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Table 1. General Characteristic

(N=131)

Variable Categories n (%) or mean + SD
Male 45 (34.9)
Sex
Female 86 (65.6)
Age (yr) 25.78 + 3.214
Metropolitan 79 (60.3)
Residential area
Small and medium-size city 52 (39.7)
University graduation 129 (98.5)
Education
Graduate school attendance and graduation 2 (1.5
Total length of service in health-related fields 3 years 1 month + 33.708
Yes No
Sex 46 (35.1) 85 (64.9)
Disability status 3(23) 128 (97.7)
R Age 45 (34.4) 86 (65.6)
DlSCI‘lm}Hﬂthl’l Recruitment process 14 (10.7) 117 (89.3)
experience
Educational background 19 (14.5) 112 (85.5)
Appearance 20 (15.3) 111 (84.7)
A region of origin 10 (7.6) 121 (92.4)
Presence or absence 40 (30.5) 91 (69.5)
Hu.m an rLght.s Number 1.42 + 0.929
education experience
Time 230 £ 1.717
A place of work 22 (45.8)
Human rights education University 16 (33.3)
course (n = 48) Additional education 363
Middle and high school 7 (14.6)
Strongly disagree -
Disagree 2 (1.5
N§C6551ty of' human Neutral 45 G4
rights curriculum
Agree 47 (35.9)
Strongly agree 37 (28.2)
SD = standard deviation.
Table 2. Differences in Human Right Sensitivity by Variables
Variable Categories Mean + SD t/F p-value
s Male 58.75 £ 26.976 0.865 189
. Female 55.44 + 25.148 ' '
M li 8.71 £+ 29.05
Residential area etroporitan 87 2.0 1.637 .104
Small and medium-size city 51.54 + 19.131
i Yo 60.23 + 28.972
Human rights = 32 B89 1290 200
education experience No 53.79 + 23.955
iscriminati Yi 6.38 + 24.24
Dlscnm'matlon es 5.3 > -0.200 .841
experience No 55.43 + 27.132

SD = standard deviation.
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Table 3. Differences in Changes of Human Right Sensitivity by Episodes Between Sex

) Sex
Episode VAR Femdle t pvalue
Episode 1. Right to pursue one's happiness of the elderly 7.57 + 4967 7.66 + 5.238 -0.095 .929
Episode 2. Right not to suffer illegal arrest, restriction 7.96 + 5.121 4.76 + 4.880 3.504 .001**
Episode 3. Right to education in disabled 7.18 £ 5301 8.60 *+ 5.155 -1.467 .145
Episode 4. Right to labor in migrant workers 8.13 + 5354 7.74 + 5.540 0.388 .698
Episode 5. Environmental rights 3.93 + 5354 433 + 5215 -0.412 .681
Episode 6. Equal rights 6.04 + 5213 738 + 5576 -1.334 184
Episode 7. Privacy rights 441 £ 4843 414 + 4703 0.306 760
Episode 8. Right to personal freedom in disabled 4.87 + 5208 4.18 + 5.577 0.532 494
Episode 9. Privacy rights in mental illness 491 £ 5.116 4.17 £ 5.592 0.331 463
Episode 10. Right to freedom from imprisonment 2.80 + 4511 1.44 £ 3.176 1.800 .047*
Values are presented as mean + standard deviation.
Asterisk indicates a statistically significant (*p ¢ .05, **p ( .01).
Table 4. Differences in Changes of Human Right Sensitivity by Subcategories
) Sex
Sub-categories Vol Female t p-value
Perception of situation 19.66 + 9.331 19.70 + 9.269 -0.025 .980
Perception of result 18.43 + 10.645 17.67 + 8.553 0.435 .664
Perception of responsibility 20.56 + 9.630 17.24 + 9.689 1.836 .049*

Values are presented as mean * standard deviation.
Asterisk indicates a statistically significant (*p < .05).
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Abstract

A Study on Human Rights Sensitivity of Occupational Therapists
in the Republic of Korea

Chang, Ki-Yeon', Ph.D., O.T., Lee, Eun-Jin~, Ph.D., Social Welfare,
Kong, Myung-Ja™, Ph.D., O.T., Gang, Mi-Yeong", Ph.D., O.T.

"Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Woosong University, Professor
“Dept. of Social Welfare, Seoul Theological University, Assistant Professor
"“Dept. of Dementia Special Rehabilitation, Catholic Kwandong University, Adjunct Professor

“Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Woosong University, Assistant Professor

Objective : This study aimed to investigate the level of human rights sensitivity of occupational
therapists and compare the differences in the level of human rights sensitivity between variables
to provide a basis for awareness, human rights behavior, and the development of human rights
education programs.

Methods : A questionnaire consisting of general characteristics and 10 human rights susceptibility
episodes was distributed, and 131 copies were analyzed.

Results : The average score for human rights sensitivity was 58.75 for male and 55.44 for female
therapists. As for the difference in human rights sensitivity by episode by sex, statistically significant
differences were found in the right to avoid illegal arrest and restriction and the right to freedom
from imprisonment. In addition, as a result of differences in changes in human rights sensitivity
by subcategory, there was a statistically significant difference between males and females in the
perception of responsibility. In the case of males, the average score for perception of responsibility
was the highest, and in the case of females, the average score for perception of the situation
was the highest.

Conclusion : Based on the results of this study, it is necessary to strengthen the content of educational

programs in clinical settings to improve human rights consciousness and behavior.

Keywords : Human rights, Human rights sensitivity, Occupational therapist, Occupational therapy
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