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Abstract The purpose of this study is to analyze the research trend by conducting a systematic review
of domestic research on clinical fieldwork in occupational therapy. From 2000 to 2019, papers
registered in the Google Scholar, RISS, KISS, and National Library of Korea databases were searched.
The search term was “Occupational Therapy” AND “Clinical Fieldwork”, and a total of 8 studies were
finally selected. As a result of analyzing the research trend, the most frequently used data collection
method were surveys 6 studies(75.0%), and the most frequent subject were occupational therapy
students was 6 studies(75.0%). The most frequent main theme was satisfaction of clinical fieldwork 4
studies(50.0%). In the future, it was confirmed that quantitative and qualitative growth of clinical

research related to occupational therapy in Korea is needed.
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“Occupational Therapy” AND
“Clinical Fieldwork”

Total 1,460 articles
Screening of titles and abstracts based on exclusion criteria
Excluded 1,449 articles

| 11 articles retrieved

3 articles excluded

Clinical fieldwork is not the main variable, it is simply a
research study conducted by students in clinical fieldwork

| 8 studies were included in this review

Fig. 1. Flow Diagram of the Literature Selection
Process
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Table 3. Research Main Theme Analysis

(N=8)
(Table 5).
Research Main Themes Frequency
n(%)
Table 1. Level of Quality Among each Study Satisfaction of clinical fieldwork 4(50.0)
(N=8) Change after clinical fieldwork 2(25.0)
Level of . Frequency Clinical fieldwork education system 2(25.0)
g Definition
evidence n(%) Total 8(100.0)
I Randomized controlled trials 0(0.0)
I Non randomized two group studies 000.0)
1 Non randomized one group studies 0(0.0) 3.4 0&:?-9] ‘?‘ﬁ %‘{F T']:_L/k}
v Single experimental studies 8(100.0) -
- - - oo A 70 A8 S B 508 v
ase studies . _
p— S1000) A A= Table 49k 2k I3 S W57t 3¢9
ota .
(23.0%) 0.7 71 wokom, Vs A, A9A= <+
H 7%, I A do] 242 29 (15.4%) 2.5 YEl
e o] HFHE=Z HA] - -
3.2 7ol WHEA 24 ok AFALS) hE 1A, QAL wEE,
AW Ao WEES B A3s Table 29k ARl oidk st Al &e s A4 1H(7.7%)
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ot
o
[\\]
)
©
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o
fu
i
o
3L
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A A A )
AR 7 g A g A7 631 (75.0%) 0.7 71
wotorm, AAA R Ad7PF 138 (12.5%), AFA=
A7kl war A At 1R (12.5%) 07 Ve

© 2 YETH(Table 5).

Table 4. Major Variables Analysis

o) Frequency

OIRGIRE) ® @ ® (%)

®
o

Satisfaction of

Table 5 clinical fieldwork | | © O 320
Chmc:\l/sfgeeégiwork o o 2(15.4)
Table 2. Research Method Analysis -
(N=8) Major skills
required in clinical O O 2(15.4)
T fieldwork
requency
Research Method L -
n(%) Clinical fieldwork -
experience © © 2(15.4)
-
Survey 6(75.0) Awarencss of
Method of. Data Interview 2(25.0) decision on O 1(7.7)
Collection employment
Total 8(100.0) Educational
methods of practice
Occupational therapy students 6(75.0) according to therap O 1(7.7)
field
Clinical fieldwork educator 1(12.5) €
Subject of Study Problems of clinicall
Clinical fieldwork educator & Professor 1(12.5) fieldwork education
. . O 1(7.7)
by clinical fieldwork]
Total 8(100.0) educator
self—efficacy O 1(7.7)
Total 2112|1132 1]|1 13(100.0)
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Table 5. Characteristics of Included Studies

