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Executive Summary

Background: Occupational therapists working in acute care must meet the many
challenges of working with a diverse group of clients such as adult cancer survivors.
Clients may be transitioned to acute palliative care due to disease progression. Clients in
palliative care have many unmet needs affecting engagement in occupations, thus
requiring occupational therapy services.

Purpose: The goal of this capstone project is to describe occupation-based problems and
level of independence in completing basic activities of daily living among acute
palliative care clients to illustrate the importance of using occupation-based approach
with this population.

Theoretical Framework. The Canadian Model of Occupational Performance and
Engagement (CMOP-E) was chosen to organize and guide this project.

Methods: The longitudinal prospective study utilized standardized evaluations to assess
functional performance when admitted to acute palliative care: Canadian Occupational
Performance Measure, Shah Modified Barthel Index, and Palliative Performance Scale.

Results. Ten clients identified more occupational performance problems at initial OT
evaluation in self-care (75%), than productivity (12.5%), and leisure (12.5%).
Relationships between the client’s perception and satisfaction scores at initial OT
evaluation and the Palliative Performance Scale scores as well as the Shah Modified
Barthel Index scores were not statistically significant. The difference between the pre-
post Canadian Occupational Performance Measure scores for performance and
satisfaction suggested that 50% of the clients experienced an improvement in
performance scores and 50% of the clients experienced improvement in satisfaction
scores.

Conclusions: Clients admitted to an acute palliative care program identified self-care,
productivity, and leisure occupations. The use of a client-centered, standardized
assessment guided the occupational therapy process in providing occupation-based goals.
Further research is indicated.
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Section One: Nature of Problem and Problem Identification
Introduction

Occupational therapists working in acute care must meet many challenges of working
with clients who have varying diagnoses and deficits as a result of chronic disease. One of the
most common chronic diseases, cancer, also leaves millions of adult cancer survivors living
longer with cancer and sequelae and/or side-effects of cancer. Consequently, many of these
survivors are admitted to a palliative care program in acute care, during and following cancer
treatments, requiring occupational therapy services. For this capstone project, individuals are
defined as cancer survivors from the time of initial cancer diagnosis throughout life.

Many OTs in acute care today primarily use a traditional medical model of care—the
biomechanical frame of reference—providing an impairment-driven approach to treatment.
Adult cancer survivors transitioning to a palliative care program in acute care, however, may
benefit from an occupation-based approach, which would address problems they may have in
participating in meaningful occupations (Keesing & Rosenwax, 2011). Through the use of
standardized, client-centered, occupation-based assessments, adult cancer survivors in palliative
care can achieve maximum functional performance and satisfaction in daily living skills (Huri,
Huri, Kayihan, & Altuntas, 2015). However, current acute care OT practice does not consistently
include standardized assessments; particularly occupation-based assessments due to multiple

challenges.

Current Occupational Therapy Practice in Acute Care
Occupational therapists in acute care often rely on clinical observations and non-
standardized assessments to identify impairments and barriers limiting self-care skills to prepare

the client for going home (Robertson & Blaga, 2013; Welch & Forster, 2003). When



standardized assessments are used, they primarily focus on measuring body structure
impairments, instead of occupational performance (Alotaibi, Reed & Nadas, 2009). Reasons
OTs are not using standardized tests in acute care include unfamiliarity with the assessments,
length of administration time and scoring, and shorter lengths of stay (Alotaibi et al., 2009;
Robertson & Blaga, 2013). Welch and Forster (2003) suggested that since OTSs in acute care
were not using standardized assessments, their ability to communicate with other healthcare team
members was difficult resulting in other providers questioning the effectiveness of occupational

therapy services, such as OT services within palliative care.

Difference between Palliative Care and Hospice

Palliative care, a specialized medical service for individuals living with a serious illness
such as cancer, uses a holistic, person-centered approach for assessment and treatment of adult
cancer survivors (Kanach, Brown, & Campbell, 2014). The focus is on managing chronic and
acute symptoms, such as pain, and/or symptoms related to the person’s cancer treatment
(individuals in palliative care can continue to receive curative treatments, National Cancer
Institute, 2017). Palliative care can improve quality of life, strengthen decision-making and
communication between the individual and the physician, and assure continuity of care among
hospital, home health, long-term care, and hospice (National Cancer Institute, 2018).

Hospice care focuses on an individual’s final six months of life, when curative treatments
are no longer an option, providing comprehensive comfort to the individual (National Institute on
Aging, 2017). Hospice differs from palliative care in that hospice provides services to the
terminally ill including symptom relief to ensure comfort in end-of-life and palliative care

provides services from initial cancer diagnosis to the last 6 months of life.



Both occupational therapy and palliative care literature frequently use the terms palliative
care and hospice interchangeably, causing confusion. For example, Russell and Bahle-Lampe
(2016) suggested that the term palliative care refers to the care provided in a hospice setting,
making palliative care part of the scope of hospice car. The term “palliation” therefore refers to
the easing of symptoms of a disease as opposed to efforts to cure the disease. In order for
occupational therapists to avoid confusion, it is vital to understand that palliative care’s medical-
based model reflects that the client is expected to either decline in function slowly or has the
ability to improve function.

Occupation-Based Practice (OBP) in Occupational Therapy and Client-Centeredness in
Palliative Care

Occupation-based practice. To implement OBP, OTs must adopt an occupation-
centered perspective and become occupation-focused (Fisher, 2014). Fisher (2014) suggested
that OBP supports the concept of occupation as the fundamental or “base” of practice. She
emphasizes that occupational engagement is an essential component of the evaluation and
intervention within the context where these occupations occur. OBP promotes use of
occupation-based interventions, using occupational engagement as the therapeutic agent of
change (Fisher, 2014). When coupled with client-centeredness, OBP is directed toward what is
meaningful to the client.

Client-centeredness. The client-centered approach supports active collaboration among
the therapist, client, and family/caregiver; promotes trust through open communication; and
encourages the client to be their own expert by sharing in the decision-making and actively
participating in self-management (Mroz, Pitonyak, Fogelberg, & Leland, 2015). According to

Larson, Rasmussen, and Christensen (2018), a client-centered practice promotes non-judgmental



listening and communication, and supports clients ability to identify issues that they are facing.
By allowing our clients to direct their treatment, the OT is upholding the ethical responsibility to
support client rights (American Occupational Therapy Association [AOTA], 2015) and provide

an element of hope and understanding to the client (Mroz et al., 2015).

Need for Standardized Occupation-Based Assessments in Palliative Care

Standardized assessments that record patient-reported occupation-based goals and
function provide a mechanism to create occupation-based interventions and document functional
progress. Weinstock-Zlotnick and Hinojosa (2004) stated that “the risk in using a bottom-up
approach lies if and when the practitioner fails to connect the foundational factors to
occupational performance” (p. 596). These authors suggested that the use of the top-down
approach, which embodies client-centeredness and an occupation-based approach, would provide
a bigger picture of the client’s abilities to participate in meaningful occupations.

Studies that focus on which approach is better in palliative care were not found. Tomori
et al. (2015), in a randomized controlled pilot trial, compared approaches using the impairment-
driven model (bottom-up approach) to the occupation-based approach in stroke rehabilitation.
Though limited by a small cohort, client satisfaction as measured by the Short Form-36 in the
experimental group (n=16) who received the occupation-based approach, was slightly higher
than that of the control group in the subscales of “general health” (d=0.42) and “role emotional”
(d=0.43).

