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SSDE THelz WOISHI WeBEE A% Slal Ashar

A ¢ wo-ouele] IS A S4E W SSIZ BRI A9 35l B2 Aol g dee
% 23] AAlste] WeEGES AFsaC

43} ;. K-SSI(Korean—School Setting Interview) = AA| 9] W-EEH T X|4(Content Validity Index;
13 AN 900 tebdka, 13 AelA 75 olsh e WBEC o] B4Rl Aweh B,
SEot7] FEY ARt ol s A A 22k AFS skGich 1 AR 23 AFE 93% H s
H AnE =2
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38 K-SUE BRSOl 14U P50 Yt Ason w2 HBHTEE AL BAmRill Sy
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FA : YEEEE, o, st R, st 2 AEF

I. M 2 stel7) spsol kgl Holale 7|38 2 RS

£ 9ulE Ayl QtH(Hong, Chang, & Kim, 2013),

Qe AN SIS T ot e SIS S A4

AYS IAUTS FABT Z WA Q] A A, 44 AokoR laf Ushe BEol Holste Aol
9u] Q1= 55 A=K Kreider, Bendixen, Huang, olg e, o]AL FEH o7 TtuAYE ol AT
& Lim, 2014), 2¢19] 92 4L eF1 04 oF7]8FcH(Chien, Rodger, Copley, & Skorka, 2014;
WYL, 05, o, =ol, F4, FH, A7, A Egilson & Traustadottir, 2009), E3} ZofstyE2 s}
3ol E EZFGTH(American occupational Therapy jﬂ_/\ﬂil-q]/q AR A 2dmol ol 74 zHo] A
Association(AOTA), 2008). o]2|st 28 Aot A FAAL Ho|AY 2y|Esl AES Ro] AnpAoz
ofF7lel uheh Fa= 9 Sl Walksty] ol %ﬂ% 2 A7 G5, 24 DFo o, delaAl

WA AR} 73] (heekim@konyang. ac, kr)
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Al o]8 LS Holtk(Barnes, Beck, Vogel, Grice, &
Murphy, 2003) ﬂ_’*!iﬁ of Zkefstr] fisl sHY=
Ao} 57 5 A=A ] oA s, A}V _Jrax}
AFAC ThFE dghe Saslelol ShCase-
Smith & Holland, 2009), 22| &AW} Aof] SHYE-2]
ok & AR flsiAl= AAl B Wl Bt
o} FAE dk= Ao 7P vA 8l th(Rens & Joosten,
o) YA 219 27, 5 5 o432 4
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A A ;d—o% =2 __\,z;‘GLb‘]— *81—7,;;51' o

stof shatofl A 3HYe) Bk FHlek 11 9 1%%1 50
$3S & 4 9H(Clark, Polichino, & Jackson,
2004),

Shal 2R Eoll= A YA = Auls g g
oflAe] FA7F 2T, 4L Y s «l
Ushs ALz sHyo] olshe b = mAlE 371
(E94, 394, ArRlA) adlo] e o} JIthAOTA
1999; Doubt & McColl, 2003; Richardson, 2002),
el saule] 29 £ FAHES Sk 7)o
2 FART o] ol elE A4S 7
Al 4= QIEHAOTA, 2002; Kellegrew & Allen, 1996;
Mu & Royeen, 2004; Orr & Schkade, 1997; Schwartz,
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Outcome Measure(SOM) 27¢] &5} TtHChoi &
Jung, 2015), ©] & 32T SFAL] AR Y-SE3 o
e A, AX WEH IR ALelA e
g kol GHollA Aol et kS ARkl o
WAL} ol 2 A st7]ofl= w9 AIgHA o]t (Choi &
Jung, 2015). @A St 42 H7bshe =0 FaAd
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(Coster, 1998; Dunn, 1998; Muhlenhaupt, 2003), 0]
o BARE HARL BN 4 % BT,
Seld anEel A9 AF] 99 Bof S
Giom shiolse] B4A 4TEL BT S U
School Setting Interview(SSI)7} 7| = I tHGriswold,
1994; Hemmingsson, 1998; Hoffman, Hemmingsson,
& Kielhofner, 2000; Law & Dunn, 1993; Orr &
Schkade, 1997).