Research Method

No Azl;?;) d E\fj;l::lce Data Subject of Sample  Main Theme Major Variables Main Outcomes
Collection Study Size(N)
Satisfaction of Highly satisfied items were recognition of the
N clinical fieldworkimportance of fieldwork, diversity of therapeutic
1 Lee[,zga al. Level TV S tudent 346 (I'he'mglef'afltdei equipment and tools, regular education.
(2010) cve Lurvey students lec;()rll(e g\s\giegisznﬁélgi:pow satisfaction items were an evaluation_of
fieldwork and an offer of various learning
HEHE materials.
As for the satisfaction of the clinical practice,
the average point was 3.16 for 5, which was
Lee, Lee & . . regular satisfaction.
Jang v . Sgtl.sfact{on of Satisfaction of The satisfaction of clinical practice content point
2 [24] Level Survey students 282 clinical fleld_clinical fieldwork was highest with 3.47 out of 5.
(2013) work By contrast, the internal conflict during the clin—
ical practice scored was lowest with 2.63 out of
5.
The average time of the clinical fieldwork is
Professor 53 Clinical fieldwork983.5 hours in universities and 517.2 hours in
system colleges. The largest number of clinical field—
work institutions were university hospitals, fol—
lowed by rehabilitation hospitals. And disabled
adult institutions make up 66.8%.
Lee, et al. Clinical field— The results of the importance in the preparation
3 [12] Level IV Survey . work educa— . . technique show that in the two groups, there
(2014) F)hmcal tion system Ma}Jor S.kllls €™ are significant differences in 1 of the inter—
fieldwork 87 qu1r§d in clinical vention items and 19 of the evaluation items.
educator fieldwork The results of the preparation techniques of
newly graduated occupational therapists show
that, there are significant differences in 8 of the
intervention items and 20 of the evaluation
items..
The collected information was analyzed through
Lee. Hong phenomenological theory approaches.
- Satisfaction of ;. . . . Results were 14 concepts and 5 themas. The
& Kim In—depth .. . Clinical fieldwork . .
4 Level IV . K 4 clinical field— . themas were psychology that experienced in
[25] interview students experience .. . . . .
(2014) work clinical fleldwork,'professmnal experience, envi—
ronmental experience, change of value and
behavior.
Clinical fieldworkThe rehabilitation hospital was the highest ratio
system in clinical fieldwork education type.
Educational ~ The problems of the clinical fieldwork education
methods of prac—form the viewpoint the clinical fieldwork educa—
Kim, et al. Clinical Clinical field— tice according totor were high in the essential knowledge of the
5 [26] Level IV Survey fieldwork 99 work educa— therapy field students and lack of basic academic ability.
(2017) educator tion system Problems of clin— The suggestion of guidelines for the contents of
ical fieldwork ed—clinical fieldwork education by level and the sug—
ucation by clinicalgestion of solutions in the essential com-—
fieldwork educa—petencies of students according to the clinical
tor field level were high.
Hong & Ma]or §k111§ lje, After clinical fieldwork, Major skills required in
6 Hong Level IV Survey students 98 Chgnge 'after qmrgd in clinical clinical fieldwork and self—efficacy improved
[27] clinical field—  fieldwork istically sienificant]
(2017) work Seli—efficacy tatistically significantly.
The collected information was analyzed through phe —
Kang, Nam . . nomenological theory approaches.
7 & Oh Level TV Focus group students 10 Sl?giscac?i(;?do_fClinical fieldworkResults were 11 concepts and 5 themas.
[28] interview experience  Components were psychological experience, en—
. work . . . ;
(2019) vironmental experience, professional experience,
changes of values and behavior.
Satisfaction of clinical fieldwork was in order of
clinical fieldwork content, satisfaction after clin—
ical fieldwork, clinical fieldwork environment,
Young Satisfaction of clinical fieldwork instruction method, clinical
Level IV e . Satisfaction of fieldwork time, clinical fieldwork evaluation, and
8 [29] Survey students 319 clinical field— .. ! . . .. .
(2019) work clinical fieldworkinternal conflict among clinical fieldwork.

In the case of clinical fieldwork satisfaction,
there was a significant difference in satisfaction
according to major satisfaction and clinical field—
work period.




