S =A37] Y8t G843 TTE ALREI|E
7egtet,
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Abstract

Validity and Reliability of Korean-translated Version of Community
Integration Questionnaire(K-CIQ) for Patients With Stroke

Song, A-Young®, M.P.H., 0.T., Cha, Tae-Hyun**, Ph.D., O.T.,
Lee, Jae-Shin**, Ph.D., 0.T., Kim, Su-Kyoung®*, Ph.D., O.T.,
“Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Yuseong Wellness Rehabilitation Center
“Dept. Of Occupational Therapy, Konyang University

Objective: This study was to develop Korean Version of Community Integration Questionnaire (K—CIQ) translational
CIQ, validity and reliability were verified.

Methods: In study of K—CIQ, total of 300 study subjects including 200 adult stroke patients and 100 normal people.
In order to validity and reliability of K—CIQ which was 4 validity studies were conducted including content,
discriminant, convergent and construct validity, and internal consistency and test—retest reliability.

Results: Content validity results showed high scores around 4 point in all 15 item in the verification of
understanding, and content validity index was highly calculated at .96 in item—fit test. In K-CIQ average scores
in discriminant validity results, stroke group showed lower scores than normal group and the differences were
statistically significant (p<.01). In convergent validity results, correlation between SF=36 and K-CIQ was .197 and
this showed statistically significant positive correlation(p<.01). In construct validity results, 4 factors and 13 item
were 1dentified. Internal consistency of total item in K—CIQ was at high level of .712. In test—retest reliability
results all areas were statistically significant.

Conclusion: The K-CIQ for stroke patients, has been proven validity and reliability. Based on these results, K—CIQ
1s expected to be used as basic data to measure various local rehabilitation results and related studies, and as
useful tools to measure social independence and regional community participation.

Key words: Community, Community Integration Questionnaire, Integration, Stroke.
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