Challenges of Using Occupation-Based Practice in Palliative Care
Although academic literature describes the importance of occupation in palliative care,
challenges exist in daily OT practice, such as clients’ and caregivers’ perceptions that

occupational therapy’s role in acute care is only to provide equipment and discharge plans



(Kessing & Rosenwax, 2011). Occupational therapy referrals are reactive to the crisis
precipitating the acute care admission and written immediately before discharge. Occupational
therapists frequently become frustrated by the “lateness” of the referral and limited
understanding of the range of potential occupational therapy services which could be provided.
As a result, occupation-based services to reduce late and chronic effects of cancer and its

treatment impairments are not provided (Kessing & Rosenwax, 2011; Mills & Payne, 2015).

Problem Statement

Acute care is often required for individuals with cancer due to progression of disease
and/or complications from treatment (Numico et al, 2015). Baxter, Newman, Longpre, and Polo
(2017) suggested these chronic effects of cancer—fatigue, neuropathy, cognitive impairments,
lymphedema, pain, and psychosocial issues—Ilimit meaningful occupational performance.
Although our understanding of cancer survivorship is growing, there is limited understanding of
those whose disease continues to progress as they live longer because of effective treatments
(Badger, MacLeod & Honey, 2016; LaCour, Nordell & Josephsson, 2008).

At a southeastern regional medical center, clients are referred to OT by a palliative care
physician and/or mid-level healthcare provider such as a nurse practitioner. Occupational
therapists at this site utilize an in-house, non-standardized assessment tool for all clients which
complements the medical model of care using an impairment-driven or bottom-up approach.
The assessment does not address the client’s perception of their ability to participate in desired
and valued occupations (Weinstock-Zlotnick & Hinojosa, 2004), and does not identify what is

important to the client at the time of admission to a palliative care program.



This capstone project will address the problem of acute occupational therapy assessments
of clients transitioning to a palliative care program not aligning with a client-centered

occupation-based approach.

Purpose Statement

The goal of this capstone project is to describe occupation-based problems and level of
independence in completing basic activities of daily living among acute palliative care clients to
illustrate the importance of using client-centered approach with this population.
Program Objectives

The project objectives are to:

e ldentify the most important client occupation(s) by category (self-care, productivity,
and leisure) within the initial OT evaluation in a palliative acute care program.

e Determine if there is a relationship between the PPS score assigned by the
physician/nurse practitioner during the initial consultation and the client’s satisfaction
and performance score for the five occupational performance problem areas identified
by client within the initial COPM.

e Determine the level of change between the initial and discharge COPM perceived
satisfaction and performance scores for the client’s important occupational
performance problem areas.

e Determine if there is a relationship between the Shah MBI scores and the number of

important self-care occupations identified by the client within the initial COPM.

Theoretical Framework
The Canadian Model of Occupational Performance and Engagement (CMOP-E),

developed by Polatajko, Townsend, and Craik in 2007, was an expansion of the Canadian Model



of Occupational Performance developed in 1991 by Law et al. (1990). The aim of the CMOP-E
is to promote client-centered and occupation-based practice and uphold occupation as the core
domain of the profession (Polatajko et al., 2007).

The CMOP-E includes three main components: person, environment, and occupation and
focuses on the interdependent relationship of these three components. Within the model, persons
are viewed as occupational beings who are themselves the expert of their needs and wants and
therefore able to make their own choices (Law et al., 2014). The CMOP-E embraces the
importance of spirituality at the core of the person in this model. Spirituality refers to the essence
of self and is shaped and expressed through occupations. Meaning and determination come from
spirituality which may include a religion aspect, but does not have to (Polatajko et al., 2007).
The environment recognizes that the physical world, institutions, social factors, and culture
influences a person’s ability to complete occupations (Law et al., 2014). Occupation is
considered a basic human need that provides satisfaction and balance to life (Law et al., 2014).
Occupation is not static, but rather develops through the process of learning and changes over
time throughout the life span (Law et.al, 2014). Occupation is the connection between the
person and the environment and is the means by which a person participates within the
environment. Occupational engagement occurs when performance of the occupation has
meaning to the person. The addition of engagement into the model, “advanced its vision by
providing potential to go beyond performance” and helped to “appreciate engagement as
essential to understanding the experiences of occupation” (Larsson-Lund & Nyland, 2017,

p.395). Figure 1 diagram depicts the interrelationship of the three components.



Environment

Physical

Leisure

Figure 1. Schematic representation of the three major categories and sub-categories.

Theoretical concepts that guide practice. The CMOP-E as a conceptual model can be
used as a framework to guide occupational therapy practice (Anderson & Reznick, 2016).
Applied to practice, occupational performance of meaningful occupations become the focus of
therapy.

Function-dysfunction continuum. One of the core components of this model is to enable
occupation through identification of disparities between preferred and actual occupational
participation (Wong & Fisher, 2015). Occupational performance problems in self-care,
productivity and leisure occur when there is a change in one component, affecting another
component. Client’s limitations lead to performance problems and constrain occupational

opportunities which lead to reduced occupational engagement. For example, the environment



may not support a client’s occupational performance in bathing, thus modifications to the
environment may needed. Using the example, a harmonious relationship among the environment
and person components ensures optimal performance and engagement. Therapeutic approaches
to bridge disparities may include remediation, restoration of skills and abilities, compensatory
techniques, and teaching strategies to enhance performance. Environmental modifications and
adaptations may be needed to support optimal occupational performance. To further illustrate
this point, application to a practice example is as follows. Occupational therapy is ordered for a
client with metastatic lung cancer. The client is receiving chemotherapy and has experienced a
rapid decline in the ability to take a shower due to disease progression. The client and
occupational therapist, working together, identify occupational performance problems in self-
care, specifically showering, affecting the client’s ability to go to work. The occupational
therapist and client explore treatment interventions to meet the outcomes determined by the
client. Treatment interventions might include environmental modifications, such as a transfer
tub bench; learning energy conservation/work simplification techniques; and improving sleep
patterns to increase restfulness at night. These interventions may enhance optimal occupational
performance leading to client satisfaction, an integral component of this model.

Client-centeredness. The CMOP-E promotes the client-centered approach by promoting
the fundamental belief that the client can identify which occupations are important based on
personal preference, values, and needs and determine the level of performance satisfaction with
choice occupations (Polatajko et al., 2007).

Canadian Occupational Performance Measure (COPM). The COPM is an occupation-
based standardized assessment that measures the client’s self-perception of performance in daily

living over time (Law et al., 2014). The COPM assesses the client’s occupations by the
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categories in the CMOP-E: self-care, productivity, and leisure. Within the self-care domain, the
COPM assesses functional mobility, personal care, and community management. Productivity
evaluates occupations that focus on earning a living, caring for a home and family, providing a
service to/for others, and/or developing one’s own capacity. Leisure as defined by Law et al.
(2014) is occupation that is “freed from the obligation of productivity” (p.4) and is measured
within the COPM as quiet recreation, active recreation, and socialization. The interaction among
the person, environment, and occupation results in the client’s ability to perform and engage in
the desired occupation. Occupational performance problems occur when a client can’t do,
doesn’t do, or isn’t satisfied with the way the client completes an occupation that the client needs
to, wants to do or is expected to do (Law et al., 2014).

According to Law et al. (2014), COPM reflects four principles of the CMOP-E,
Occupational performance: a) is based on the perception of the lived experience; b) is affected by
roles, environment, and performance components; c) is natural for humans and not dependent on
age, gender, or disability; and d) includes the performance itself and satisfaction with the
performance.

Significance of the Capstone Project

This project will provide a model for illustrating that clients who are transitioning into
palliative care due to progression of cancer, express their goals for therapy in occupation-based
terms. By using a client-centered approach and documenting baseline and discharge occupation
levels using standardized assessments such as the COPM, the occupational therapist is able to
document occupational performance problems that prevents the client from completing
occupations that the client wants to do, needs to do, or is expected to do. This approach

encourages collaboration between the client and therapist and takes into consideration what the
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client wants at this point in their life. Furthermore client-centered documentation is similar to
person-centered documentation used within palliative care; therefore, improving communication

among professionals and expanding occupational therapy services to meet the client’s needs.

