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Applying Rasch Analysis for Validation of School Function Assessment
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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to investigate validation of the School Function Assessment(SFA)
for Korean Version using Rasch analysis. The subjects were recruited 98 students with
disabilities in Seoul, Kyoung—-Ki, Chung-cheung. The data were analysed using Rasch analysis
to investigate unidimensionality and rating scale model. The 4 items out of SFA Part II were
found to be misfts. The 18 items out of physical tasks, the 14 items out of cognitive/behavioral
tasks in Part III were found to be misfit. All rating scale in SFA was appropriate.

Further studies are needed to investigate validity and criterion cut-off score for many students
with disabilities.
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