1

9
hul

e A=

7Hg ZiE32]
ol
o] 295

]

)
'LO

=

T

31311+

Q
L

)
=
171 ghds] of

fls

%9l

O

“foll &3k AA

e

T A18¢A A9

il

gl

o)
ol

438 ©#d

<O

= AIZE A} AF33],

==
pLs

s
=]
3H7g ol A

FA=
ol o
TE US

o A2 o
[}

o=

= o
o
R
Q]
=

fLS

A=)
71

2[34]

R

[e)
It 25

]

I

of| Al 875

=

=

=

)

3

ol
6_11%

ik

A0 = ERTh Kempl34]9] A7l

A &7+
oA

=

3] o]Fo)x|aL It} Ozelie[33]¢] A

==

J

L

fu

ShA
s}
=

=

SRe)
F= Ao vepshon, o

H 875

A vebskon, §447] 8AkE v

it s Ao}

< Q

st o,

AEE AAstaA} &)

Aol o =)o) 749- 201519 Roberts et

(75.0%)->

A

A, 3 Aol 7

iy
3|
I

A

(100.0%) 257} Level IV(ZAFAF)

1% 6

]

o]

T A ]l AAH QD WF

R

€l

3

7h B3] ool Aok &

o

49)7} &

49)0] FAsHA A& o] =

i)

2] AT30]00M = A By

(n

2 gy

%

s

I Roberts et al
[e]

] o] Ao} &

°

0]

1 LR el

1

Roberts et al.[30]2] AFAA = ZAFIF(n
[e)

Al
(n=48) 3}

L

el
)
|

=

c‘)j] )bw\]

ATl M= AR =

A, 2

=
=

Z}
S,

FeroA)

o
2

DEl

¥

i

T E

b},

k]
pad

7] oh

=
=

&, o]

S

32)& o=
o] zjof

o Y5 A

=

Fsjo] S Fo A
T

= =
AL, FL T

(50.0%) 2.2 7}
B (n

s Y

3

=13
s
Ay

3 of

SlA
s}

A

o
=

=12

51)3}

o] &

Hjo 2 WEREA S A

=
=

?_

(75.0%)°.2 7}

S (n

& e 4

i
A4
2l

]

]
=4

A7} 6

)

(25.0%) 0.2 A=At Roberts et al.2] A-[30]ll

3}
ANE F2

e

—_
wﬂ
%

10°

B

—@l.

w
o
o

¢

—~

ol
;O,h
o

el

TE

B

3

Ay
)5o] Z-9- 1980 i e A2}

oIl

=

EREE

A

4

A}
2}

3l
55 7 1 (Level 1Y =10 1Level 1)

)

A7

—

Ske}

X

1201t A

O

&

go] A=

ol

A



ol AR Qs ATt B3k AAA 1F 439

lnle Aol ol

A =] s A A7 =
3] o]Fol AL QA 92 Aol ERE AT
ol 77 AL Slo] Aozt &
2 TR Aol ] s wE <
[ oletAjof s, o] 5 w0 w2 HjERiA
A B AAAR] e NPT EE T
Sh& Zloltk. = B2 A5l % ?
TOAE =9 ATE TEE AAA nZS AAFer
A =l s el s R Aae] wlal

S /\é

©
=
=
e

o s

2 X2
A 32
o B
et
T NI L (o S A

o
2
>,
[0
o,
rr
», HE

=
oll
o

=1
fo
MR =N

£t olo)7) glozle) AZken). 2] ATAnE
%

=
o
=2

ok

o i
A

=

o

>,

i1t

>

- d)

e

AT
2
4
H

no
i1t
ofy
L
ey
&
§
MN
g
El
Ho
B[l
&
ol fo A
o

By
il
3
e
)

F

N
X
ol
oX oL
)
L
=
£ od
o

o

b

b o
N 2o on

r U

o

R o
T
juicd
)
of ol N
N
0
W

Y
-

s

4

W
i my o IE g
C oY
o|\

}El‘ﬂ,
1o

ry
e o,
re ox

o % oo rlr KU A
Or

o

2L o
o

o,

]

S

o

k)

re
—
il
offt
:IOL_"
oo
i
=
fo
i .
r 2
B
k<4
~
o>
iy
N,
=)

2ol
v}

it

Ll
offl
o
o
o
2
[}
%
N
>,
>,
[
El
Ho
—_>‘il‘4
e
g
B
N,

3]

48

2 © ox o ot
(I} 1o lo riz X
r
O,
S
iy
ro,
re
-4
|
o
m 0
o
o
o
i
2
3
o
2
ot o

4
%0,
ftlo
s oo
o
it
N
=
r
v

REFERENCES

[1] B. Saboins—Chafee & S. M. Hussey. (1998).
Introduction to Occupational therapy(Znd ed), St.
Louis, MO : Mosby.

