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— ABSTRACT —

The purposes of this survey are to investigate which inventory are used to assess the disables
children, to give information and basic data for developing new inventory for disabled children.
1. 8 institutes(40%) have no test or evaluate tools.
Number of tools of rehabilitation institutes have more than hospital.
. 86.8% of tools are made in United States.
. 52.2% of tools do not test validity and reliability
. 43.5% of tools are tested for gross and fine motor functions.
. The interval of reassesstment are very irregulary(43.5% ).
So. We suggest that Korean physical therapist should be made tools which is tested motor,
perception and cognition with validity and relability for CNS dysfuntion patients.
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D izt 4 Sensory Stimulation Training & Assessment

Minnesota Spatial Relations test
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Pennsylvania Bi~Manual Worksample
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G FeHd DDST
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Vulpe Assessment Battery

Portage Guide to Early Education Scales

Development Hand Dysfunction

The Carolina Curriculum for Handicapped
Infants and Infants At Risk

1. Gross Motoe Performance Test : GMPM

2. Bruininks—Oseretsky Test of Motor Proficiency . BOTMP
3. Southern California Sensory Integration Test : SCSIT

4. Southern California Postrotary Nystagmus Test : SCPNT
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. Denver Developmental Screening Test : DDST
. Crippled Children Division Test : CCD

. Jebson Hand Function Test : JHFT

. Motor—Free Visual Perception Test ;: MVPT

W 00 3 o

. Developmental Test of Visual Perception : DTVP

10. Erhardt Development Prehension Asessment : EDPA
11. Loweinstein Occupational Therapy Cognitive Assessment : LOTCA

12. Minnesota Rate of Manipulation Tests : MRMT

13. The Development Age Referenced Breakdown Assessment Schedules : DARBAS
14. Early—Learning Accomplishment Profile for Developmentally Young Children : E—LAP

15. Hawali Early Learning Profile : HELP
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