SSI+= 3749 o7l Ed(Model of Human
Occupation) ¥ Z&}o]AEZA 0] E(client—centered
practice)2] 7|9 ulgo=z A E<QthHCanadian
Association of Occupational Therapists, 2002,
Kielhofner, 2002; Law, Baptiste, & Mills, 1995),
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= o2 W HY
off tgt 553 LS Algshor @W(Hemmmgsson
. SSIe ABAPF Aolisty o] ol Al
EAE /3455_6]—5 7t ETo]tiHemmingsson,
Egilson, Hoffman, & Kielhofner, 2005).

SSIi= 9-19419] AA olishd= ffs 5] 7]
lom olx wor LAl o] ofgeg 41
= SEIAE 483 5 =S AuE s, ol
Aok AsAolel 2 ARSI ol ee 71
SolAE o AT A0 Ual ATk Hauksdotir &
Jaliusdottir, 2007; Hemmingsson, Egilson, Lidstrom, &
Kielhofner, 2014; Volk, 1998), ¥utsluef thl: Ao
7} AL AAAAR ), GEZ @ ojZol7} 9l 1
SIS RO BIRAS AT ATAE SS]
7t olelat SHSIAE ARTH WEAYS Ans
A AtH(Yngve, Munkholm, Lidstrom, Hemmingsson, &
Ekbladh, 2018). o]} ZHo] dj|Q]o] A= SSIof tjah 24
ol A7k A YA Ffoll Al o717 ey
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) School Setting Interview(SSI)
S -2 AAdE Frlkeke E?Li/ﬂ, A7+ 2
ndlS 7jdko 2 3Fth(Kielhofner, 2002), Ml =419

lefot AApEel kit 25| 16714 S Bk
Wk gme 2o, o), webo), ek, 28, Al
), AEGA, AEZ BEN], A BB(A) &
W, ol Fol, 4 AL ALSIR 5] Hol, A
Azo) AR 25 Aol BB, £,
s e, 45T s8] et Aolth, o 08
o] ARy ST i BE Folo] Bkl 715A,
P ea 9 A4 aeds Itk Hemmingsson
et al, 2014), 7t ool thaff 2| EAts =T B2
747 4 o Bfefel, ‘ouls] AR S 17,
WS AR 3, HeHeR e 2 s
'S 1902 sho] 2, of AEL $Yo| B2
4% shiel shabgol thal o U3 ES Hol:
AL SJu3HT). Rasch B4 9| 23}, BE gBo| ssI9
P4 SEAS AT Mnsq 9 2 %S 48 T 5 9
28 YelitH(Hemmingsson, Kottorp, & Bernspang,

2004). Person Separation Index(PSI)o] 2l&f Al&=
A= e A= 730|tH(Yngve et al,, 2018),

3. A7y
2 A7e Aot 4Paa9us 52

(KYU-2018-155—-01)2 Tr2 & 2019¢ 1Y 28U L H
4 5 03U7HA] AHH T}, Aol Sof7h7]ofl $HA
519] YA BAERE QHBOR AL Y A7
|02 AT 4 Q=S Sl ETh