[2] H. S. Lee. (2007). The Intervention Effects That Lead a
Community—Based  Stroke  Occupational  Therapy
Program and the Participating Students’ Satisfaction,
The Journal of Korean Society of Occupational
Therapy, 15(2), 105—115.

[3] K. M. Kim, K. Y. Chang, H. S. Lee, M. Y. Chang, H.
Kim & E. K. Hong. (2017). The Education of
Occupational Therapy Clinical Practice in Korea.
Journal of Korean Society of Occupational Therapy,
25(4), 87—100.

DOI: 10.14519/jksot.2017.25.4.07

[4] K. Davies, M. Curtin & K. Robson. (2017). Impact of
an international workplace learning placement on
personal and professional development.
Occupational Therapy Journal, 64, 121—128.
DOI: 10.1111/1440-1630.12338

Australian

[5] P. Kirke, N. Layton & J. Sim. (2007). Informing
fieldwork design: Key elements to quality in fieldwork
education for undergraduate occupational therapy
students. Australian Occupational Therapy Journal,
54, S13—S22.

DOI: 1111/.1440-1630.2007.00696.x

[6] World Federation of Occupational Therapists. (2016).
Revised minimum standards for the education of
occupational therapists.
https://www.wfot.org/resources/new—minimum—stand
ards—for—the—education—of —occupational —therapists—2
016—e—copy

[7] N. H. Kim. (2007). Pre—Service EFL Teachers' Field
Traiming Experiences and Changes in their Beliefs and
Teaching Practices.  Master’s dissertation. Konkuk
University, Seoul.

[8] J. S. Choi. (2005). Comparison of Perceptions about
Teaching Practices by Student Teachers Before and
After Practice Teaching. Korean Journal of Child
Studies, 26(4), 113—123.

[9] Korean Association of Occupational Therapists.
(2020). National institutes of higher education.
https://www.kaot.org

[10] S. H. Hwang, B. J. Jeon & J. S. Choi. (2011). The
phenomenological study on occupational therapy
students’ gosiwon life during fieldwork. Journal of
Korean Society of Occupational Therapy, 19(3),
129—-143.

[11] Korean Accreditation Board of Occupational Therapy
Education. (2020). World Federation of Occupational
Therapists Education Standards Certification
Guidelines. Seoul: Korean Accreditation Board of
Occupational Therapy Education.

[12] H. S. Lee, K. Y. Chang, H. S. Woo & Y. Y. Yoon.
(2014). Preliminary Study of Clinical Training
Standardization in Occupational Therapy. 7he Journal
of Korean Society of Occupational Therapy, 22(3),
37-56.

DOI: 10.14519/iksot.2014.22.3.04

[13] E. S. Cohn & P. Crist (1995). Nationally speaking. Back
to the future: New approaches to fieldwork
education.  American  Journal — of  Occupational
Therapy, 49(2), 103—106.

[14] S. Presseller. (1983). Nationally speaking—Fieldwork
education: The proving ground of the profession.
American Journal of Occupational Therapy, 37(3),
163—165.

[15] P. A. Crist & R. G. Cooper. (1988). Nationally
speaking——Evaluating clinical competence with the
new fieldwork evaluation. American Journal of
Occupational Therapy, 42(12), 771—=773.

[16] L. D. Shalik. (1987). Cost—benefit analysis of level II
fieldwork in Occupational Therapy. American Journal
of Occupational Therapy, 41(10), 638—645.

[17] H. Shalik & L. D. Shalik. (1988). The occupational



440 HAEGEIAT A8 A9T

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

[28]

therapy level II fieldwork experince: Estimation of the
fiscal benefit. American Journal of Occupational
Therapy, 42(3), 164—168.

J. R. Still. (1982). Mini—councils:
fieldwork supervision. American
Occupational Therapy, 36(5), 328—332.

A solution to
Journal of

J. K. Kim, S. Y. Park, T. Y. Lee & D. H, Kang. (2004).
The Perception of Occupational Therapy Students on
the Clinical Fieldwork. 7he Journal of Korean Society
of Occupational Therapy, 12(1), 69—82.

M. J. Lee, K. M. Kim, J. S. Lee, T. Y. Lee, D. H. Kang,
K. S, Lee & E. Y. Yoo. (2004). The Current Fieldwork
Affiliation Status of the Occupational Therapy
Education Programs in Korea. The Journal of Korean
Society of Occupational Therapy, 12(2), 105—117.