Summary

This capstone project will evaluate the result of client-centered occupation-based,
standard assessment (COPM), activities of daily living assessment (MBI) and palliative care
screen (PPS) of clients transitioning to a palliative care program. Currently acute care
occupational therapists do not consistently use standardized assessments, particularly
occupation-based assessments. In order to illustrate the importance of using a client-centered
assessments and occupation-based approach interventions, this capstone project will describe
client identified occupation based problems and level of independence in completing basic

activities of daily living among a group of adult acute palliative care cancer survivors.
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Section Two: Literature Review

An occupation-based approach to therapy may provide the key to a more meaningful life
for adult cancer survivors living with the effects of late stage cancer who are transitioning into
palliative care. This section begins with occupation related studies including: a) goals and
meaningful occupations as recorded by people living with advanced cancer, b) occupational
needs of those in palliative care, and c) role of occupational engagement in reducing pain. Next,
the benefits of client-centered therapy are validated among several populations living with
chronic disease and the OTs who are treating them. The literature review ends with a look at the
client-centered Canadian Occupational Performance Measure and its importance in assessment
and client self-empowerment.

Occupation and Occupational Engagement

The topics of occupation and occupational engagement have produced a myriad of
articles, books, and other published works. The following research was selected as a sampling of
the literature that supports the importance of occupation and occupational engagement
specifically for the client population, as well as the various benefits they received.

Engagement in meaningful occupations affects quality of life. Palliative care clients,
who lost the ability to participate in meaningful occupations, including the loss of life roles and
relationships, experienced a poorer quality of life (Eriksson, Oster, & Lindberg, 2016).
Conversely, Vrkljan and Miller-Polgar (2001) found that people with advanced cancer who used
occupational engagement to regain a sense of control and normalcy regained satisfaction with
their daily lives.

Furthermore, Eriksson et al. (2016) found that hospitalized palliative care clients wanted

to handle their own needs, such as mobility and self-care, so they could gain control and engage
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in occupations. Their desire to participate in meaningful occupations required creative solutions
such as modifications to the hospital room environment and use of assistive devices to promote
safety and independence.

Importance of occupational engagement to familiarity of routines. La Cour et al.
(2008) found that a group of 45 individuals living with advanced cancer valued routine, and
participated in occupations such as self-care, leisure, caring for others, household duties,
transportation, food preparation, and work, because it promoted a sense of familiarity for them.
Participants strove to make activities the same or “as usual” each day as a strategy for creating
continuity and personal rhythm. Activities repeated over time provided some individuals with
structure and a sense of commitment, similar to what they experienced at work. Disruptions to
their daily routines were found to influence satisfaction in daily life. For example, one
participant remarked that the physician recommended a new medication that was to be taken at a
specific time of day. The participant found that her daily routine was interrupted, which she
found frustrating and required reestablishing her routine. Further supporting these findings, Von
Post and Wagman (2019) described how participating in at least some part of previous
occupational patterns was found to be important to those receiving palliative care.

Importance of occupational engagement for competence, joy, and pleasure. How
individuals in palliative care engage in everyday activities was the focus of a study by Svidén,
Tham, and Borell (2010). Interviews of 47 individuals in a palliative care home care program,
Svidén et al. (2010) found that despite progressive loss of function, participants, who continued
to participate in daily occupations with lower expected performance levels, felt a sense of
competency, joy, and pleasure. In addition to lowering their expectations for performance of

daily activities, these individuals participated in new and interesting occupations.
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Importance of engagement in valued occupations for pain management. Marcil
(2006) looked at the relationship between active engagement in occupations and the
multifactorial aspect of pain management in palliative care. She suggested that the loss of roles,
and feelings of isolation and abandonment, led to feelings of helplessness, hopelessness, and the
body experiencing pain. The author believed that when a person participates in activities which
bring joy and pleasure, the body produces endorphins, a natural painkiller, and experiences less
pain.
Client-Centered Care in Palliative Care

Kasven-Gonzalez, Souverain, and Miale (2010) highlighted the use of a client-centered
approach to occupational therapy for a 21-year old client with osteosarcoma and malignant
histiocytoma of the bone. In this case study, the client determined the important activities which
supported her role as a daughter. She valued the ability to complete her basic grooming
activities, get out of bed, walk, and eventually return home with her parents. Throughout the
four weeks of rehabilitation, occupational therapy provided compensatory techniques to facilitate
occupational performance in meaningful activities so she could return to her role as a daughter.

Ashworth (2014) presented three case studies of individuals in palliative care that
illustrated the use of client-centered care to better understand meaningful occupational
participation. Client 1, who was admitted to the program for symptoms management and
functional decline, could not use her arm to participate in a community African drum group,
which was her goal. Occupational therapy promoted functional use of the arm through self-care
activities and modified drumming. Client 2, who was admitted with a functional decline,
expressed a goal to return home to use his new model train set which had arrived prior to his

admission. Using activity analysis to determine how to operate a model train in collaboration
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with the participant and other model train enthusiasts, client 2 was given a “day leave” from the
hospital to go home for the day. He was not able to independently operate the train but was able
to spend 3 hours with friends and family being the train supervisor. He was thrilled to have met
this goal. Client 3, who was admitted with a functional decline, identified her goal to attend her
daughter’s wedding. With OT intervention focusing on sitting tolerance and caregiver training,
the client was able to attend the wedding, as the mother of the bride. In each case study, client-
centered goals were a focus followed by occupation-based interventions Ashworth (2014)
suggested that goal-identifying and goal-setting elements of client-centered care should be
routine practice in occupational therapy among clients in palliative care.

Badger et al. (2015) found however, that client-centeredness is not routine practice in
occupational therapy. These authors found that seven out of the eight participants in their study
did not discuss their personal goals with their OT and felt that their treatment was not always

what they described as important to them.

Standardized, Client-Centered Assessments in Palliative Care

Huri, Huri, Kayihan, and Altuntas(2015) utilized the Canadian Occupational Performance
Measure (COPM) to study the effects of occupational therapy on 34 men with metastatic prostate
cancer. The COPM was used to identify the men’s perceived occupational performance
difficulties before and after a 12-week occupational therapy intervention. This included a 30-
minute client-centered individualized daily living activity training in the areas of self-care,
productivity, and/or leisure; a 30-minute recreational activity group program; 40 minutes of
didactic cognitive behavioral therapy; and 20 minutes of relaxation training. This group was
compared to a control group who was given written home instructions on the effects of activity

training, a self-directed recreational activity, and stress-management and relaxation techniques.
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The control group did not receive any didactic education, but they were encouraged to practice
the techniques independently. Perceived occupational function performance and satisfaction as
measured by the COPM improved in the treatment group, while no difference was found for
those in the control group.

Braveman, Hunter, Nicholson, Arbesman, and Lieberman (2017) detailed the benefits of
occupational therapy for a 38-year-old male with non-Hodgkin’s lymphoma following an
allogenic stem cell transplant (SCT) within their examination of a clinical case. In this
retrospective case study, the occupational therapist utilized the COPM before and after
occupational therapy services. The participant identified valued occupations that would bolster
his roles as a father, husband, and worker. Using evidence-based research, the occupational
therapist provided a structured program that supported meaningful activities and strategies to
meet his goals. At discharge, the participant’s perceived performance and satisfaction scores
improved from a 4-5 to a 7-8 and from 3-4 to a 6 respectively. The participant reported
improved quality of life using the strategies learned and returned to valued roles with plans to go
back to work.

