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Table 1. General features of clients

Feature Classification N(%)
Male 40(34.5)
Gender
Female 76(65.5)
<30 51(44)
Age 30~39 56(482)
(yr) 40~49 9(7.8)
> 50 0(0)
Married 36(31)
Status :
Unmarried 80(69)
No religion 51(44)
Chistian 31(26.7)
Religion Catholic 14(12.1)
Buddhist 13(11.2)
Other 7(6)
College 54(46.6)
Level of education University 47(40.5)
More than masters 15(12.9)
Seoul 31(26.7)
Kyeonggi Province 27(23.3)
Location Gangwon Provin(.:e 9(7.8)
Chungcheong Province 7(6)
Jeolla Province 10(8.6)
Gyeongsang Province 32(276)
College/University 4(34)
General Hospital 24(20.7)
Organization type Rehabilitation/Nursing Hospital 65(56)
Community welfare center 10(8.7)
Other 13(11.2)
Child 16(13.8)
o Adult BA(46.5)
Clinical field
Elderly 32(27.6)
Other 14(12.1)
<3 29(25)
Clinical experience 3~5 33(284)
(yr) 6~10 42(36.3)
> 11 12(10.3)
o2 A Yehgth SFA9S AAEr 329(27.6%), AA = Hdo] 54™465%), =Q1AE Hdo] 329
A1&] 3178(26. 7%), A71%=7) 278(23.3%) o2 7 (276%), o5 x5 Tdo] 16 (138%) =2 %7” LHE}
A ERR 713 A/ sk dol 659 (56%) v, 2R Ee 6~100 42(36.3%), 3~5 339
o= 7 ‘1%9}1 gsl/EgHE Ao 249(20.7%), 7]E+ (28.4%), 3 w]qke] 29v5(25%), 111 o] 1278(10.3%)

]
718 138 (11.2%)c o= A Hestth 5ok 4

o2 =7 YeERITtHTable 1).
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ANARFE B AT 7HA] st g At oh Ao W QARFALE ALo] BAERT
A4 Table 29} 2tk A7 tidAe] A4 Hd A vEbga, 25713 gisl/EeEd, A/ a9
€ 69.00 £ 1767510 aL, 37H4 skl el et <14 A B AAAS EA] 7| el &b G2 7|E 7| EE
] B A7 37l A 2325 £ 5623, 2 Hel/EEH Y, Ad/agide] =& JARFES B
A2 A 2275 + 6547, A AR 2l 4] 2300 + 54@ AT} Robel A= A2, oFs w9l 5 54 e
o] 1. obd 718t ti/dell A4AI 8 Mul2E Algste Jrot
Zb o F o] W AT B AT 37 WIS o R gt Fdo] o w2 JARFAS B
A 89199 9] =& Table 33 2t} HA| oy 2= F Ak
AR S WA s ﬂa<12.75 + 321), elg-o] w&
HRS AP (1264 £ 320), :=91e] FEETH(1154 £399), 4, YHH EMo| U2 25E=E
Aol $-2o] Al AFANL06 + 488), AHEA ZHa)
(10.72 + 5.02), 8212 gkate] AREA(10.27 £ 518) AW EAe] w2 §585 ] S Table 50,
o= F= L}E} AR I I T 4R AT AR APAEAY] S5 EE0 72 Table 6
Aztol 7H EL ¥ AhEs Folg-o] wgS W A ¥} 2} e A9 F 97k Wl F A, S
g, A s %}Xl &S A, e A sl 713, QA H NN S5l FronE 2folE Bk
AA 2zt 7P 2L duirsE wele] PFEETY A THA G g e dE S AAERT HE, 47|50
AAgA ] AL ol Tk AR 2 Aol -9 A A gugsol o A UEhska, 2] nhe 35
Aol Aol 7 = A bt 452 Vet 7|3, oisl/EednEc AR/
o] $5&Fo] o Eokrh WAl A9 3~5date}
3. QdHid EMof| w2 ol ZHEA 6~109 27k 1133 o) g i} o A VERs:

Table 2. Level of Human Rights sensitivity by subcategories

Subcategories M £ SD Minimum Maximum Range
Human Rights sensitivity 69.00 + 17.67 17 0 0~90
Perception of situation 2325 £ 562 8 30 0~30
Perception of consequences 2275 £ 64 5 30 0~30
Perception of responsibility 2300 + 64 4 30 0~30

