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Abstract

Developmental Evaluation of Disabled Children Using LAP: Correlation Between
Subtest Scores

Hong Jae-Ran*, KO.T.R., Kim Seong—Yong=**M.D.,
Shin Yong-Il++ M.D., Kim Yun-Hee**M.D.
*Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Center for Rehabilitation Medicine,
Chonbuk National University Hospital
++Dept. of Rehabhilitation Medicine, Chonbuk National University Medical School

The purposes of this study are to evaluate the development of disabled children us- ing LAP
(Learning Accomplishment Profile) and to investigate the correlation between subtest scores of LA
P. The development scores were obtained using 244 items in 5 su-btests (gross motor, fine motor,
cognitive, language/cognitive, and self help) of LAP in 34 children with delayed development from
February, 1998 to March, 1999. The birth history and risk factors for developmental disablilty such
as prematurity, hyperbilirubi-nemia, low birth weight, and seizure were evaluated. Collected data w
ere analized by Pearson’s correla tion coefficient and Mann-Whitney U test.

The results were as follow :

1) Among the subtests of LAP scores, fine motor, language/cognitive, and self-help were signi
ficantly correlated with the cognitive subtests scores (p > 0.001).
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2) On the other hand, gross motor subtest scores were independent to cognitive sub-test scores.

3) The children who had history of seizure during neonatal period showed significantly
in languagenaming, fine motor-writing, and self help-eating.

The LAP is considered as a useful tool to evaluate the cognitive development disab- led childre
n. Cognitive function significantly influence on other developmental areas es—pecially on fine motor
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LAP: Learning Accomplishment Profile, FM: Fine motor-manipulation,
FW: Fine motor-writing, GO: Gross motor-object movement,

GB: Gross motor-body movement, CM: Cognitive matching,

LN: Language/cognitive-naming,

LC: Language/cognitive-comprehension, SE: Self-help-eating,

SD: Self-help-dressing, SG: Self-help-grooming,
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LAP: Learning Accomplishment Profile, FM: Fine motor-manipulation,
FW: Fine motor-writing, GO: Gross motor-object movement,

GB: Gross motor-body movement, CC: Cognitive counting,

CM: Cognitive matching, LN: Language/cognitive-naming,

LC: Language/cognitive-comprehension, SE: Self-help-eating,

SD: Self-help-dressing, SG: Self-help-grooming,

ST Self-help-toileting, SS: Self-help-self-direction
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