Watterson, Lowrie, Vockins, Ewer-Smith, and Cooper (2004) used the COPM with 90
individuals in a cancer rehabilitation unit to evaluate perceived function. The purpose of this
retrospective study was to identify the frequency of goals by category and their level of
importance as measured by the COPM in self-care, productivity, and leisure during the initial
evaluation. Data analysis indicated that 65 percent of the goals were related to self-care, 20
percent to leisure, and 15 percent to productivity. The level of importance for self-care (average
scores) was 8.66, leisure 8.21, and productivity 8.81. Though participants did not rate their

performance or satisfaction (only importance), self-care was identified significantly more often
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than leisure and/or productivity. These authors also found that age did not appear to have a
relationship in any of the three areas of occupational performance, meaning that each age group
had more goals in self-care than leisure and/or productivity (except for those between 30-39
years of age who had more leisure and productivity goals than self-care).

Not unlike Watterson et al. (2004), Lindahl-Jacobsen, Hansen, Waehrens, la Cour, and
Sgndergaard (2015), explored how cancer survivors performed Activities of Daily Living (ADL)
tasks and how they prioritized daily tasks. The COPM was administered to 118 hospitalized
cancer clients in Denmark for this randomized controlled trial. Inclusion criteria were:
functional performance scores between 10-70 on the Karnofsky Performance Status Scale (KPS),
pathologically confirmed cancer diagnosis, no referral to occupational therapy, and older than 18
years of age. All participants were administered the Activities of Daily Living Questionnaire
(ADL-Q), a 47-item questionnaire used to obtain linear measures of self-reported personal ADLSs
(P-ADL), and instrumental ADL (I-ADL) ability. Overall, participants identified I-ADL
problems such as unable to clean (67%), wash clothes (50%), shop (42%), and cook (40%). In
the area of P-ADL, 25 percent were unable to put on socks and shoes and 23 percent were unable
to pick up clothes. Bathing was the task identified as being “at risk or needed help”. The
intervention group (n=55) was administered the COPM and received a consultation by an
occupational therapist. Analysis indicated that 56 percent of the intervention group reported
problems with self-care, 25 percent in leisure, and 19 percent in productivity. Self-care problems
were reported as difficulty getting dressed (60%), transferring (40%), completing personal
hygiene (20%), and toileting (10%). In the area of productivity, participants reported difficulty
in cooking (30%), and shopping and cleaning (10%). Thirty percent experienced difficulties

performing leisure activities and hobbies. These authors suggested that the COPM interview



18

process yielded a greater number of client-specific problems related to self-care, productivity,
and leisure than did the patient reported ADL-Q questionnaire. The combination of the COPM
and ADL-Q provided extensive information on problems experienced by adult cancer survivors

to use in the goal-setting process.

Summary

The ability to engage in meaningful and valued occupations is important to people in
palliative care living with chronic disease such as cancer. The loss of this ability for active
engagement in occupations may lead to a loss of self-identify and worth. Occupational therapy
using a client-centered approach yields meaningful information about valued occupations and
their importance, and perceived satisfaction and performance of these occupations. Through the
occupational therapy process, occupational performance difficulties that limit participation, as

well as satisfaction in valued occupations can be identified and treated.
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Section Three: Methods
Research Design
This prospective longitudinal study describes a group of palliative care clients’: a) self-
perception of their ability and satisfaction with completing impaired important occupations, b)
functional performance, and c) ability to complete their activities of daily living (ADL’s) at
admission to and at discharge from acute care occupational therapy.
Setting
The study was conducted at a rural southeastern regional medical center. The acute care
setting was chosen for this study because of the location of the Palliative Care Program.
Inclusion Criteria
e > 20 years of age
e Cancer diagnosis prior to the admission
e Admitted to acute care hospital between January 2019- March 2019
e Received a palliative care consultation

e Consented to an occupational therapy evaluation and treatment

Exclusion Criteria
e Cognitive impairments which impairs the client’s ability to complete the COPM

e Did not have an occupation-based goal

Recruitment Procedures
Clients were referred to occupational therapy as part of their standard treatment within
the acute care unit by either a palliative care physician/ or mid-level clinician; such as a nurse

practitioner.
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Project Methods

Data collection. Data was collected and recorded in the electronic medical record during
the standard occupational therapy sessions, including the COPM and Shah MBI (Appendices A,
D & F). Additionally, PPS score, social history and demographics were extracted from the
electronic medical record at discharge (Appendix B). All data extracted from the medical record
was de-identified by providing each client with a unique code. The name and the code were
secured in a locked desk within the hospital. Upon completion of the study, the data was
transferred onto a hard drive and uploaded onto a secured EKU account.

Research was initiated after approval from IRB on January 3, 2019 (Appendices A & B).
Data was collected until March 31, 20109.

Procedure. Occupational therapy consultations are ordered by the palliative care
physicians/ or mid-level clinicians, such as; a nurse practitioner. Occupational therapy orders
were sent electronically to a printer in the Rehabilitation Department. Once a consultation order
was received, a thorough chart review of the electronic medical record (EMR) was completed.
Information obtained prior to evaluation includes; history of cancer, type(s) of cancer treatments,
length of time since last cancer treatment, co-morbidities, demographics, and prior occupational
therapy services at the hospital, outpatient, or home health, if available. Upon initial contact
with the client, the occupational therapist requested consent to evaluate. If the client did not
consent to the evaluation, the referring physician and/or nurse was verbally notified and the
refusal and/or inability to participate was documented in the medical record. Following
completion of the occupational therapy evaluation (Appendix C), including the COPM and Shah

MBI, individualized occupation-based goals were established in collaboration with the client.
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Occupation-based occupational therapy was provided to achieve the client’s goals. During the
final visit, the COPM and Shah MBI were re-administered.

The principal investigator (PI) extracted the following data for each client for final
analysis from the EMR: age; gender; length of time since initial cancer diagnosis; time since last
cancer treatment; type of cancer; Shah MBI score; social information such as living
arrangements; community participation such as grocery shopping, appointments, church; PPS
scores; important occupations in self-care as described during the initial OT evaluation (all self-
care occupations that the client identified in the 5 problems on the COPM were considered
important and therefore counted); and initial and discharge COPM scores. See Appendices D and
E for data collection forms.

Data analysis. Descriptive statistics and graphing were used to report the results.

Outcomes Measures

Canadian Occupational Performance Measure (COPM). This individualized
occupation-focused outcome measure is administered as a semi-structured interview. Clients
describe what they do on a typical day in the areas of self-care, productivity and leisure and
indicate how important it is for them to complete each occupation. From these occupations, the
client indicates occupational performance problems. Client chooses 5 of their most important
occupational performance problems and rates how satisfied the client is with the performance
and ability to currently complete each of the occupations. Test-retest reliability testing was
conducted with a variety diagnoses within seven different studies with scores ranging from 0.73-
0.93 (Law et al., 2014). Sixteen articles cited in the COPM Manual (5" Ed.), demonstrated
validity of the COPM with (Law et al., 2014). The COPM has been validated in various

countries, such as Canada, Hong Kong, Tiawan, United States, Netherlands and Norway and
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within various populations. The validity of the COPM as a measure of occupational
performance has been demonstrated among those with orthopedic, mental health, neurologic, and
musculoskeletal conditions, and within various settings; such as home health, outpatient,

and rehabilitation. A validity of measures of validity were measured against the COPM from
functional measures; such as the DASH and FIM to other measures of psychological and social
functional. Lastly, the COPM consistently measures 50-80% of the problems identified in other
assessments; however the COPM consistently identified a greater number of problems. Although
the COPM has not been specifically validated within a population of individuals with cancer, the
impairments experienced by those with a cancer diagnosis are similar to those populations that
have been studied. Responsiveness of the COPM to measure perceived occupational
performance over time was identified by eight studies (Law et al. 2014). A change of two points
or more has been found to be clinically important (Carswell, McColl, Baptiste, Law, Polatajko,
& Pollock, 2004). The usefulness, or sum of its reliability and validity was established through
twenty-one studies indicating the benefits of the COPM when used in a variety of settings with
different types of clients (Law et al., 2014).

