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Abstract

Purpose : The purpose of this study was to provide some basic information about current status of occupational therapy in
Korean University Hospital NICUs.

Method : This study was conducted by mail and by analyzing 61 survey questionnaires sent out pediatric occupational
therapist in 39 university hospitals.

Result : 23 people of the current pediatric occupational therapists worked in NICU under many constraints. Some reasons for
not providing occupational therapy services in the NICU were lack of pediatric occupational therapists(55.3%), funding
difficulties(42.1%) and problem in the hospital system(42.1%).

Conclusion : The results of this study can be used as a basis to increase the provision of occupational therapy in the NICU.

Further research is needed to improve the role of occupational therapy in the NICU.

Key Words : neonatal intensive care(NICU), occupational therapy
FRAIA AL

oFXA7 sunjoungan@inje.ac.kr, 055-320-3684

=R 1 20149 119 242 | AU - 20149 129 199 | ARSAY ;20149 129 242



chetsetelstalx| M2 HM4is

1. A 2

) .

AR Fol A 7% Able] weh Almo] ms),

ABHA] WE thelot B4t 59] F7HR uldo} 248
o] FOMA|AL AT Z 5, 2011).
2012 375= mIuke] mlsobe] HAES 6.26 %ol TR
w, £3] 25 Kg vjgte] ARFEAote] S WA 27
2 ek mlsof 2AEL 1990 % 2.6 %04 2000
| 3.8 %, 201040 5 %2 HF F7lels FAolthkE
A%, 2012). ml&ol FARE ST WE AlYolsEAtA
(NICU) $=9 3 Z7}5}a1 Q) thDudek-Shriber, 2004).

Aol SR O] wlsolEe ofF] 7HA] mlsRt AlA|
oA 2= FAE ol thefet A7} 1t TF 2
FTHe] A}, 1997). ml=ollAl= Aol A& ABA=
do] AGABAL ZHABAL dofx|BAI: w4l
HolEEAAL AE AANBAEE L, AR AT A
Fato] 31918 Fokhigh risk infant)©] 757} ek
4] 71% ?:1:% 311, B]<olprematurity) o] ek
3tH Anzalone, 1994; AOTA, 1993; Campbell,
1986; Case-Smith, 1988). AW of &% Ao} E= nj<
o}9] 2+ X7 H7HEvaluation)} 2]& = FFZFRF=H(Sensory
Stimulation), A173-&% ZA}|(Neuromotor Interventions), 7]
(Feedlng) 7}5— TH ARR ZIEAA] A H] Z(family
support SFCH(Case-Smith, 2010). ¥hd 328 E
i *J’SHO} A QA& Et opue), 22| =of| of
g omaTt 7ol fle AAotHHAEANARE 7Y,
2014).

B dTE AERAE E
A& Al ZAEY 2aA
of =&o] He 7I2ARE AlFStaLA}; gtk

o

ol

FF G 2| mALFE 2] %EQ 497)19] et Aolate]
x| gAlel Aststo] 1 F AsHEole] Fof3t 78] A&

OFAAANRALE dFOR ABEEAS AN 2014
| 59 199 HE 20149 69 79714 S El oW
W F BTk ARAL 497) JlHelA] & T8RS

BjEZste] 1 F F 3970 713, 6154782 %)E 3|Eto]

il

AR Es AosEAd 2R =2 *éﬂ-/‘éﬂr 2/t
A% oA Cronbach's Alpha = 958 2.2 e} A2
EUHL T Aok & AEAE Ao A A
A2 Y 42, Ao A AYAR AW A%
&3, AgosaAd 2= daAda) aAdste] &

3 Q4 o P 3RGOR o|Fof HOou], SEAY Ayt

/kc-)l )

