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Table 1. General Characteristics of Study Participants (N=3,995)

Severity of disability

Characteristics (Hzé) t92l915) Not serious Serious
' (n=2,445) (7=1,550) P
Age <001
20-29 519(13.0) 193(7.9) 326(21.0)
30-39 733(18.3) 435(17.8) 298(19.2)
40-49 1,101(27.6) 706(28.9) 395(25.5)
50-59 959(24.0) 617(25.2) 342(22.1)
=60 683(17.1) 494(20.2) 189(12.2)
Gender 009"
Male 2,609(65.3) 1,635(66.9) 974(62.8)
Female 1,386(34.7) 810(33.1) 576(37.2)
Educational level oo1”
Middle school 1,049(26.3) 569(23.3) 480(31.0)
High school 1,911(47.8) 1,142(46.7) 769(49.6)
College or university 1,035(25.9) 734(30.0) 301(19.4)
Marital status oo1”
Unmarried 2171(54.3) 1,059(43.3) 1,112(71.7)
Married 1,824(45.7) 1,386(56.7) 438(28.3)
Interpersonal skill 001™
Lack 381(9.5) 68(2.8) 313(20.2)
In average 1,837(46.0) 1,079(44.1) 758(48.9)
Great 1,719(43.0) 1,283(52.5) 436(28.1)
No response 58(1.5) 15(0.6) 43(2.8)
Residence 765
Non metropolitan area 2,182(54.6) 1,340(54.8) 842(54.3)
Metropolitan area 1,813(45.4) 1,105(45.2) 708(45.7)
Health status €001™
Very bad 191(4.8) 89(3.6) 102(6.6)
Bad 1,662(41.6) 936(38.3) 726(46.8)
Good 2,038(51.0) 1,353(55.3) 685(44.2)
Very good 76(1.9) 512.1) 25(1.6)
No response 28(0.7) 16(0.7) 12(0.8)

Therapeutic Science for Rehabilitation Vol. 11. No. 2. 2022. 67



Table 1. General Characteristics of Study Participants

(N=3,995) (continued)

Severity of disability

Characteristics (HZ;J t92l915) Not serious Serious
' (n=2,445) (7=1,550) P
Need help in ADLs <001”
No need at all 1,124(28.1) 929(38.0) 195(12.6)
Not needed 1,562(39.1) 1,079(44.1) 483(31.2)
Necessary 938(23.5) 394(16.1) 544(35.1)
Very needed 37109.3) 43(1.8) 328(21.2)
Annual income(KRW) oo1”
Less than 2.4 million 106(2.7) 55(2.2) 51(3.3)
2.4 to 59.99 3.339(83.0) 1,995(81.6) 1,344(86.7)
60.00 or more 550(13.8) 395(16.2) 155(10.0)
Certifications or licenses oo1”
No 2,765(69.2) 1,559(63.8) 1,206(77.8)
Yes 1,230(30.8) 8806(36.2) 344(22.2)
Vocational training 279
No 3.765(94.2) 2,312(94.6) 1,453(93.7)
Yes 2305.8) 133(5.4) 97(6.3)
Type of disability €001™
External 2,246(56.2) 1,696(69.4) 550(35.5)
Sensory 879(22.0) 586(24.0) 293(18.9)
Mental 542(13.6) 0(0.0) 542(35.0)
Internal 328(8.2) 163(6.6) 165(10.6)

"pC05, “p01, T p001; ADL=Activity of Daily Living; KRW=Korean Won

Aol 7t 22t 550(35.5%), 542(35.0%98 2= 7MY =
L2 H &S BHYon IE 7F 89u|3t Bxol zjo|7}
= A H(p=(.001).

o] & o7} FofshA EAtE FUHUL
(p=€001), AlA| 2ot 2o o] 7% 38 4
B 7F 22} 1,346(59.9%)78, 462(52.6%)"8 2= ARl o
ol 2H AJH R, Ao e AR F ol <]
S L&H A7 42 138(25.5%)7, 11535.1%)=
43S of o] oAM= Aol el uhet A+

~

68 Therapeutic Science for Rehabilitation Vol. 11. No. 2. 2022.



Table 2. Employment and Related Variables Differences According to Type of Disability

(N=3,995)

Type of disability

External Sensory Mental Internal
(=2.246) (=879) (r542) (=328) i
Employment ¢oo1”™
Unemployed 900(40.1) 417(47.4) 404(74.5) 213(64.9)
Employed 1,346(59.9) 462(52.6) 138(25.5) 11535.1)
Certifications or licenses <oo1™
No 1,483(66.0) 579(65.9) 498(91.9) 205(62.5)
Yes 763(34.0) 30034.1) 446.1) 123(37.5)
Vocational training 437
No 2,123(94.5) 824(93.7) 505(93.2) 313(95.4)
Yes 123(5.5) 55(6.3) 37(6.8) 15(4.6)