Shah Modified Barthel Index (MBI). The Shah MBI modified by Shah, Vanclay, and
Copper (1989; Appendix F) is designed to assess a client’s ability to engage in basic activities of
daily living (ADL) by measuring level of assistance needed to complete these activities. The
assessment is completed by the occupational therapist either through direct observation and/or
client self-report. The Shah MBI, modified from the original Barthel Index by Mahoney and
Barthel (1965), consists of 10 domains: bowel control (preceding week), bladder control
(preceding week), personal hygiene (preceding 24-48 hours), toilet use, feeding, transfers (from

bed to chair and back), mobility, dressing, stairs, and bathing, each recorded by a score
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indicating level of performance. The total score is a summation of the 10 scores with 100 as the
highest score that can be achieved. Modification of the original Barthel Index was made to
improve sensitivity to small changes by adding more categories used to record ADL functions
and reliability in scoring in stroke rehabilitation (Shah et al.,1989). Shah and colleagues
believed that the name change would lessen the confusion among other available Barthel Index
scales, including the original, when used in literature. The Shah MBI was found to have an
internal reliability coefficient of 0.90, compared to 0.87 for the original scoring.

In this project, clients were scored according to the Shah MBI to provide consistency for
ADL performance scoring in the initial OT evaluation. Results were interpreted based on Shah
et al. (1989), as follows: Total Dependency = 0-24, Severe Dependency = 25-49, Moderate
Dependency = 50-74, Mild Dependency = 75-90, Minimal Dependency = 91-99, and
Independent = 100. The Shah MBI has been used with adult cancer survivors in hospice to
determine if there was a relationship with the Shah MBI score and survival rate (Bennett &
Ryall, 2000).

Palliative Performance Scale (PPS). The PPS is a functional performance tool used in
palliative care, developed by Victoria Hospice, British Columbia in 1996, and modified from the
Karnofsky Performance Scale (Hernandez-Quiles et al, 2017; Anderson et al, 1996). The PPS is
measured in 10% increments from fully able to perform (an activity) and healthy (100%) to

death (0%). The PPS consists of the following parameters:

Degree of ambulation

e Ability to do activities/extent of disease

e Ability to take care of one’s self (self-care)
o Ability to eat/drink in relation to intake

e Level of consciousness
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To score the PPS, one begins with ambulation, the “strongest” performance indicator. After
finding the value (%) for ambulation, one proceeds across to each of the other parameters,
ending with level of consciousness, the “softest” performance indicator. A total score (%) is
selected that best fits the overall performance of the individual, based on the criteria of each
parameter. The reliability and validity of the PPS has been studied in palliative care and found
to be reliable (0.96) and valid (based on 15 experts’ opinion) tool to measure performance (Ho,
Lau, Downing, & Lesperance, 2008). Validity measures (content) as described by these authors
also suggested that the PPS is a good tool for communicating among palliative care workers.
Olajide et al. (2007) found that the PPS correlated well with length of survival and with select
symptom distress scores such as dyspnea with adult cancer survivors in an acute tertiary care
hospital.

Ethical Considerations

Potential risks. No potential risks were anticipated other than those associated with the
normal standard of care for occupational therapy, which could be fatigue and/or mild muscular
discomfort.

Steps taken to minimize risks. Part of the standard of care for a client within an acute
care hospital is 24 hour medical supervision. Clients were instructed to inform a health care
provider if they were experiencing fatigue and/or muscular discomfort that was disrupting their
daily activities. If this occurs, occupational therapy will be discontinued.

Potential benefits. Clients benefit from receiving occupational therapy services ordered
by their physician or midlevel practitioner and agreed upon by each client. The findings of the

prospective longitudinal study did not change the clients’ care.
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Confidentiality. All data extracted from the medical record was de-identified by
providing each client with a unique code. The name and the code were secured in a separate
location from the data gathered within a password protected encrypted computer or stored in a
locked desk. Upon completion of the study, this data was transferred to the faculty advisor who
will either store the data within an encrypted password protected computer or within a locked

location.
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Section Four: Results and Discussion
This prospective longitudinal study describes clients’ perception of performance and
satisfaction with completing important occupations with performance problems before and after
occupational therapy as measured by the COPM, and functional performance scores using the

PPS and the Shah MBI.

Client characteristics

A total of 19 clients received a palliative care consultation and a referral to occupational
therapy between January 3, 2019 and March 31, 2019, and 10 of these met the criteria for this
study (Figure 2). The average age of clients was 73.8 years (Table 1). The clients were
diagnosed with a variety of different types of cancer (Table 2). The average length of stay ranged
from 3 to 16 days with an average of 7.6 days. Hypertension was the most common comorbidity
(88.9%) and the most common home environment was living with family (70%) (Table 3). Two
clients were diagnosed with acute cerebrovascular accidents (CVA) during their hospitalization

and prior to the initial palliative consultation.
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Received OT referral

from palliative care
19

Excluded

Did not have a
history of cancer

Did not want to
participate in an OT

Unable to complete
an OT plan of care

Completed an OT
assessment but did

Included

Completed an OT
plan of care and

2 assesiment and dischasrge COPM occu;cajiig:—lsased discharig.g COPM
goals 1

Figure 2. Client Inclusion/Exclusion Process

Table 1

Age and Gender of Clients
Age Group Female Male Total
50-59 years 1 1 2
60-69 years 1 1 2
70-79 years 2 1 3
80-89 years 1 1 2
90-99 years 0 1 1
Total 5 5 10




Table 2

Primary Cancer Diagnoses of Clients

28

Primary Cancer Diagnosis

Number of Clients

Breast
Larynx
Pancreatic
Skin
Bladder
Lung
Lymphoma

2

PN R~ RPN

Table 3

Comorbidities and Social History

Number of Clients
Comorbidities
Hypertension 8
Diabetes 2
Congestive Heart Failure 0
Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary 2
Disease
Social History
Lives alone 2
Lives with family 7
Lives in assisted living 1

Interventions provided. The 29 treatments were: a) family education/training (41%), b)

ADL re-training (17%), therapeutic activities (48%), therapeutic exercise (31%), and edema

mobilization (3.4%). (See Figure 3)
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OT treatments

Figure 3. Summary of OT Treatments

Results

Objective #1. Identify the most important client occupation(s) by category: self-care,
productivity, and leisure within the initial OT evaluation in an acute care PC program.

COPM. Clients identified 40 important occupations during the semi-structured COPM
interviews (Appendix G). Seventy-five percent of these occupations were self-care, 12.5% were
productivity and 12.5% were leisure. They identified the following self-care occupations:
bathing, dressing, shaving, feeding, and managing medications. Clients described their functional
mobility using different types of assistive devices to walk and transfer so they could go to

doctor’s appointments, grocery store, and church. Clients were interested in transferring in and
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out of wheelchair, shower and car; as well as on and off the toilet. Clients expressed an interest
in these productive occupations: taking care of their son, taking care of their animals, and
completing light housework. Within their leisure time, clients identified that it was important to
have the energy to spend time with family, make time to “heal” broken relationships with family
members, volunteer at church, go to the park, and garden.

Objective #2. Determine if there is a relationship between the PPS score assigned by the
physician/nurse practitioner during the initial consultation and the client’s satisfaction and
performance scores for the five occupational performance problem areas identified by the client
during the initial COPM.

