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An Investigation of Disability Awareness Between Occupational Therapists and None
Therapists using SNS
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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study was comparing the disability awareness of occupational therapists and none therapists, and investigating
the disability awareness according to the demographic characteristics of the respondents. The questionnaire was distributed through the
online with a questionnaire based on social network service, and analyzed 62 responses of none therapists and 60 responses of
occupational therapists. In results, disability awareness was not significantly different between occupational therapists and none
therapists(p>.05). But, in subscale of disability awareness item 4 and 7, occupational therapists were significantly higher than none
therapists(p<.05). In all respondents, disability awareness was more positive in males than females(p<.05). Also, there was no difference
in disability awareness according to presence of disabled persons among family members or relatives(p>.05). However, All respondents
who answered 'Yes' in the presence of disabled persons among family members or relatives in responders were significantly higher
than those who answered 'No’ in item 4(p<.05). There was no correlation between age and disability awareness(p>.05). The authors
discussed suggestions in results of this study.
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Disability awareness, Disabled person, Occupational therapist, Occupational therapy
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Table 1. General characteristics and disability awareness in responders (n=122)

] e

2
ol T1v8(582%), o14de] 51W(41.8%)= et
A

Variables N(%) Mean*SD
Age, years 28.98+4.05
Job Occupational therapists 60(49.2)
None therapists 62(50.8)
Male 71(58.2)
Gender Female 51(41.8)
The presence of disabled persons Yes 24(19.7)
among family members or relatives No 98(80.3)
Disability awareness total 42.84+8.16
Values are expressed as N(%) or mean+SD.
I 2. AR EARE dtolol FofolAlol Hlw
Table 2. Comparison of disability awareness between OT and NT
OT (n=60) T (n=62) p
Total score 42.50+9.18 43.18+7.10 649
Scale 1 2.20+0.92 2.44+0.86 146
Scale 2 2.75+0.86 2.55+0.78 77
Scale 3 2.15+0.61 2.52+1.08 023
Scale 4 3.02+0.97 247+1.16 005"
Scale 5 2.22+t1.12 1.97+0.85 71
Scale 6 1.48+0.50 1.61+0.78 275
Scale 7 3.27+0.78 2.84+0.94 007"
Scale 8 2.58+1.00 2.58+1.02 988
Disability awareness Scale 9 1.38+0.52 1.60+0.56 .031;
. . Scale 10 2.27+0.90 2.79+0.85 .001
questionnaire Scale 11 1.75+073 1.89+0.75 307
Scale 12 2.30+£0.85 2.02+0.76 054
Scale 13 2.18+0.91 2.10+£0.86 591
Scale 14 1.48+0.54 1.63+0.73 213
Scale 15 1.57+0.59 2.08+0.82 .000™
Scale 16 1.72+0.96 1.61+0.58 473
Scale 17 1.40+0.56 1.48+0.50 385
Scale 18 2.18+1.07 2.15+£0.90 832
Scale 19 2.48+1.13 2.61+£1.09 520
Scale 20 2.12+0.98 2.26+0.99 429

Values are expressed as mean=SD.

p<.05, "p<.01, “'p<.001, Significant difference between two groups, OT: occupational therapists; NT:

none therapists
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Table 3. Comparison of disability awareness according to gender in responders

Male (n=71) Female (n=51) p
Total score 41.48+7.19 44.75+9.08 029
Scale 1 2.35+£0.91 2.27+0.87 638
Scale 2 2.56+0.86 2.76x0.76 183
Scale 3 2.41+0.98 2.24+0.76 275
Scale 4 261£1.02 2.92+1.18 117
Scale 5 1.90+0.97 2.35£0.98 013
Scale 6 1.61+0.75 1.47+0.50 235
Scale 7 3.03+£0.86 3.08+0.93 760
Scale 8 2.42+1.01 2.80+0.96 038
Disability awareness Scale 9 1.51+£0.58 1.47+0.50 .712%
. . Scale 10 2.39+£0.90 2.73+x0.90 047
Questionnaire Scale 11 1.7540.77 1.00+0.69 190
Scale 12 1.93+0.70 2.47+0.86 000
Scale 13 1.93+0.85 2.43+0.85 002"
Scale 14 1.49+0.53 1.65+0.77 193
Scale 15 1.82+0.92 1.84£0.46 836
Scale 16 1.55+0.79 1.82+0.77 058
Scale 17 1.38+£0.52 1.53+0.54 126
Scale 18 1.94+0.88 2.47+1.05 004"
Scale 19 2.63£1.20 2.43+0.96 304
Scale 20 2.27£1.03 2.08+0.91 287

Values are expressed as mean=SD.
p<.05, "p<.01, “'p<.001, Significant difference between two groups
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Table 4. Comparison of disability awareness according to presence of disabled persons among family
members or relatives in responders

Yes (n=60) No (n=62) p
Total score 40.58+6.49 43.40+8.46 131
Scale 1 2.04+0.91 239+0.88 089
Scale 2 2.04+0.55 2.80+0.81 000
Scale 3 258+0.97 0.08+0.87 132
Scale 4 3.25+1.07 2.61+1.07 010
Scale 5 2.08+0.88 2.09+1.03 970
Scale 6 163+0.49 1.53+0.69 530
Scale 7 3.13+0.85 3.03+0.90 6843
Scale 8 2334076 2644105 106
_— Scale 9 1294046 1544056 09
Disabilty awareness Scale 10 2504114 254+0.85 871
Questionnaire Scale 11 1.50+0.51 1.90+0.77 017
Scale 12 233+0.82 2114081 234
Scale 13 1.92+0.41 2.19+0.96 033
Scale 14 188+0.95 1.48+0.52 059
Scale 15 150+0.51 191+0.79 o017
Scale 16 1464051 1714084 155
Scale 17 1504051 1434054 557
Scale 18 2.04+1.00 2.19+0.98 498
Scale 19 2.04+0.95 267+1.11 008"
Scale 20 1544059 2354100 000"

Values are expressed as mean+SD.
p<.05, "p<.01, "'p<.001, Significant difference between two groups

E 5 SEXe| Lo} FofolAl Atolof| AbztabA|
Table 5. Correlation relationship between age and disability awareness in responders

Responder (n=122) OT (n=60) NT (n=62)

Age 023 .085 -.090

Values are expressed as Pearson correlation coefficient. OT: occupational therapists; NT: none therapists

E 6. SEAIM Fofel dEX WY X

Table 6. Internal consistency of disability awareness questionnaire in responders

Cronbach'a
20 item 744
18 item (except scale 3, 4) 819

0.8<a<0.9 good, 0.7<a<0.8 acceptable

I} 4HE AAZ AFE B4 A} 1883 WA o
+ Cronbach’a=.819%2 YEITHIE 6].
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