M. O. Song. (2009). A Review of Studies for Clinical
Fieldwork and Future Research Direction. Journal of
Korean society of health sciences, 6(1), 103—111.

M. Arbesman, J. & Scheer, D. Lieberman. (2008).
“Using AOTA’s Critically Appraised Topic(CAT) and
Critically Appraised Paper(CAP) series to link
evidence to practice”. O7 Practice, 13(5), 18—22.

H. S. Lee, J. S. Noh, J. J, Cha, S. R. Kim, S. K. Kim, S.
G. Park, S. J. Sim, J. H. Lee & M. S. Chu. (2010). The
Change of Awareness of Decision on Employment
Through the Fieldwork for Occupational Therapy
Students. 7he Journal of Korean Society of
Occupational Therapy, 18(1), 107—121.

I. S. Lee, Y. M, Lee & C. Jang. (2013). A Survey for
Satisfaction Degree on Clinical Practice for Student in
the Occupational Therapy Department. Journal of
Korean Society of Integrative Medicine, 1(1), 45—59.
DOI: 10.15268/ksim.2013.1.1.045

H. R. Lee, E. K. Hong & K. M. Kim. (2014). A
Phenomenological Study on Change and Experience
During Clinical Fieldwork of Students in Occupational
Therapy. Journal of  Special  Education &
Rehabilitation Science, 35(1), 341—355.

DOI: 10.15870/jsers.2014.03.53.1.341

K. M. Kim, K. Y. Chang, H. S. Lee, M. Y. Chang, H.
Kim & E. K. Hong. (2017). The Education of
Occupational Therapy Clinical Practice in Korea. 7The
Journal of Korean Society of Occupational Therapy,
25(4), 87—100.

DOI: 10.14519/jkso0t.2017.25.4.07

S. Y. Hong & E. K. Hong. (2017). The influence of
Fieldwork on Major Skills Required in Clinical
Practice and Self—Efficacy of Occupational Therapy
Students. Journal of  Special  Education &
Rehabilitation Science, 56(4), 405—423.

DOI: 10.23944/Jsers.2017.12.56.4.18

J. H. Kang, Y. O. Nam & M. H. Oh. (2019). A Focus
Group Interview(FGI) on Experience During Clinical
Fieldwork of Students in Occupational Therapy.
Journal of the Korea [Entertainment Industry

[29]

[30]

[31]

[32]

[33]

[34]

A %

Association, 13(4), 299—309.
DOI: 10.21184/jkeia.2019.6.13.4.299

M. H. Young. (2019). A Study on the Satisfaction with
Clinical Practice of Occupational Therapy Students.
Journal of the Korea Entertammment  Industry
Association, 13(1), 167—173.

DOI: 10.21184/jkeia.2019.1.13.1.167

M. E. Roberts, B. R. Hooper, W. H. Wood & R. M. King.
(2015). An international systematic mapping review of
fieldwork education in occupational therapy: Revue
de mappage systématique internationale de la
formation clinique en ergothérapie. Canadian Journal
of Occupational Therapy, 82(2), 106—118.

DOI: 10.1177/0008417414552187

C. A. Leonardelli & L. A. Caruso. (1986). Level I
fieldwork: Issues and needs. American Journal of
Occupational Therapy, 40(4), 258—264.

S. Brown, L. A. Caruso, V. C. Stoffel & J. J. McPherson.
(1989). Development of a level I fieldwork evaluation.
American Journal of Occupational Therapy, 43(10),
677—682.

R. Ozelie. (2017). Occupational Therapy Level II
Fieldwork Impact on Clinicians: A Preliminary Time
Study. Occupational Therapy in Health Care, 32(1),
61—71.

DOI: 10.1080/07380577.2017.1421800

E. L. Kemp. (2018). Differentiating Fieldwork Settings:
Matching  Student  Characteristics to  Demands.
Occupational Therapy in Health Care, 32(3), 216—229.
DOI: 10.1080/07380577.2018.1491084

W (Su—Min Cha) skl

2005\ 29 ¢ lAIh AL A =
St} (FFA E A

- 2010 24 @ Frdvheha 2A| =5}
2 (o844 Ah

42 w85t A F (o ShukA})

- 201349 39 ~ A FIHERAYSTw