Relationship between functional rating and perception of function. PPS scores were
either 40% or 50% (Table 4). Because there was not a monotonic relationship between the PPS
and client’s perceived satisfaction score, nor relationship between the PPS and the client’s
perceived performance score, a non-parametric correlational analysis would not be valid;
therefore scatterplot diagrams were created to illustrate the relationships between these variables
(Appendices H & 1).

Table 4

Client’s Initial Palliative Performance Scale Scores

Palliative Performance Score Number of Clients
40% 9
50% 1
Total 10

Objective #3. Determine the level of change between the initial and discharge COPM
perceived satisfaction and performance scores of the client’s important occupational performance

problem areas.
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Change in COPM scores. The amount of perceived performance change ranged from
0.2 to 7, and perceived satisfaction change ranged from 0.4 to 5.6 among the 10 clients.
According to Law, et al. (2014), a change of two or more points is considered clinically
important. When applying this indicator to this population, 50% clinically improved
performance scores and 40% improved satisfaction scores. (Appendices J & K).

Objective #4. Determine if a relationship exists between the Shah MBI score and the
number of self-care occupations identified by the client within the initial COPM.

Relationship between the number of COPM self-care occupational performance
problems, and Shah MBI score. The 7 clients who had Shah MBI scores below 50 (Table 5)
also listed 23 important self-care occupational problems within the COPM. Illustrating the lack
of relationship between COPM self-care occupational performance problems and Shah MBI, the
number of identified important occupational performance problems were similar to the two
highest Shah MBI scores and the two lowest. Clients with Shah MBI scores of 80 and 85
identified five important occupational problems as compared to the clients with the two lowest
scores of 15 which identified six. Because there was not a monotonic relationship between the
number of important self-care occupational performance problems listed within the COPM and
the Shah MBI score, non-parametric correlational analysis would not be valid; therefore, a
scatterplot was created to illustrate the relationship (Appendix L).

Table 5

Client Initial Scores for the Shah Modified Barthel Index

Category Number of Clients
Independent (100) 0
Minimal Dependency (91-99) 0
Mild Dependency (75-90) 2
Moderate Dependency (50-74) 2
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Severe Dependency (25-49) 4
Total Dependency (0-24) 2
Discussion

Survivors’ Important Occupations

Forty occupations were identified by ten clients in this study and 75% were self-care
occupations. Watterson et al. (2004) and Lindahl-Jacobsen et al. (2015) obtained similar findings
within their research of hospitalized adult cancer survivors, who experienced more problems in
self-care occupations than productivity and leisure. Watterson et al. (2004), found cancer
patients express 65% of goals as self-care, 15% as productivity, and 20% leisure. Lindahl-
Jacobsen et al. (2015) found that 56% of the identified problems were in the category of self-

care, 19% in productivity, and 25% in leisure.

Relationship Between PPS Score and COPM Scores

According to the results, there does not appear to be a relationship between the PPS score
and the client’s COPM satisfaction and performance scores. No studies using these variables
could be found to refute or support these findings. The PPS score is indicative of a single
moment in time—at the initial palliative care consultation—when the client’s medical status
required an acute care admission; therefore, a lower PPS score was expected (Anderson et
al.,1996, Haun et al., 2017). The use of the PPS in acute care may be more useful as a tool to
predict survivorship and indicate symptom distress (Olajide et al., 2007) but not as an indicator
for occupational therapy services.
Occupational Performance and Satisfaction

Studies that used the COPM (pre/post-test) with adult cancer survivors in an acute

palliative care program could not be found. Huri et al. (2015) used the COPM (pre/post-test)
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with 34 men diagnosed with metastatic prostate cancer to determine the effects of a 12-week
cognitive behavioral therapy-based OT program compared to a control group. Similar to the
capstone project results, these authors found 94.7% of the participants in the treatment group
showed improvements in performance and satisfaction scores, while no significant
improvements were found in the control group. Though the occupational therapy interventions
varied significantly between this study and this capstone project, use of the COPM to measure
client’s perceived performance and satisfaction of occupational performance problems before
and after OT interventions was used

Observations that impacted the results in this study: a) psychological impact of a cancer
diagnosis, b) anxiety about current illness, c) short length of stay, d) presence of acute
neurological event, e) discharge disposition to another facility, and f) transition from palliative to
hospice care.

Psychological bearing of cancer diagnosis. Client 1 was admitted to the palliative care
(PC) program following the initial diagnosis of Stage IV metastatic breast cancer. She
participated in one OT treatment with family to receive equipment training. Client 1 reported
being overwhelmed with the new diagnosis and wanted to go home immediately with hospice
care. Therefore, short length of stay, psychological impact of cancer diagnosis, and speedy
transition to hospice may have influenced the pre-post COPM scores.

Anxiety related to current illness. Three clients became overwhelmed as they were
identifying occupational performance problems suggesting possible anxiety related to the cancer
diagnosis (Walder & Molineux, 2017). The occupational therapist used “therapeutic use of self”
and empathy while administering the COPM so the client felt emotionally supported (American

Occupational Therapy Association [AOTA], 2014).
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Therapeutic use of self. Interviewing clients in palliative care was challenging because
clients became emotional as they reflected on occupations that they wanted to do, needed to do,
but couldn’t do and/or were not satisfied. Also, because many of the clients were physically and
emotionally fragile,. Therapeutic use of self (AOTA, 2014) was used by the investigator to gain
their trust in a short amount of time so the client would discuss and share sensitive information.
Schulman-Green, McCorkle and Bradley (2009) discussed techniques that can be used when
interviewing seriously ill individuals. They supported techniques which included fostering a
sense of trust and safety, gaining an understanding of the individual, meeting the individual
where he/she is, redirecting gently, and providing closure at the end of the interview.

Short length of stay. The average length of stay for clients in this capstone project was
7.6 days. Most clients that were returning home at discharge experienced longer lengths of stay
than those discharged to another facility. The short time the clients were hospitalized proved to
be a challenge in administering a pre/post-test such as the COPM. This observation is supported
by the findings of Robertson and Blaga (2015).

Presence of an acute neurologic event. Client 10 was admitted to the PC program with
a recent diagnosis of Stage 1V lung cancer and had not begun treatment. While in the hospital,
her occupational therapy and medical treatments were complicated by an acute stroke. She
completed five occupational therapy sessions before being discharged to a long-term care facility
for rehabilitation. Her discharge COPM performance and satisfaction scores did not demonstrate
a significant improvement from her initial COPM scores.

Discharge to another facility. Client 9, who was admitted to PC program with a recent
bladder cancer diagnosis, subsequently received cancer surgery. Due to decline in medical and

functional condition, the client’s family could not take care of the client at home; therefore, the
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client was going to be discharged to a long-term care facility. Client 9 was very upset with his
family for not taking him home and frustrated with his lack of functional improvement. Due to
his emotional state, his perceived satisfaction and performance scores may have been lower than
expected.

Transitioning from palliative care to hospice. When transitioning from palliative care
to hospice home care, Client 5 prioritized her occupation of healing a broken relationship with
her brother as more important than self-care occupations. This finding is comparable to the
findings of Pearson et al. (2007) suggesting that individuals in late stage disease progression will
shift their focus from daily activities to those activities that are spiritual in nature or have a social
purpose, such as relationships.

Exception. Client 7, who had a history of Multiple Sclerosis prior to recent diagnosis of
lymphoma, proved to be an exception. He perceived significant improvement in performance (7)
and satisfaction (5.6) scores prior to discharge home even though he experienced almost total
dependence in self-care (lowest Shah BMI scores of 15) at initial evaluation.

