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| Abstract |

PURPOSE: This study examined the factors related to
school-based activity performance in school-aged children
with spastic cerebral palsy (CP).

METHODS: The Gross Motor Function Systems (GMFCS),
Manual Ability Classification System (MACS), Communication
Function Classification System (CFCS) as functional
classifications, and the physical activity performance of the
School Function Assessment (SFA) were measured in 79
children with spastic CP to assess the student’s performance
of specific school-related functional activities.

RESULTS: All the function classification systems were
correlated  significantly ~with

the physical activity
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performance of the SFA (r=-.47 to -.80) (p<.05). The MACS
(B=-.59), GMFCS ([3=-.23), CFCS ([3=-.21), and age (3
=-.15) in order were predictors of the physical activity
performance of the SFA (84.8%)(p<.05).

CONCLUSION: These functional classification systems
can be used to predict the school-based activity performance
in school-aged children with CP. In addition, they can
contribute to the selection of areas for intensive interventions

to improve the school-based activity performance.
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Table 1. General Characteristics of the Subjects

Mean+Standard deviation

Numbers (%)

Age (yrs.) 10.531+3.235
Height (cm) 130.834+37.652
Weight (kg) 34.747+19.084
Gender Male 44 (55.696)
Female 35 (44.304)
Type Quadriplegia 65 (82.279)
Diplegia 14 (17.721)
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Table 2. Correlation Between the Activity Performance Scores of the SFA and Classification Systems
Age CFCS GMFCS MACS
Activity performance . « P
181 -472 =731 -.804

scores of the SFA

SFA, School Function Assessment; CFCS, Classification Function Communication System; GMFCS, Gross Motor Function
Classification System; MACS, Manual Ability Classification System. p<.05

Table 3. Predictors Related to the Activity Performance Scores of the SFA

Factors Unstanda.rdized Std. Error Standar(.iized . b
Coefficients Coefficients
Constant 641.821 46.671 13.751 .000
MACS -660.184 9.432 -.594 -7.025 .000
GMFCS -27.843 9.405 -231 -2.967 .004
CFCS -29.184 7.757 -213 -3.774 .000
Age 7.445 2.363 154 3.156 .003

Adjusted R Square=.848, F=95.712 (p<.000).

SFA, School Function Assessment; CFCS, Classification Function Communication System; GMFCS, Gross Motor Function
Classification System; MACS, Manual Ability Classification System.
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