SSI19] ko] e A& Beaton, Bombardier,
Guillemin¥} Ferraz(2000)7} A A5t 1A o] ufe} A&
-go] dofeta oz HaelA HFAHA=S stlen ¢
29 WEA edAdol RAIEHA Sevete] w3k 5
ol BHA FHEES kgl AAR o (1) A WA
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S AA|gt & Korean School Setting Interview
= 9x
= o

ergatsic,

1) WSEEE

A5 9lall Lynn(1986)0] AAIGH WEEIFE A4
(Content Validity Index; CVI)E 7|#2=2 At&35H4
t}, OVIZ o] gdte] HriEo] mE Bafo] ZAakaa}

she Qe dolu ghztel diE HEg weksig

o, 2 Beo) ehtE Hmi uje Hgsiek 47, ‘oA

2 Hslsit) 33, ‘Wz HulslA] oy 24, ‘A At

3HA] StF1de® 9 4% Likert HEE ARGSIGICH
4, MUY

Table 1, General Characteristics of Participants

o] vlg ANt OVIE AESL. REETE
Agel Aue 52 A Ae olael
9ol ek BS et Hojal Ao 1Fe
t}(Chung, Wong, & Griffiths, 2007).

i3

3579 dEgtoixt & 94 2%(5.7%), °4 33%
(94.3%) S 2 iR FoAArE o Al &2 AYA]

on, e
o EPEL, 25 42
12%9(34.3%), XA} 139(34.3%), HFA} 2“‘4 (5 7%) ]Uﬂl
2RYe B3 7.o1dolgit, 2RAL 159 5

Aol 20%0] Rl T2 AL oFE 2 AZelE

AR BARS0] A TH(Table 1),

(N = 35)
Variables Frequency (n) Percentage (%)

Male 2 57
Gender

Female 33 94.3

20~29 17 48.6
Age

30~39 15 42.9
(year)

40~49 3 8.6

College graduate 8 22.9

University graduate 12 34.3
Educational level

Graduate of master degree 13 37.1

Graduate of doctor degree 2 5.7

3~5 9 25,7
Working period

6~9 19 54.3
(year)

10< 7 20.0

College Professor 5 14.3
Job Hospital 14 40.0

Center 16 457
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Table 2, Content validity index by primary Korean School Setting Interview Tasks

CVI
Area Items

Values M=SD
Hup} g2 shliSo] Gale] walof IFuU7? 0.87 3.2310.68
GAlo] Folsl= B2 FAYYZ? 0.87 3.10£0.61
FAlo] 7HY | Folsl= 2 FAQU7E? 0.83 3.00%0,59
SIS I B G4l Aol sl ofofr|al F=AZS U7 0.77 2.9710.85
FAl w9 sl Hjgl] olopr|s FAIZGY7F? 0.87 3.10+0.61
Hil Sofl= HE HolS 7t? 0.97 3.40+0.56
o7 stulof Folush=A] olopr|s FAIZGY7F? 1.00 3.50%0,51
7817 0.97 3.53+0.57
7] HA 2Y5}7) 0.80 3.10%0.71
HFEE TS A7) = E8517) 0.87 3.37£0.72
a4 ¢7] 0,93 3.60%0.62
olz o] 0.87 3.2740.69
471 A=}t =F 0.67 2.90%0.76
o]z d7]7] 1,00 3.53+0.51
A2E Yol AW 0.97 3.37£0.56
AZol go}7] 1,00 3.70%0.47
. TF Dol s 0,97 3.5340.68
g ShollA wetr) 0.93 3.4340.73
Total A4S o Fo5 7] 0.87 3.20%0.71
o] A4y 0.97 3.5740.68
J0137] <A A 0.97 3.60%0.56
AlEE $Ist 4= 0.93 3.33+0.61
WA 9] 0.97 3.6310.56
SARLE FA] A7) 0.93 3.43+0.73
ety 438} 1A A2sh7] 0,77 3.1340.86
Axt719} H5E ARg-e}7 0.80 3.1740.87
A5 TpA| 9]%] 0.90 3.3310.66
MIA Egolu 7 Bk Ha 0.97 3.53+0.57
R T, 270, ASEE AR A9 0.90 3.33%0.76
0 o wo A7 Bz EWsE Aoy Ay ga 0.90 3.3340.84
As 717 0.87 3.47+0.73
g Hrhgg o8t AS 0.97 3.53%0,57
é%;}ﬂ 2 3 7] 0.90 3.50+0.68
AR9]317] 0.67 3.00+0,91
PE(AS) st= & 0.87 3.13+0.90
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A< gk =49} Atw ARl 0.97 3.57£0,57
T 423 QA el 2HA| 857 0.90 3.33+0.66
Ayt oJzpo) A 0,97 3.60%0.56