Other Pertinent Findings: Time Factor

OT in acute care must be aware of client factors such as pain, fatigue, rest/sleep cycle,
and a constant barrage of diagnostic tests and medical treatments that limits the client’s ability
and stamina to participate in an OT evaluation. The timing of an OT evaluation in the client’s
day may influence standardized scores. For example, one client, who expressed fatigue and
irritability, relinquished all input to his spouse, who by proxy, completed most of the COPM. As
a result, importance of occupations was based on the spouses’ perception of importance, not the
client. No study could be found to refute or support this finding; however, standardized

assessments in acute care must be time efficient (Robertson & Blaga, 2013) and meaningful to
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the client in palliative care (Schleinich, Warren, Nekolaichuk, Kaasa, & Watanabe, 2008). The
time required for the client to complete the COPM pre/post interventions, was found to be

acceptable to most the clients.

Relationship between Shah MBI and Important Occupational Performance Problems

The assumption for this objective was that a client with a low Shah MBI score would
identify more self-care occupational performance problems as important during the initial
evaluation and, conversely, a high Shah MBI score would indicate that the client would identify
fewer self-care occupational performance problems as important. This relationship was not
shown at this time; instead there was a great deal of variability in the Shah MBI scores. If this
study was duplicated with a larger number of palliative care clients, a pattern may emerge. No
studies were found to refute or confirm the results of this study.

Shah Modified Barthel Index. Heaton and Bamford (2001) completed a scoping review
of approaches to assessing the outcome measures of equipment and adaptations provided by
OTs, including the original Barthel Index (Bl), developed by Mahoney and Barthel in 1965.
These authors suggested that the Bl provided a limited view of the client by only including basic
ADLs measurements. To offset this challenge, this study included the COPM in addition to the

Shah MBI to provide a more holistic perspective of each client.

Strengths and Limitations
Strengths

The use of standardized assessments, such as, the COPM and Shah MBI added validity to
the results of this study. The use of a standardized test permits the study to be replicated in
different areas of practice, over different time frames and with different population of clients.

All referrals to OT following the palliative care consultation were provided by the same
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provider, which resulted in the PPS being administered by the same provider. Other strengths
included: a) similar number of males and females, b) variety of cancer diagnoses, c) single OT
evaluator and provider of services, d) various ages of the clients, and e) availability of
assessments.
Weaknesses

The sample size was small and heterogeneous; therefore, generalizability of the results is
limited. Medical challenges occur in acute care that are often unforeseen and unexpected; and
the unfamiliar environment is constantly changing, which can result in diverse “exposures”
among the clients within this study. The setting itself could be viewed as a threat to external
validity and therefore results cannot be inferred to other practice sites such as home health
(Creswell, 2014). The time factor of this project in the lives of the clients could also be viewed
as an external threat to the validity (Creswell, 2014). For example, some clients (at the time of
this project) were recently diagnosed with cancer, while others had been diagnosed many years
prior to transitioning into the palliative care program. Though the OT attempted to minimize
disruptions during the OT evaluation, many distractions and interruptions occurred that caused
some clients to become anxious and fatigued while completing the semi-structured interview
process required for the COPM. Timing of the OT evaluation in the client’s day could have an
impact on validity. A clients’ choice of “important” occupations as well as self-perception of
“performance” and “satisfaction” to engage in occupations could change based on context,
meaningfulness, and opportunity. Therefore, the identified important occupational performance
problems within this study cannot be generalized to the population of adult cancer survivors in

other acute care palliative settings
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Implications for Practice

This project supports OT practice within palliative acute care setting; including the use of
client-centered standardized evaluations and OT approaches, theories or models.

Client-centeredness. The client-centered approach significantly enhanced my
understanding of important client occupational performance problems and guided collaboration
between myself and the client during goal setting. The client-centered approach improved
communication with other team members, such as the PC provider, as to what was important to
the clients. Clients appeared to appreciate OT just listening to them explain what was important
to them as they transitioned to palliative care. Though not a tenant of palliative care, many
clients were forgoing any further cancer treatments, facing a new stage in their life.

Standardized OT assessments. The use of a standardized assessment was a challenge to
administer due to short length of stays and large case-loads, consistent with Robertson & Blaga,
(2013). The challenge of administering a pre-post assessment in PC was consistent with findings
by Pearson et al. (2007). Even though these challenges were experienced, | believe the COPM
was meaningful to clients in palliative care as it gave them the opportunity to identify
occupational performance problems and decide what was most important. Use of the COPM
revealed valuable information to OT as well. The COPM’s focus on the client’s perceived
satisfaction is an under-valued and under-utilized component of holistic care in hospital. Though
occupational performance is vital, client’s perception of how satisfied they are with their current
performance is reflected in their decision about returning home or going somewhere for more
care. For example, a client may demonstrate the ability to dress, bathe and toilet independently,

but still feel that going home would be too difficult, unsatisfied with their abilities. Many times,
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a difference occurs between client performance and client readiness to return home which may
be bridged through understanding client satisfaction.

The PPS. The scores suggests that the PPS did not discriminate based on function but on
medical needs of the clients. Severity of illness upon transitioning into a palliative care program
seemed to be reflected by the consistency of low scores. The use of the PPS does not appear to
be a good screening tool for OT services based on these findings.

The Shah MBI. A strength of the Shah MBI was that it provided an objective measure
of basic ADLS for each client, allowing use of scores to explain the severity of impairment in
self-care. A limitation of this measure is that it reflects only basic ADLS. Instrumental ADLS as
well as productivity and leisure are not included and therefore does not present a holistic view of

clients in palliative care.

Future Research

Future research to understand indicators for occupational therapy services within acute
palliative care is much needed, such as, understanding the occupation-based goals, within larger
cohorts with specific conditions beyond cancer. Furthermore, this study focused on clients in
acute care, which indicates a “crisis” situation. There is also a need to understand clients’
occupational needs within other palliative care settings; such as home health. Moreover,
understanding the importance and utility of standardized assessments used by occupational
therapists within palliative care would provide a broader understanding of why outcome
measures are or are not used within palliative care settings by occupational therapists. Beyond
understanding why standardized assessments were not used in acute care, identifying
standardized assessments appropriate for this population is necessary so evidence-based

interventions can be accurately assessed.



Summary

This capstone project supports the use of client-centered occupation-based assessment
when evaluating adult palliative care clients within an acute care setting. The identification of
occupational performance problems that the clients wanted to improve provided a clear
understanding of client’s goals for occupational therapy. Additionally, adding an objective

outcome measure provided support for the efficacy of occupational therapy services.

40



41

References
Alotaibi, N., Reed, K., & Shaban, M. (2009). Assessments used in occupational therapy practice:

An exploratory study. Occupational Therapy in Health Care,23(4), 302-318. Retrieved

from: https://dx.doi.org/10.3109/07380570903222583

American Cancer Society (2016-2017). Cancer treatment & survivorship: Facts & figures.

Retrieved from: https://www.cancer.org/content/dam/cancer-org/research/cancer-facts-

and-statistics/cancer-treatment-and-survivorship-facts-and-figures/cancer-treatment-and-

survivorship-facts-and-figures-2016-2017.pdf

American Occupational Therapy Association. (2017). Vision 2025. American Journal of
Occupational Therapy, 71, 7103420010. Retrieved from:

https://dx.doi.org/10.5014/ajot.2017.713002

American Occupational Therapy Association. (2016). Reference manual of the Official
Documents of the American Occupational Therapy Association, Inc. (21st ed.). Bethesda,
MD: AOTA Press.