—

2 At *1’%% AR 3% 5(2009) Aol A
= EX43} Occupational Therapy for
Children?} Canadian NICUs : a national surveyo]|A] Al*jo}
A% 9 AR ARIHY BhET PR Bl
THCase-Smith, 2010; Limperopoulos & Majnemer, 2002). A2
£A9] U HEE AdolERA AAARE B
0 Qi 5ol Aokl ARl tobA RS AT
A)x maknt s 190] AFHh

ofi
-

o

4. A2EH U 54

HEAR S8 grs A8 SuAe Ul 54
3 HEigoz ool Pl HarSol tiste] WmEA
< sk



F2 Sl Jh5e Byl el o9 BB S 590 %z 714 wakon], A 8d ojao] 295 %
B A SRl Sgeks MER eyl 2 /b wekth 2 Qe A7), eldlo] 19%GL %)

o8 7Pg won Aol 129(19.7 %), AL &4k 4

I TH(LS %), Ak, B THALS %), FHE, o
m. d3As TH(LS %), ZYE 349 %)2] oz ZAME T 50.8
%e) kel ARAE 7%, AT g Ao 2F

L A Qe 54 PR ASE R
1Y Lolx 7 Folp= 10%~15 mj7tko] 557 %= 7}
HE oTizlo] olulz EAC ¥ 13} g AR ooz 8 BAUTh 2Eal dEeEate AR Addo e A
o) 48 BIolH walEct oAt oty A gmt  HIZES3RETO %), WA 2437 %), B4t 457
30c), 200, o olgiek HF shEe adA Bgge] (37 %), ABEEN 297953 %), AHEH 2878147

A
%), AE ]2 Ao 1175(5.8 %)l -SHSHATHE 1).

=73 T& g AE=(18) B £(%)
o A 18 29.5
o] =} 43 70.5
20tH 24 39.3
o) 30Ty 31 50.8
40t} 6 9.8
AL 2 6 9.8
e A &4 36 59.0
o = A &4 16 26.2
vAl £ 3 4.9
29 ujut 8 13.1
24 o]Al4d ]t 8 13.1
ol AbA 49 o|Ab~6d ujul 11 18.0
64 o]A~84d b|ul 16 26.2
8W o] 18 29.5
S 12 19.7
A7\=, A 19 311
pAZI L= 3 49
2R AR, o7 6 0.8
BAL 4k, AAEE 7 115
Aatw, B3 7 11.5
23, gA 7 11.5
109 u)gh 21 344
} _ R 107 o]~157 wujqt 34 55.7
19 2olHdA = B} 4 153 olAb20% olg} A 66
201 o)At 2 33
A}y 53 279
EIR= 24 23.7
i e _ ZAlo} 45 23.7
A2 A (T ESHE7Hs) XA Aol 29 153
2] 2 ol 28 14.7
A8 1A Zol 11 5.8




chetsetelstalx| M2 HM4is

2. Aol A2 E A%

Ao 3674 71 F 187H(46.1 %)= Z2APE ek
g A

1ot qEx g AEE A0l E=9 |
AorggAbde] qlokal SHEE 71 3970 Tl 5 ol gkl gEth WY 367) 713 & 317H(79.5 %)
3671 (92.3 %), AlgotsEAE oA FEf A =7t AR E AL 2 o] oA AZAw A ° 740l = A
Aok Sust WYL 367 71T F 2570(64.1 %), AW o0& RAEQITHE 2)
ofseAtAoA AAARE AlFEtAL kil FHRE H
3 2. Aol FEA g A w A7)
54 7138 H]£(%)
AYOIFEAA §7 36 923
oy 2. 3 7.7
=l US 5 12.8
AlAotE et AR 7 ~HEE 4 HE g pAo] ¢l 31 79.5
g%l whet By 3 7.7
Aot ZeA® 7 25 64.1
oty . 14 35.9
Aol EAA HYAR §7 18 46.1
opL] & 21 53.8

3. AelEBAY YN 4F

Aol eAd AgA s A% Bl dsid 22 |
Hof| ZFsh= SEHARE o= vE SOl oA S
AEL o AY 2P| FAE RSN 3)

AVolE R A 2Ret 2R RAN: 1270] 23
(100 %yolm AOIEEA AR 19 Bop i

1-31g 0] 229H(95.7 %), 4-6"40] 1543 %) o2 ZAIE A
Aotz x Al o A 2R 5 S vk Flo}l AFLe xAlo}

7} 239434 %02 1A uokon] ool 357 Ak
10 (189 %), £t &4} 7H(132 %), AlAlo} AA 59
9.4 %), AAA 719 4875 %), 23t7] A3 35T %),
A oF e 198(1.9 %) o2 ZAE QAT