(05, " p(01, " pC001
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oH, 71 A3k Table 33} &t Aol QlolM+= Mental 0.954(0.721-1.262)
20thofl Hlsh 30tHet 40, 50tH9] 11-87FsAdol ZHzt Internal 0.408(0.311-0.535)
1.937(1.474-2.543)8), 2.017(1.561-2.607)8, 1.474  Age
(1.133-1.917)81 & F-oJ5tAl E3et FAT} v gt of 20 - 29 (ref)
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Table 3. ORs of Employment According to Related

Variables

(N=3,995) (continued)

Employment related variables

Fully adjusted OR(95% CI)

Interpersonal skill
Lack
In average
Great

No response

(ref)
4.136(2.915-5.869)"
11.234(7.818-16.144)"
1.747(0.855-3.569)

Residence
Non metropolitan area

Metropolitan area

(ref)
1.293(1.117-1.497)"

Certifications or licenses
No
Yes

(ref)
0.758(0.647-0.888)"

Vocational training
No
Yes

9] 1874 =M= 247 0.896(0.749-1.073)HH,
0.954(0.721-1.262)8H, 0.408(0.311-0.535)8 Ft}. ol
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Table 4. Associations Between the Type of Disability and Employability According to the Serious of Disability

Severity of disability

Type of disability

Crude model

Adjusted model

OR(95% CI)

OR(95% CI)

Total external (ref) (ref)

(1=3,995) sensory 0.74(0.633-0.867) " 0.843(0.706-1.006)
mental 0.228(0.185-0.282)" 0.558(0.433-0.781)"
internal 0361(0.283-0.460)" 0338(0.259-0.441)"

Res=0.062 Res=0.233

H-L x*=(001, p=1.000

H-L %8348, p=.400

Not serious external (ref) (ref)
(=2.445) sensory 0.713(0.588-0.865)" 0.823(0.660-1.027)
mental - -
internal 0.413(0.298-0.571)" 0475(0.327-0.690)
Res0.014 Res0.221
H-L 2%=001, p=1.000 H-L 2’=17.087, p=.029
Serious external (ref) (ref)
(7=1,550) sensory 1.025(0.768-1.368) 0.990(0.713-1.375)
mental 0.505(0.390-0.653)" 1.038(0.758-1.421)
internal 0.505(0.342-0.745)" 041300.271-0629)”
Res=0.025 Res=0.186

H-L 2%=€.001, p=1.000

H-L 2%=8.402, p=395

"p(.05, “pC01, T p{.001; Cl=Confidential Interval; OR=0dds Ratio
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H(Cho & Lee, 2021; Wang & Lin, 2013), Z&3t AJoff
Qlo] mj&Ql AEe HPL 7Fs/do] § &3} tHCho
& Lee, 2021; Collins et al., 2000; Lee, 1997; Rho,
2012). 183 HiRIEA 50| 2255, FHYol 3F
A9l JFE 73 AR gHA JokKim, 2020;
Lee & Jung, 2016; Oh, 2017).

ol QI8 TH2016)°] WEH, Ao RFE=E
ZofiQlo] izt o] 2tk AL Blstl=t, 1L
g HAZ 7H Ao f30] HEE EA5t

L2220 Zofle 183 o o 83 (24%),

o f .

=
[e]

i
i

Q.

M
Rl
Rl
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2ol HE(22.7%) 6= o2 QBT Fa5HA st
o] ZJ-Eot= ACE T YEITE Attt Aol A
Al I HI|Hth= B4 Aol 339 ZojdS
A&oh= AS ARl AFS Bged|, I =2 g4l
A Zpof, =R of, AlZAol, FAXA 5ol AR
(Kang et al.,, 2001). Aol XY 18 T2 13 o]
o] H 7} 1%011 FFE A= A= A=, A

23 AoQle 686%2 1L&ES, 19

204%°] -85S H 11, ETF Ao

T3 wtet Aol AW 1§ 20 Fof S
UeA FHAER 187t Ao JF
2 7127 EhRyu & Na, 2006). ©] AFoIME Y
AgTdAE AL 3¢ 187Fs70l 37HES &l
oto], diE FE HolFoio

(o]