F¢ofl ol WA YellA o]E3H] 0,93 3.5740.63
ARolut Bkl & High g 1,00 3.6310,49
2| LT ALE RFQ F]

AbE] ol o e : e
0] 7|5 AR 0.90 3.37%0.76
gkl QoA o]53}7] 0.87 3.50%0.82
A =7 0.77 3.27+0.91

ﬁf;lﬁoﬂ o Ok HAL Y 0.90 3.47%0.86

;EﬁL N ) 0.97  3.6040.72
w4 7] 0.90 3.50+0.86
3 bpA]7] 0.87 3.40£0.89
o A=l s 0.93 3.53+0.73
WEFH o]g57] 0.87 3.4310.90

A% ek571] a4 0.77 3.13+0,94
A5t 0.87 3.3010.79
Bz7HQ9 0.97 3.5740.68
oJEA Egg =T 0,97 3.67%0.55

et Egs a4ske o qlojAY] kg 0.87 3.3740.81
Hz o] g7FsAdat A7) 0.93 3.47+0.63
Al 0.97 3.63%0.67
AT 0.83 3.37+0.93

S 4 ‘?H@. 0.83 3.40%0,86
S 0.97 3.70+0.53
=3tu 0.93 3.63%0.61
o A% Al Hig 0.90 3.5310.68
WA 1.00 3.73+0.45

Adsd dods  Hxy 0,97 3.6710.55
G, A=AE, 1"k A9l 0,97 3.6310.67

b3 A3t 5;“{; | ol 23l 7}_1‘} Eﬁs}qﬂ? 0.90 3.3940.69
28 S o, o] gAY xHo] g ot
HE L aon  OP 0l 2AS oo} s WA 2
T R AR, SR ofn] Ui 2o 0.90  3.32%0.67
o g sirial AYzigict
A gskA] gk ghgo] A E|ojof sk, ojmgt 2= o] FA|A] GhotTt
28 2 A2 o, she ARe 240l B 090 8.8950.69

CVI: content validity index, M: mean, SD: standard deviation
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Table 3, Content validity index by second Korean School Setting Interview Tasks