AAOIESAL Stole] AAXE BAL W7] ol g
217(36.8 %) 7P wolon] weka|el 1218211 %),
35 olds 8(14.0 %), ZUHE ol 6H(10.5 %),

H19 49(7.0 %), AAZF 49(7.0 %), AHE 719 2%
(3.5 %) Loz ZAFE AT

AAOIEEA HYAR Pl o) 3T R
S7he AAsPgol ARAR 148609 %) 02 7V Wk
o BAAYAR 4174 %), FEAYAR 3H(13.0

Ij
i
!

e

%), STAAAR 27(8.7 %) =22 ARSI
AROLERAL 29I A| 5 159 A ashs 4 53]

o]AF 9%H(39.1 %)ol F23] 5217 %), F33] 4(174
%), 13| 39(13.0 %), F43] 2©H([8.7 %)= ZAIH At

A RAL Fob 19T AR APAZHE 3082
oA} 4(17.4 %), 155 27H(8.7 %), 20 8H(34.8 %), 25
£ 5217 %), 105 495(174 %)o2 A=)

AROIEIAA AYNBH M YA 167(69.6
%)Oo2 7P wWorow WrieE ARESH 49(17.4
%), BAEFOIN WA EFE AT 29T %),
B7NEHA] REth 1943 %)) &0 2ARE YT

Al olsex Al 2GR R F7HEF2= Bayley Infant
Developmental Scale 4%(57.1 %), Neonatal Oral-Motor
Assessment Scale(NOMAS) 29 (28.6 %), 7]€} 1H(14.3
%) 0.2 ZALE Ik

Aol QX722 71H-E H7] 187H(30.5 %)
o] 7Hg wWektow AlAJotubARA] Bl A ZA=14%(23.7 %),
A=A AAFsl7] 9 5 BERE 13922 %), BT
A2 A D 12 1078(16.9 %), A ANEZA 234 %),
ZYE 19(1.7 %), 7|e} 18(1.7 %)= ZAFEQIch

AVBORERIARA AAR A8 A ofelg He Blotol



H]£(%)
100.0

o A()

el

zel

wr

23

95.7

22

43

AR FBA AN Z A 2 e

434

23

132

L,

Rk

il

7.5

14 719

~

O~ o8 © % o
BSI (@)}
w31050
o
XU Ao J
ClIelw
NN O o~ o T
_%ﬂoﬂmouwmmo7
o & <! <!
or
—_
O
]
)
roes
Iy
E_aw
—
~
e
olo
T
@w
]
X

Ao F AN A 28

36.8

21

ERRCEE

21.1

12

14.0
10.5

o X2

7.0
7.0

35

ol

iofn SNCY

_E JL

sto} 2] A 2 8A

A A5
;“(:1

3 7198

d

A

60.9

14

13.0
17.4

XX
n on

(e
oo

AL ZBAA 2R 247}

8.7
13.0

F13)
#23)
733
F43)

53] o]

21.7

17.4

=
e

3

395

ARFEEAA 22 A

8.7
39.1

yAO

=
T

17.4

e S (5 1
S n O

—

8.7
34.8

—

N

ol EAtAl Bl 19 B R AT

21.7

N

17.4

4

30& o

43

8.7

69.6
17.4

gl

e

el

A%t = ARE

Z]
F

F7H=ol A

BET AL




chetsetelstalx| M2 HM4is

Bayley Infant Developmental Scale 4 571

Ao ERA A el m Hobm Neonatal Oral-Motor Assessment Scale(NOMAS) 2 28.6

Beckman Oral Motor Evaluation 0 0

FESH7Hs) - A :