Aoz e AFEE YO Cho, 2009; Kim et al,
2012) olil F ol T3t A|Y vl A= oFF] F
‘6‘]— /KUQO]U:] ]Cﬂ}ﬁ ]— XPOHO]O] _'_]@o]‘ 7].»«/%_]4_
9] Fomlgt A= YA A] FUth(eong & Lee,
2018). 2L, Aoliqlo] A7 AHiet Y 7FeS
ABBAE YEPHHCho, 2009 Kim & Chung, 2011
Kim et al., 2012; Kim & Ko, 2012; Reichard et al.,
2019). Y/ABLoNA ERZ Wolof 5h= BRA4o| ¥
245 FY 7FsAo]l X HIm & Lee, 2009; Jun,
2014; Choi & Shin, 2018). 3HH A3 AAH AFef7}

B24E, Y 7RsAo] B 2 Wt v glont,
3] gofelo] /|24 £3AY S HY 7RsHel

FrH(Im & Lee, 2009; Jeon et al., 2017; Ko & Kim,

2012). 1AL BEAb= AE S-S ARG ZofQle] 4
9 Zofele HY 7Hs8= A =AU HCho, 2009;
Lee & Jung, 2016; Rho, 2012). 5}A|9F 21 AR & 9
35 ARl HAES =tk A+ 29 %S

(Cho, 2009; Lee & Jung, 2016), &= Fas}ct

= A3 Axx QtH(Rho, 2012).
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el e, 344 Aole] 39 G
So] we 2102 Uehget. FA o
ol 73 2 AuBoln] ool et wA0R %2
Bk, 3, B2l
u, ol o E4o] F3islel 1 Au|27t B

A% 1880

ML. = o
FHACE 18E0| 2 Hola, AA|FEA <]
3% A8E0] W2 "o, 1279 Hyolof T4 A
0% HHASIT A4 0% ofsEl S40] e 18

2 QaAE Aol AT fA7) 547
™ o] E3} 5ol PalZA HAojof st} Esut

Aohelol A #1glo] © HAITH), Fojlo] 4 i
AAA o283t Aol gAY 1go] B o]
718 2 Al el 189 AL, 444, 8

AL7h AotA ApdE] 211 9]
2o Ao HE AB|A A
EA3 O2 Qg ¥l &
(Ryu & Na, 2006).

Aol 584 EAE AT Al T AL i

Q19 H o3t S Jejste] & HQ3t iR}l A

141

AgsRd] SlolA HAHQ s1%e] Hek. Teiut o]
A gob 7o) Ut o] 2 A0E, A

Aol YL 5t=d QojHL QErde BEEmtoal

HABoIY A9 ST 2 ASH 240 WMol
FETHE A2o] Yloigith. o] AFAeIA WAAH Bt
o} gol, 5534 439 £ Az FHak A4 o
s ol S 2L 5% 3L A5 Hohelolet
£ Aol 3ol ue 180 Xpol7} Wy}
webd, o A7E B3 o) Y% HES BE
Tesge v @A) Hojel AT HIES v
B4 23he W HAF 4 AT, Aoho] FRe &

No. 2. 2022.



E
e K
o
i)

1o
o
H1
ﬁ
mlo

Oz
=
=
=i

7] HofiA= F el olH o g A-Este 3
845 mofsto] JF A|YsfF= Aol Basitt 4
A ZJofR1e] B, ARlA o] 8 AFolEr 285t
7] g0l sEet AFFAS Q1A et Heto]
t1% d sttt AAERCQ1] FF, A 5
= B35 tFEo] 7]&q] Ade 2 A" F
I, o7 AsiAE SAls ol HojA| Al 44
T A5 21 Jd AAS IWFA He A8
wrh 139 volo AAEEo] A= Aol X]H
St717F olH S ER, 7]&4] 21 ™ AP AT
T A=E X]Q'Jﬁﬂ;“‘ Zo] sttt HEo, A4
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Effect of Disability Types by Disability Severity Levels on Employment:
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Objective : The purpose of this study is to examine the relationship with employment of the disabled
considering the severity and the type of disability.

Methods : Data from the 4th data of the 2nd wave Panel Survey of Employment for the Disabled
(PSED) by Korea Employment Agency for Persons with Disabilities (KEAD) were used. The odds
ratio of employment in disability types according to severity of disability was calculated by logistic
regression analysis.

Results : When the related variables were adjusted, the employment of internal disability type was
significantly lower than that of external disability type by 0.413(95% CI:0.271-0.629) times in the
group with severe disability. On the other hand, in the group with less severe disability, internal
disability was 0.475(95% CI:0.327-0.690) times lower than that of external disability (p={.001).

Conclusions : Employment may vary depending on the type of disability, even if the disability severity
level is the same. It is necessary to prepare judgment criteria that can reduce the variation in

employment by considering both the type and severity of the disability.

Keywords : Disabled, Disabled employment, Disability level, Disability rating system, Disability type
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