CVI
Area Items
Values M=SD
FAlo] WA= sHiEo] H ol iUt 0,94 3.34+0.59
GAlo] Folsl= B2 FAYYZ? 0,97 3.3740.55
GAlo] 74t | Folsl= e FAYU7? 0.94 3.29%0.57
SIS I B FAlZ 7F2 2= AEE] dsf ojobrlsl FAIZGU7? 0.89 3.20£0.80
G4l wko] s tigf] olopr|s FAIZGU7? 0,94 3.31%0.58
B Sol= HE FAS Y7 0.91 3.43%0.65
ol@7| stulof Folush=A] olopr|s FAIZGY7F? 0.97 3.57%0,56
27187 0,97 3.60%0.55
7] =27] A5 0.86 3.4940.74
HFEE TP A7) = S8517) 0.89 3.49%0.70
A 97 0.94 3.66+0.59
olg] o] 0.91 3.46+0.66
7 Aw=} =X 3457 0.77 3.14%0.77
#o]x] {7]7] 0.97 3.5740.65
Aol A ZAaE Fojd i AW 0,94 3.49+0.70
Aol k] 1,00 3.71+0.46
o Ta &5 %}ﬁﬁ}ﬂ 0,97 3.57%0.65
Tu SollA e} 0,97 3.60%0.65
Dokl A o 551 517 0.91 3.31£0.63
e o4y 0,97 3.60%0.65
J01517] %Xﬁﬂ : 0,97 3.6610.54
AEE $iet HE 0.94 3.43+0.61
A 9] 0.94 3.57+0.61
AR} A A7) 0,97 3.51+0.56
53} 5o} oA A2k 0.89 3.43%0.70
Ait719F H5pE A-S}7 0.86 3.43%0.74
PR SAE Yok Fo 0.94 3.43+0.61
AMolA ZLoly 7|4 B2yl Ba 0.94 3.60%0.60
A 2] T, 270, AFEHE AR AIE 0.91 3.5140.74
o W Azh, Bz B9 ol gy e 0.91 3.49+0.82
As 717 0,94 3.53%0.61
P H2eTs olget Ale 1,00 3.53%0,51
s % %‘J;_ 317] : 0,94 3.59+0.61
=5 T A7|(AEE sh)) 0.83 3.37+0.84
A& s e 0.80 3.03%0.89
AR dagh =k AR AR} 1.00 3.6610.48
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IE(AG) 8 gkl A 285l 0.94 34610 61
A3t o)zt HEAd 0.94 3.5940. 61
FHof 7o WA Yol o] 53}7] 0.94 3.62+0. 60
ARzoly gl EFof ofgh M4 1.00 3.6610. 48
AFLET A5 2-8s517 0.94 3.6310.60
e Abed ;:f 07 ; o 0.86 3.3740.81
A48 Bl Aol >4 Y| . .37%0.
ol 7] ARESH] 0.89 3.43+0.78
sk ok A o] &3} 0.94 3.7140.58
A U271(AYL7], 7FHL7)) 0.91 3.62%0.65
= A7t
h I WA 0.94 3.56%0.70
ARAQl o #+
o A7 0.97 3.7140.52
54 #7] 0.94 3.5610.70
Wil kAl 7| 0.97 3.68+0. 53
s AEE oj&E)7] 0.94 3.66%0.68
WFT o] &3} 0.89 3.4940.85
7 57171 AxFerGol A e HEA 0.86 3.2940.79
JAAstS A5 0.80 3.26%0.85
Hz7l ga 0.97 3.6910.63
@A =& W=r? 0.91 3.54%0.66
i T5S 845k o lofAel Hekeh 0.91 3.43%0.65
Bz o] 8743 A7) 0.94 3.46%0 61
2 0.97 3.69%0.63
T 0.86 3.4610.89
_ s 0.94 3.54£0.70
st HIA -
Al 0.97 3.74+0 51
=3l 0.94 3.63+0.60
a3 A% Al i 0.94 3.71+0.57
FA} 1.00 3.77+0.43
APJET} A2k HR AAY 0.97 3.71+0.52
A, AEAE, 1 Eke) A<l 0.97 3.60£0,65
SskAlo] sk 3HA NA 71&F Astslcl . Azbsk oju sl %
%"Eﬂ]t:).] Z‘]ﬁ‘l‘ = g ] ‘:‘_I]_—“__ OoﬂOEH OH ‘] ]-_0 ’"10}:! 0]—]:]—‘]— —J‘i_lo]—‘]— 01 :11__ 0.94 3_53i0.61
A Hs 8 gl . o] gAY o] "a gl
245 A3 st gho] shA Q] Q-tof gbA A E ekl AYZhst 0 94 3 4440 61
2 93t xS wofon Ao WSSt ’ ' '
HE g0 O A0l 2YEofol shu Bad = ]
e LA, SR oln] YR 2Ho] o 0.94 344061
o I asirial Az,
AeksbA] o st gho] AL ojof sRA|TE ofmet 2L o|FX|A] SkotTh 094 3 4440 61
ey I AT o, s 2 Aol dasirt ' o

CVI: content validity index, M: mean, SD: standard deviation

48 PR EFAESEA] Vol. 17, No. 2, 2019



A= 8l & 3579 A27PE Aol
FatoT, 48 HAEE 71E o8 WEEHTE A48 4
S AZ dat, WeEG T 2471 75 o]kel
FEL Q7] FEO] AmS} BE, A¥x FE| G5
o] ‘AFJ3L7]" o]l o, HA| CVIE (900 vrebyith
(Table 2). A&7} Ztho] 7143 7|A Hoto] tjat Uj&
% o A 03} A% At 75 ojshe] FEL
olon AF OVI 9307 o £zo] ARy} gy
E‘é‘ 2 At} (Table 3).
3. 1z} CVI X|20f CHEE =9 2! st=H
T YA

