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Driving State of the stroke patients after Cognitive Perceptual
Assessment for Driving evaluation at the National Rehabilitation Center

oo}, | A, o] &

=

J. A. Lee, H. Choi, S. Lee
8 ¢

B 0 B Ao Ezxe AU HAXHZHCPAD: Cognitive Percpetual Assessment for

59 A SAMEHE ZASI CPADS HA Ao Adgd s dolrry] 9
H oA CPADHE7IE w2 ¥ HEQJE Fol &3 48W e HEF IAE gz
sttt o FE V| Z2ARE S8 712 HRe CPADH S, KMMSEX S 58 F5&der HAadEs &

o EAARA Al AU AR < BY A T 2900 W
]

X

(e
2
Ho
2
o
o
&
32
v
&
oo
B
oy F
32
H

62> e A 2a Ak WS Fa A= A9 CPAD it d4E 84 &+ AlE9 CPAD
B Aol vl o ZRehE #=54.13 vs 47.80, p<0.05). CPAD?] &Z7o] EFATFHT A4 &4 &
I Ye FE U = ktHOR 8.3, 95%CI=1.9331-35558). A& : CPADY @Al &= Atgo] B34
ol &gk AR d@A) S A 1S FEo] U Eow, AtRE AEL FEo] o uwgith upebA
CPADE =77 #&o]l e AXZ 9 7[e JIA7]5 H7tET2 AFEE & s Aot

ABSTRACT

Objective : To investigate the actual driving state of the stroke patients who had assessed CPAD.
Methods : We conducted a follow-up survey with 48 stroke patients who had assessed CPAD. First,
we reviewed the medical chart and then carried out the telephone survey. Results : Of the 48 subjects,
12 were driving and 36 were not driving. Current drivers’ CPAD score, it was 54.13, was higher than
non—-drivers’ CPAD score(p<0.05). Those who passed the CPAD were driving more than who
failed(OR=8.3, 95%CI=1.931-35.558). Conclusion : The pass group of CPAD have higher chance of
driving than fail group and have lower chance of car accidence than fail group. Thus we can apply the
CPAD for driving cognitive evaluation tests.

Keyword : Driving evaluatoion, CPAD, Stroke Driving assessment
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