The Clinical Feeding Evaluation of Infants(CEFI) 0 0

7] et 1 14.3

7] 18 30.5

ARotIbA] 2 72 14 23.7

N2d AAA) L +5H BALE 13 220

AROFFRAA HAA 2 7 U(E BT HEAAA W B 10 169

Al A=) 2 34

AZYE 1 1.7

7)€} 1 1.7

o} AEf d= 13 213

OB AN REAZ JAAE HE 10 16.4

R P 8 13.1

ol o

AYOLFTAA A2 of el e H(EHSHIFE) E:f o i}]f;;:f‘ Z Ej

7S A=AIRE 6 9.8

A -skA] ek ghof 4= 5 8.2

AR JAF QRS 5 8.2
A UE 3B WO A% weten oRd, BE  AolERAl A ARIARE o UA) gL ol
Ao} OUPAERZE 107164 %), BRAA A W 7SS o BgolA LoplA RAF BE 18240 %)0] 714
H(13.1 %), BAANSRHEZA TH(LS %), HA57ke] 22 ko ofoja P ofefR 13%(17.3 %), Y

A7F THALS %), B
335} Slo} 2= 51(8.2 %),
o oz 2AEYc)
AgolEARAo] gl 2
S oIS EAA0] QAR 2

BAES R 3 ok 3 49 Ptk

A 2AZE 678(9.8 %),
AGAZAL A

45} 141 1&
= 57(82 %) 0 %), emzlef ofsj
l el
2 A= o5 A 4
StaLzt Algo] RU=A]

25 8hx) ok A=A}

ARE A G A

Wo BAGEY 1330173 %), AR A
Z 119147 %), 222
714 BZo| 69(8.0 %), 7|EF 2WQ2.7 %)2] Lo
AL E B A A 21X 2

of et BaelA X=AF 8250
%ol ool Qlckil g shaick

==
Zl—'l"——v

E 4. ARolEEA AR AFEH] oHe o] (thAaRd)
= ExT FAE(Y) M1 &%)
olIA 2AF 25 18 240
ST ol g 13 17:3
ERR IR R 13 173
A Aolzs A 2= AFEHR] = 2 BA|ZFEE 12 16.0
Ol fHFESH7Hs)
DEREINLEES 1 147
Andd A4 4 e 8.0
71E 2 2.7
Aot A= AY i s
ob 9. 30 78.9




4. Aors@A FUAE FaAdH B3] B3

SR

Algotggiatdol A 2dxe Fadut Sshget)
gt AR & s9b o] ARE|QLET AlAoRg Rl
2z 27t Fasich 307H(49.2 %), "> Fasich 219
(44 %O 2 SHBICE Ao APA R By

b

5. ARJol=sirjAle] 2z 7 P e AT Al st ol

37} wojof girho] 1t} 317(50.8 %), v~ LE T}
199311 %) & RAFE Q)

e S8l Fash Wete] 3t AEdAe X571
2 )] FAF 4275(19.8 %), HE4t A 4178(19.3
%), JEZo] QA 33“3(156 %), YA 7)A 28
3132 %), Z}‘NX]E/\} o122 28(45.9 %), FE3 %
FAIZE 188(8.5 %), 7|E} 21H(0.9 %)) <=0 & FALE|QITh

=x 78 WAAEE)  HIE%)
3 "askA g} 2 33
2 a3} okt 0 0
Ao EEAL HIAR BRA B Eo|ch 8 131
g g 3}} 30 492
vl B ashef 21 344
& a8z ok} 2 33
a9z gt 0 0
AAotT A A BAdste] 3t A4 HEoltt 9 14.8
hwA=at 31 50.8
nj o ) 19 31.1
AR7le W WA FY 42 19.8
=71 A 41 19.3
olm Aol Qla] A 33 15.6
A olz=sAlA &)z 7 A3 vhol Hel AJAHE A 28 132
(FESH7Hs) X AL AdHFY 28 132
O m X} Ho ATt ARt Ofafa 19 9.0
2183} 2 A7 18 8.5
7)€} 2 0.9

V. 3%

FZ A4 AR A& 713 SR 240l ST
ol wha} mlsotel AAlFot EAEC] Sk A0l
CHE &I A1 3], 2013). 2Jsh7]go] Wekgto)] whal 11
o138 ool MELo| ol 1, oEF oz okt o}
2 SHg AAot FFAE Auart Dasit) ool
U Autre] Ao Sk e A'E2 o) it

A RGHRA, BelNRAL doldmAE LG
(Limperopoulos & Majnemer, 2002). 3}A|qF & ¢7Loj|

Ae =ul Aol A Ul 5 A=H-e] 45
YA Fethes 71l 36709 71 Foll 28719 ¢
(77.8 %) o2 ZAME|RIL: &, AB|A A|AEo] Zh5eoi]
A gk, A gol FAHA ok Aot FHAAe
SFA o] A& Au|A7F BESE AL HoFErh Aol =
A QYT 8 LAY F DA ARE 2]AT