88194 167 95 5 21§52 B e

Cvl ZIT7P 75 olstof siFsl 27 B A E
© 7ol tiste] AAt 2913 AAA, 2 sSIof gt
AR A Ao] Q= ZYA BAL 1910] =0] 3 Aup= ok
o ZeH(Table 4), A &=9t E# 32 IUf 23kt o]
gol k= ool ol 2-F-assta AAEE

A ol AAR wakadol A)=eh kito] Tk W8
o] xgtEo] A=A Bk ol & © 22 4
ojefslies A me}t kR AR $A 5= B
AR, AR S Eeket ”‘Xl gthe 2
8ol =25 Fo 2@ AAlshe ARtk
7] (918 He]sl7]) 2 427 3to] 7H°H*“°ﬂ o
0 &2 A8l th(Table 4), 1 ©]9] HFLS CVI %

75 olstol] sjgetAle FAT Aert At 2
H}%Sifé TR o] 2 2 o5l dEshe 1

M 27l telA Julzh MahA] = AollA 239 o
=5 =ol7] Al +Aste A4S AXTHTable 5),

l,.
O:

im 3 o I
M Nofg oo to

rlr

— Q0

4, 2Xt CVI X|5=0f CHSt =9of 2l SH=H
2EAE
22} 12 A}, CVI A7t 750|380 dgEls g

o
o QoA HE Hete] FMES Higo oult

5HA) SR AlolAlo] Gofwu o] ot vk W
of ‘ghale] Ao sPEo] B Wolut iUzl R
3} 9] PS8 olob|s) FAAGUY B
ol BT WY ol Bug Aesele 55
SIS LA/ 0= 242} SATAT, FEANE BFE
A 2% DESmAN YU AGEE BAMA
Wo® 245 K-SSIBE F29 VI A4 15
oo HAYT FRL glolon, A B A4E
0302 %o GEYES Hot

BE HYRAYE viAal AEtE iR e
SSI W7KE 0] WREES ZARhs AR 2714
o] greo] FUlwstol A ARgsL7] ol o] F Aol Stk
Ao} hebet, 2814 Aol 9l T LrebolA] o)
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Table 4, Items below 0,75 of content validity index

Area No, Before After
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Table 5, Other Items over 0.75 of content validity index
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Abstract

Translation and Content: Validity Verification Study of the Korean Version of the
School Setting Interview (K-SSI)

Park, Min-kyoung”, M.S., O.T., Kim, Hee™, Ph.D., O.T.

*Dept, of Occupational Therapy, Graduate School Konyang University
K*Dept, of Occupational Therapy, Konyang University

Objective . This study was conducted to validate the content validity of the Korean version of the school setting
interview (SSI) that assesses the adequacy of school environments for students aged 9-19,

Methods : The Korean version of the SSI, which was completed via a translation—reverse translation
process, was verified by conducting a questionnaire on category suitability two times with 35
experts,

Results : The content validity index (CVI) for the entire K—SSI tool was .90 in the first test, The
“Maps and diagrams” measurement in reading items and the “Taking a shower measurement in
sports activities were both below 75, A second round of verification was conducted after the CVI
was modified, As a result, the secondary verification CVI results were further raised to .93,

Conclusion : This study confirmed that the K—SSI contains items that are appropriate to Korean
culture; it has been proven to have high content validity, Future continuous research and clinical
use are required to study the validity and reliability of the K—SSI, Further, this tool should also

be applied to students with diverse disabilities who face difficulties in school settings.

Key words : content—validity, participation, school based occupational therapy, School Setting

Interview (SSI)




