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Abstract The purpose of this study is to compare the differences in human rights perception between people
with disabilities and staffs in the disabled residential facilities. Using data from the ‘2014 Human Rights
Survey on Disability in the Disabled Residential Facilities’ for 602 facilities, the study compared their
perception of human rights(16 items), including human rights guarantee(12 items) and human rights violation(4
items). Result showed that the rate of perception for human rights guarantee and violation(except staff
violation) of staffs was higher than people with disabilities(p<.05). This study demonstrated that there were
significant differences in human right perception between people with disabilities and staffs. The cause of this
difference would be the conflict between roles of staff and needs of person with disabilities, absence of human
rights indicators by mutual consent between the two. Our findings suggested a need for study on strategies to
solve gap of perception between the two, such as integrated human rights education, developing consensual
human rights indicators.

Key Words : human rights of people with disabilities, perception of human rights, the disabled residential facilities,
human rights protection, human rights violations
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<Table 1> Research object number
(‘14. 4, unit: number)
Disability Types People with
L Infant
Division Total physically visually hearing intellectual i Sev'e'rt? Disability
challenged impaired impaired disabilities disabilities
welfare facilities 602 53 16 8 297 219 9
numbers 27,168 2,316 753 317 11,971 11,347 464
Source. Chun et al.,(2014)
el AFAA A7) AL AF5], gl AT Ao Aeld 71 Al 60270 20t
o A Aol e ARE BAE ATUPE D el A elm A4 e el A
Ek AofQl 1 Aol gifo] Al AxE A B RARISITE AN EHS 2okl <Table 1>3
2 odutslo] A7E olom Q1 el A& Alwst Ak £ A7 Gl AR SHAR F vlavt
*tﬂ TP E ATEE Bola et 7hsd FES v ste] A sk
3.2 WA
3. AT 014 el AFAA QAL RA AR F AAR
& 1270 4, AARE 40 FE F 1670 o] sy
3.1 A7 W AT 7AF Aol lak A4 FAAe] AN ES vl wHsch
RAARE AFY G061 BER VU BN A 2 =l jele] Folal ZALES} FAA 2AFES] T
FAY ARAEEAY) ARE BEAHAT AV AT A WES wma) wR <Table 2>9 2}, ARG

<Table 2> Compare questionnaire of between the disabled and the staff

Division The disabled The staff
. ink that disabl ) 1 freel
Frgedom of Out of ratios that can be freely Rate think that disabled people are able to freely go
going out out of
. . hink that disabl ) le to freely sl
Free('iom of Ratio to be recognized that the sleep out Rate think that disabled people are able to freely sleep
sleeping out ut

Freedom of dating

Rate of free Dating recognition

Rate think that disabled people are able to freely
dating

aids recipient

N . hink that disabl I 1 freel
Freedom' Of, Ratio utilizing the freedom of telecommunication R?t.e.t that disabled people ar? ab e to freely
telecommunication tilizing the freedom of telecommunication
igh . . hink that disabl I 1 i
Human The right to hate of the right to receive treatment Rate think that disabled people are able to not receive
Richt be treated reatment
Guarintee The handicapped ercentage of people with disabilities use the Rate think that disabled people are able to use the

lhandicapped aids

handicapped aids

religion

Freedom of

Rate know the freedom of religion

IRate think that disabled people are able to go out for

1eligious participation

)i

reedom of beauty care H

Ratio to recognize the freedom of hairstyle

Rate think that disabled people are able to decide to

air style

Reflect of

Formal objection

Hesponse rates for appeal

esponse rates for disabled people’s appeal

Right to take
comfortable bath

Hate of bath Support by Homosexuality

Hrequency of bath Support by Homosexuality

Forced labor Tlhe rate at which the chore as coercive Flrequency of instructions of informal work
[Human Violence [ The rate of inclusion Violencell A and B Thhe rate of inclusion Violencell A, B and C
Right Al Rate watching staff's violence to handicapped people
Violations Violence Il B| Rate watching handicapped people’s mutual violence
C

Personnel actions for the assault of staff

Source. Re-edit Chun et al.,(2014)
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<Table 3> Differences between the human rights of the disabled and the staff

Division Mean Paired sample test

The disabled The staff The average difference t
Freedom of going out 50.8790 95.5358 -44.6494 -45.037 e
Freedom of sleeping out 47 4858 93.3862 -45.8894 45018 erx
[Freedom of dating 25.1484 39.3245 -14.2152 -0.197  serx
[Freedom of telecommunication 48.7332 81.8034 -33.0670 32991 e
[The right to be treated 46.7526 91.8188 -45.0789 -46.027
Human Right [he handicapped aids recipient 53.9617 93.6959 -34.7790 23675  sxx
Guarantee  Freedom of religion 31.1417 87.3334 -56.2143 -52.053 s
Freedom to attend religious rituals 43.7593 9.1319 -52.4100 56527 ek
Freedom to go out for attending religious rituals 36.1886 83.5478 -52.3402 46341 ek
Freedom of beauty care 49,9934 81.8034 -31.8018 -31.345 ek
eflect of Formal objection 43.1731 83.5581 -40.3848 41434 werx
ight to take comfortable bath 31.2288 89.0466 -57.8079 70897
Horced labor 2.7369 30.0834 -27.4015 -31.019 ek
Human Right Yiolence I 46021 27.6239 -23.0503 -20.979 ek
Violations  Yiolence II : staff’s violence 1.5683 0.9305 0.6363 3450 lk
Yiolence II : mutual violence 3.7103 24.7081 -21.0214 20881 sk
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