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bt Qlo] HolE AZbetal WIS EA| 3 B (Baker et al, 2003; ©1WF AW 2016;
Macintosh & Dissanayake, 2006)< 4 A A Al FAA ALSEA Y Ak el SHAQA g
TS gt HollA e &S oAfA s, ABHOERE oS 1%

o rlo

2| detr] g #
o] 7FE8 thDurand & Merges, 2001; Fox et al., 2002). =Ag 5] thst &34l A Hs &
7 9% wde FEs AsHo] ghedl, S4AFRAL Be ATE B Aol 299

EAAEY ZAZ X = o|thHorner et al, 2002; Kahng, Iwata, & Lewin, 2002). AAZ ©
= A 2] 83 (American Psychological Association; APA) 16, 33, 5323, vl @ AGNAA
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Stgol 8ol 2AT 8T TAYE 9A S5d wheoln, EAYES FEeta
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r—_“.
Ay

H)(Beavers, Iwata, & Lerman,
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717450l 7H Aflen, R Et Harr) ol thell 25 AU, AW Fol thal A
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ol =ARE K&l wet I 7wl Aolrt AEe AR B Bever 5(2013)9 AT
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P59 F8L 1T Aot 4eL noiEy

QAR WY ATE o) A4 Kol e ZARI S, A WY FFS B
& ATES BAYT 7159 Aok BAASH B AL 7R AW FfoloA HgH
Ao 2 AWt} o & E9, English®} Anderson(2004)2 34, 33, A FE Hole ofF Y
gl taf 7ewAS AAF A3 #AL Rt ASdS W, 221 3= AsAE A
B W A T} 2 5 UGS HUAUT. HaAsh A7A Aols] J5EA AoE
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Kurtz, 2010; Ringdahl & Seller, 2000). ©] A5 oJ® F2A7} AFd=A ol we} AP 52
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o] v L we} Ve At e AR A
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‘?lﬁ, X}E"‘Oﬂ/ﬂL erzLX‘H Hlo]l ZAd s et 437t 2 4 dom, ol 2z &l w
& 7150 BEH= A ]T/} 29 ATEL olof Jdud AHAES Ei‘é}%tﬂ, YT
Aol tet 754 el APH Folles 87 7%, oY A84d 5, 1 9
THoll A g 7Sl B4 7]1_5‘01 FoYHATGE 234E BuSTKlang et al,, 2009; Lang et
al., 2010).
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5 BASRED. B34 AF0l SPUA B9 BAYE KPS FUFOE AN @
4 ASA S AREAA, ) X AT AVIAT, WA A, 2% % EA, 89, 2
z

e
o
o
RS o}m l‘m °1'm l-ﬂ.l

2 Nttt #A8E 3ol WA Ay #EA F¥E 735k 6(?<P
EH 34, 33, F, 1%—71, 71Eh X 68T, A71AS, AAA e, R 2 A, 39, 34
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B TARE 78 Atold] AL Gl A=A Il
m 2 3
1. HEX 7Y U EAYES FyY drdn SEM ES
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5t AEE 712 2FEHAY. =T, Ur”i?‘] T+ A 28 7} 30ET zlom, WAL
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2. 2t BEX Mgt R0l WE 2HYS 75 7Y
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SUTHE 2, 681) = 6.24, p = .22). SHAIRE & Atolo] 7|5 H& vlwstky| 943 AA
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(E 1) 2 2EA FE(1: WAL 20 RZA R 7[2BARRL, 30 FR)0Me EXMAS 7|s &

S a1
P e ANATF AAH A gD B 5y A
1 9.83(4.92) 6.90(5.27) 4.58(3.64) 6.34(4.87) 7.98(4.52) 7.02(4.46)
2 10.24(4.84) 9.08(5.07) 4.08(3.23) 6.14(4.80) 7.96(4.51) 7.22(4.26)
3 7.99(5.10) 6.66(5.21) 4.37(3.76) 5.34(4.14) 8.25(4.39) 7.33(4.44)
df 2 2 2 2 2 2
F 9.58%* 23 1.01 2,52 22 32
#p <001
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9.837"™
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sodlles AL el ] 2 AR T]THE ALRL 2o
(3 1) 2 B Mool SRYS Jls He
3. 2 2HYS Rl e SHYS 715 7Y
AT A wEt AT 7wl A7k A=A dotry] ffs #AA 7= A
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Abstract

Identification of the Function of Problem Behavior
Using Functional Assessment:

Based on Types of Observer and Problem Behavior

Chung, Kyong-mee(Department of Psychology, Yonsei University)

Chin, Dongjoo (Seoul National University Hospital)

Although identification of the function of problem behavior can be influenced by observers or types of
problem behaviors, there is lack of studies analyzing these factors. The purpose of this study, which is
focused on people with developmental disabilities, was to identify the functions of problem behaviors
reported by three different groups of caregivers(teachers, staff/therapists, and parents), and types of
problem behaviors(self-injurious, attack, destroy, stereotype, tantrum, others). Total of 473 participants
answered basic information record and Functional Assessment for the Challenging/Problem Behaviors
(FAPB). Results show that there was no significant difference in function of problem behavior across
observers, but the main effect of the problem behavior type was observed. As a result of post-analysis of
observer variables, demand was reported the least in the parent group. Attack and self-injurious behavior
were significantly related to demand and avoidance, which was consistent with previous studies. interaction
between two independent variables was not significant. Utilization of the result in the clinical field and

further research was suggested.

Keywords : problem behavior, observer, functional assessment, developmental disabilities, types of problem
behavior
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