Table 3. Level of Human Rights sensitivity by episodes

Human Rights Perception of  Perception of  Perception of

Subcategories sensitivity situation consequences  responsibility

(0~15) (0~5) (0~5) (0~5)
Episode 1. Equal rights 1275 + 321 434 + 1.36 432 + 118 410 = 151
Episode 2. Right to education in disabled 1264 = 3.20 446 £ 1.01 3% £ 163 424 £ 1.35
Episode 3. Privacy right in mental illness 1027 £ 518 350 + 201 353 = 201 3.24 + 2.09
Episode 4. Privacy rights 10.72 = 5.02 382 £ 1.70 349 £ 2.05 341 £ 192
Episode 5. Right to personal freedom in disabled 11.06 £ 4.88 378 £ 1.89 334 £ 213 394 £ 161

Episode 6. Right to pursue one’s happiness of the elderly 1154 + 3.9 336 + 1.9 412 + 141 406 + 141
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Table 4. Differences in Human Rights sensitivity by variables

Variables Categories M+ SD t/F D Scheffe
Male® 61.85 + 1862 .
Gender ; 10.87 001 N/A
Female 7277 + 1602
< 30 69.70 + 16.30
Age b
(1) 30~39 69.30 + 1889 52 593
40~49° 63.22 + 1829
Married® 6197 + 1791 ;
Status o 833 004 N/A
Unmarried 7217 + 1672
No religion® 6366 + 17.42
Chistian” 66.00 + 17.86
Religion Catholic* 70.14 £ 1763 1.38 245
Buddhist* 6369 + 1913
Other® 83.14 + 13.01
Lovel of College® 71.72 £ 1791
Ve o University” 6721 + 1756 129 277
education
More than masters® 64.80 + 16.69
Seoul® 7558 + 1469
Kyeonggi Province” 7322 + 1764
) Gangwon Province® 63.33 + 1990 ;
Location e 2.84 019 f<a
Chungcheong Province 62.57 + 17.86
Jeolla Province® 70.20 + 20.05
Gyeongsang Province' 61.71 + 1658
College/University® 6750 + 11.95
Organizati General Hospital” 62.29 £ 14.72
gi%j“o“ Rehabilitation/Nursing Hospital* 739 + 1677 540 01 e<be
Community welfare center 73.30 = 11.80
Other® 53.84 + 21.20
Child® 71.37 + 1592
o Adult” 6864 + 1582 .
Clinical field 3.60 016 d<c
Elderly® 74.00 + 16.76
Other* 56.28 + 23.14
o <3 62.89 £ 17.19
Clinical 3~5 7378 + 1538
experience 2.44 067
(1) 6~10° 70.76 + 19.18
> 114 6450 + 1534
"p<.05

M 9 W of
o
r
o,

=9k (r=660), 1 thr o2 AR ZHr=615) ol

o
o
i
N
4>
z
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Table 5. Differences in Advocacy of activities by variables

Variables Categories M + SD t/F D Scheffe
Male® 366 + 0.79
Gender ; 0.65 420 N/A
Female 380 £ 1.01
< 30 367 + 093
é‘f 30~39° 389 + 095 163 217
40~49° 338 + 0.82
Married® 356 + 0.83
Status o 2.17 143 N/A
Unmarried 384 £ 098
No religion® 363 £ 1.05
Chistian” 37 + 0.74
Religion Catholic® 377 £ 093 2.11 034
Buddhist! 370 + 078
Other® 471 £ 0.75
Lovel of College® 392 + 1.02
Vel o University” 365 + 087 195 154
education
More than masters® 347 + 0.73
Seoul® 411 + 0.86
Kyeonggi Province” 390 £ 1.09
) Gangwon Province® 365 £ 096 ;
Location sy 452 004 f<ab
Chungcheong Province 351 £ 0.72
Jeolla Province® 412 £ 1.02
Gyeongsang Province' 3.24 = 0.66
College/University* 3.82 + 045
Organizati General Hospital” 332 £ 071
gir;;ed“o“ Rehabilitation/Nursing Hospital* 400 + 1.05 345 002 be<c
Community welfare center 352 £ 0.80
Other® 345 £ 050
Child* 371 + 101
o Adult® 366 + 0.88
Clinical field 70 556
Elderly® 397 £ 1.08
Other? 364 £ 068
<3 365 £ 0.75
Clinical 3~5° 383 + 1.09
experience 408 012" d<b,c
(1) 6~10° 395 + 092
> 119 3.09 £ 0.70
"p<.05
Table 6. Level of Advocacy of activities
Categories M £ SD Minimum Maximum Range
Advocacy of activities 37+ 0% 143 05
Ao K(+)o o R FoJgh JaFs HArt ol T5gdFol 51 FEFs Bk dHTA
48 495 FAdiusted RIS $THF WF o 3744 B919 o] mAE JFL LA
05268 APHAHET28Y). ol ARG £ TEIARFe) Az Table 99 Lok AARFY 3
5% g58%0] ZlaRon, olul AAAEA WEE K a9l e Sgulen BAd Folae g5
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Table 7. Relationship between subcategories of Human Rights sensitivity and advocacy of activities