7, BRE R AN, okl 9% F
= ojobel A, o2 AR T A0 adlo
SRS % 9w glofof Hrk Aol FBAY 2%

At 9IY gololAl AR W Auz, o of
W, gApEre] 3, gole Wk B354, obolst 7t



chetsetelstalx| M2 HM4is

Zo] 2% 4 ol 52L& ALHCHLimperopoulos &
Majnemer, 2002). o]x3 Ao} FEALA] 2P| 2Af
o] FasHANE 2 ATtolAl= 367 7] ollA Al
FTEA 0] 5ol AAANEE

2 50 %ol 14 FA Aol FEAAE AJARE AT

st Wo ool Uik BFSTHEA, 2 BA

o
)
S
Y
1o
il
=
1o
-0,
>
Mo
__>tL‘
]
il
N
>
we
N
>
iz
1N
Mo

e AL AUSITh Aol SRR AR R SRS
]‘

sl Bagt Wete] wet AoA=
f

71 55 AA7INE 18, @ 1S 7|E AY, A =S
of £¢ 735X, Bengo] gt faqk 59 W w
% Hleto] 9ltkDewire 5, 1996). LS B3 3kt Al

1 =
4 qlom Aol FBAA AN RAE LRI, B
A, BAE duae] 48 wgdlol & Ao W
cheltiMiles &, 1993).

Ido| $8% gTS LHFe SHRAAT P 7HA]
SHelldE o= 7 AR Qs 2GR =R Al of
2ol ek meEbA o] AtE S Alor FEA Z
A= oS dEa BARE IR tefR e

Aol FEAA 2R
2Are) g FAo] B A7t "ad Aoz Aw
g,

X

A AR

e, Ao T 5(2011). 20099 = A vj<
of, AAIFEore] Nl Yl AlolgeAt o] Atk
tighalgorsts] A, 18(1), 70-75.

AAHBUABA0N). 93k k01411,
1715, B AR H S

¥ 71, A 5(2009). =W AR mARS] At
ol A2 AejzAL diRhadA=8E] 4], 1703),
67-77.

o[AFF(1997). LI AlYote] A A HE = AHY. =
7rsaksks] =], 9(1), 101-113.

a4l A1931(2013). mlsob oHUE % AAHYL A
HA|go] Hofofaf, FFAEY L, FSAAIG A A
£ 853 obs7tsets|%|, 19(3), 207-215.

SAA2012). A FA 5 = A o=, FAA.

American Occupational Therapy Association(1993). Know-
ledge and skills for occupational therapy practice in the
neonatal intensive care unit. Am J Occup Ther, 47(12),
1100-1105.

Anzalone ME(1994). The issue is-occupational therapy in
neonatalogy: What is our ethical responsibility? Am J
OccupTher, 48(6), 563-566.

SK(1986).

considerations in creating an environment to promote

Campbell Organizational and educational
optimal development of high-risk neonates. Phys
Occup Ther Pediatr, 6(3-4), 191-204.

Case-Smith J(1988). An efficacy study of occupational
therapy with high-risk neonates. Am J Occup Ther,
42(8), 499-506.

Case-Smith J(2010). Occupational therapy for children.
6th ed, evolve, Elsevier Science Health Science div,
649-677.

Dewire A, White D, Kanny E et al(1996). Education and
training of occupational therapists for neonatal

intensive care units. Am J Occup Ther, 50(7),

486-494.

Dudek-Shriber L(2004). Parent stress in the neonatal



intensive care unit and the influence of parent and

infant characteristics. =~ Am J Occup Ther, 58(5),
509-520.

Limperopoulos C, Majnemer A(2002). The role of

canadian NICUs: a

rehabilitation specialists in

national survey. Phys Occup Ther Pediatr, 22(1),

57-72.

Miles MS, Funk SG, Carlson J(1993). Parental stressor
scale: Neonatal intensive care unit. Nurs Res, 42(3),
148-152.