. Advocacy Perception of Perception of Perception of
Subcategories ... .. e
of activities situation consequences responsihility
Advocacy of activities 1
Perception of situation 528" 1
Perception of consequences 615" 855" 1
Perception of responsibility 660" 797 855 1

“p<01

Table 8. The effects of Human Rights sensitivity on advocacy of activities

Unstandardized coefficients

Standardized coefficients

Model
B standard error yé; t
(constant)™ 1.397 273 - 5114
HumanRights sensitivity™ 034 004 640 8904
R? 410
Adjusted R? 406
F 79.288

p<001

Table 9. The effects of subcategories of Human Rights sensitivity on advocacy of activities

Model Unstandardized coefficients ~ Standardized coefficients Collinearitystatistic
B standard error B t Tolerance VIF
(constant)™ 1.602 283 5655
Perception of situation -.020 023 -120 -.861 253 3.946
Perception of consequences 039 023 269 1.652 186 5.368
Perception of responsibility™ 076 020 525 3.759 252 3.966
R? 448
Adjusted R? 434
F 30.34
Durbin-Watson stat 1.420
**p< 001
s3] WAE ARkt 1 A3 S5gso] et V. 1 &
AGALS ARG GO JRE MAA Gk,
AR ZHe- F(+) ] WEFo Z(p<.001) )3t FFS B AAAE A2 AL e Ao RN BE AN
ek oleld Aol B o] A WGl £25E o] FelE 4E AW EFS /NOE B 2
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Abstract

A Study on the Sensitivity of Human Rights and the Advocacy Activities
of Korean Occupational Therapists

Kim, Ji-Man*, M.Sc., O.T., Hong, Ki-Hoon™, M.Sc., O.T.,
Lee, Chun-Yeop™, Ph.D., O.T., Kim, Hee-Jung"*, Ph.D., O.T.

“Pusan National University Hospital/Occupational Therapist
“Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Kaya University/Professor
“*Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Kosin University/Professor

Objective : The Human Rights constitute one of the basic pillars of every work where persons are involved,
such is the case of the occupational therapy field.

Methods : In this study we investigate the human rights sensitivity and the advocacy activities of
occupational therapists. The differences according to their characteristics, the relationship and the impact
of the human rights sensitivity are examined and presented. Making use of online surveys 116 subjects
participated in the study.

Results : The measured average of human right sensitivity is 69.00 + 17.67 point, being them distributed
according to the following subcategories: to the perception of the situation corresponds 23.25+5.62 points,
to the perception of the consequences 22.75+6.54 points and for the perception of the responsibility 23+6.54
points. In all the cases have been taken in account the equal rights, the right to education in disables, the
right to pursue the happiness of the elderly, the right of the disables to have personal freedom, the privacy
rights and the privacy rights for mental illness people. According to the working area the Human Right
sensitiveness is higher in Seoul than in the Gyeongsang province meanwhile the advocacy activities is
higher in Seoul and in Gyeonggi province than in Gyeongsang province. Depending of the type of service,
general hospitals and rehabilitation/nursing hospitals showed higher human rights sensitivity than other
service organizations According to the working field, occupational therapy group focused in elderly showed
higher Human Right sensitivity than other fields. Professionals belonging groups of clinical experience from
3 to 5 years and from 6 to 10 years showed higher advocacy activities than professionals with more than
11 years of experience. A positive correlation was showed between the human rights sensitivity and the
advocacy activities. For this situation, the human rights sensitiveness was divided in sub-categories in
perception of the situation, perception of the consequences and perception of the responsibility. As showed
by the result of multiple regression analyses the advocacy activities of human would grow up in accordance
with the increase of the human rights sensitiveness of responsibility perception.

Conclusion : Due to the actual lack of information, the collection and study of basic data is fundamental for
the development of practical human rights educational programs and to emphasize the role of the defense

of the human rights.

Key words : Occupational Therapist, Human Rights, Human Rights Sensitivity, Advocacy Activities
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