American Occupational Therapy Association. (2015). Occupational therapy code of ethics.
American Journal of Occupational Therapy, 69(Suppl. 3). Retrieved from:
https://dx.doi.org/10.5014/ajot.2015.696S03

American Occupational Therapy Association. (2014). Occupational therapy practice framework:
Domain and process (3rd ed.). American Journal of Occupational Therapy, 68(Suppl . 1),
S1- S48 . http://dx.doi.org/10.5014/ajot.2014.682006

Anderson, F., Downing, G., Hill, J., Casorso, L., & Lerch, N.(1996). Palliative performance scale
(PPS): A new tool. Journal of Palliative Care, 12(1), 511. Retrieved from

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/14348689



https://dx.doi.org/10.3109/07380570903222583
https://www.cancer.org/content/dam/cancer-org/research/cancer-facts-and-statistics/cancer-treatment-and-survivorship-facts-and-figures/cancer-treatment-and-survivorship-facts-and-figures-2016-2017.pdf
https://www.cancer.org/content/dam/cancer-org/research/cancer-facts-and-statistics/cancer-treatment-and-survivorship-facts-and-figures/cancer-treatment-and-survivorship-facts-and-figures-2016-2017.pdf
https://www.cancer.org/content/dam/cancer-org/research/cancer-facts-and-statistics/cancer-treatment-and-survivorship-facts-and-figures/cancer-treatment-and-survivorship-facts-and-figures-2016-2017.pdf
https://dx.doi.org/10.5014/ajot.2017.713002
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/14348689

42

Anderson, R. & Reznick, H. (2016). The power of Norm’s story. Occupational Therapy Now,
18.3, 22-24. Retrieved from: https://www.caot.ca/site/pd/OTNow?nav=sidebar

Ashby, S. & Chandler, B. (2010). An exploratory study of the occupation-focused models
included in occupational therapy professional education programmes (sic). British
Journal of Occupational Therapy, 73(12), 616-624. Retrieved from: https://dx.doi.
0rg/10.4276/030802210X129181

Ashworth, E. (2014). Utilizing participation in meaningful occupation as an intervention
approach to support the acute model inpatient palliative care. Palliative and Supportive

Care, 12,409-412. Retrieved from: https://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S1478951513000734

Badger, S., Macleod, R., & Honey, A. (2016). “It’s not about treatment, it’s how to improve your
life”: The lived experience of occupational therapy in palliative care. Palliative and
Supportive Care, 14, 225-23. Retrieved from:

https://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S1478951515000826

Baxter, F., Newman, R., Longpré, S., Polo, K. (2017). Health policy perspectives- occupational
therapy’s role in cancer survivorship as a chronic condition. American Journal of
Occupational Therapy, 71, 7103090010p1-7. Retrieved from:

https://dx.doi.org/10.5014/ajot.2017.713001

Bennet, M. & Ryall, N. (2000). Using the Modified Barthel Index to estimate survival in cancer
patients in hospice: Observational study. British Medical Journal, 321(7273), 1381-1382.
Retrieved from: https://dx.doi.org/ 157.89.65.129

Bluethmann, M., Mariotto, A., Rowland, J. (2016). Anticipating the "Silver Tsunami":

Prevalence trajectories and comorbidity burden among older cancer survivors in the


https://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S1478951513000734
https://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S1478951515000826
https://dx.doi.org/10.5014/ajot.2017.713001

43

United States. Cancer Epidemiology Biomarkers Prev., 25, 1029-1036. Retrieved from:

https://www.nchi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27371756

Braveman, B., Hunter, E.G., Nicholson, J., Arbesman, M.,& Lieberman,D. (2017). Evidence
Connection- Occupational therapy interventions for adults with cancer. American
Journal of Occupational Therapy, 71, 7105395010p.1-10. Retrieved from:

https://doi.org/10.5014/aj0t.2017.715003

Carswell, A., McColl, M., Baptiste, S., Law. M., Polatajko, H.,& Pollack, N. (2004). The
Canadian Occupational Performance Measure: A research and clinical literature review.
Canadian Journal of Occupational Therapy, 71(4), 210-222. Retrieved from:

http://libproxy.eku.edu/login?url=https://search.proquest.com/docview/212950433?accou

ntid=10628

Costa, A. & Othero, M. (2012). Palliative care, terminal illness, and the Model of Human
Occupation. Physical & Occupational Therapy in Geriatrics, 30(4), 316-327. Retrieved
from: https://dx.doi.org/10.3109/02703181.2012.743205

Creswell, J.W. (2014). Quantitative methods. In J.W. Creswell, Research design: Qualitative,
quantitative, and mixed method approaches (pp. 155-181). Thousand Oaks: Sage.

Eklund, J., Holmstrom, 1., Kumlin, T., Kaminsky, E., Skoglund, K., Hoglander, J., ...Meranius,
M. (2019). “Same same or different?” A review of reviews of person-centered and
patient-centered care. Patient Education and Counseling, 102, 3-10. Retrieved from:

https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pec.2018.08.029

Eriksson, L., Oster, I., & Lindberg, M. (2016). The meaning of occupation for patients in
palliative care when in hospital. Palliative and Supportive Care, 14, 541-552. Retrieved

from: https://dx.doi.org/:10.1017/S1478951515001352


https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27371756
https://doi.org/10.5014/ajot.2017.715003
http://libproxy.eku.edu/login?url=https://search.proquest.com/docview/212950433?accountid=10628
http://libproxy.eku.edu/login?url=https://search.proquest.com/docview/212950433?accountid=10628
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pec.2018.08.029

44

Flink, M., Bertilsson, A.S., Johansson, U., Guidetti, S., Tham, K. & von Koch, L. (2016).
Training in client-centeredness enhances occupational therapist documentation on goal
setting and client participation in goal setting in the medical records of people with
stroke. Clinical Rehabilitation, 30(12), 1200-1210. Retrieved from: https://dx.doi.org/
10.1177/0269215515620256

Fisher, A. (2014). Occupation-centred, occupation-based, occupation-focused: Same, same or
different? Scandinavian Journal of Occupational Therapy, 21, 96-107. Retrieved from:

https://dx.doi.org/10.3109/11038128.2014.952912

Goldsmith, B., Dietrich, J., Du, Q., & Morrison, S. (2008). Variability in access to hospital
palliative care in the United States. Journal of Palliative Medicine, 11(8), 1094-1102.

Retrieved from: https://dx.doi.org/10.1089/jpm.2008.0053

Gray, J. (1998). Putting occupation into practice: Occupation as ends, occupation as means.

American Journal of Occupational Therapy, 52(5), 354-364. Retrieved from:

http://ajot.aota.org/ ogn 04/01/2017 Terms of Use: http://AOTA.org/terms

Haun, M., Estel, S., Rucker, G., Friederich, H., Villalobos, M., Thomas, M., Hartmann, M.
(2017). Early palliative care for adults with advanced cancer. Cochrane Database of
Systematic Reviews, 6, n.p. Retrieved from: https://dx.doi.org/
10.1002/14651858.CD011129.pub2

Heaton, J., & Bamford, C. (2001). Assessing the outcomes of equipment and adaptations: Issues
and approaches. British Journal of Occupational Therapy, 64(7), 346-356. Retrieved

from: https://dx.doi.org/10.1177/030802260106400705

Heinemann, A., LaVela, S., Etingen, B., Miskovic, A., Locatelli, S., Neumann, H., & Chen, D.

(2016). Perceptions of person-centered care following spinal cord injury. Archives of


https://dx.doi.org/10.3109/11038128.2014.952912
https://dx.doi.org/10.1089/jpm.2008.0053
http://aota.org/terms
https://doi-org.libproxy.eku.edu/10.1177/030802260106400705

45

Physical Medicine and Rehabilitation, 97, 1338-1344. Retrieved from: http://dx.doi.org/
10.1016/j.apmr.2016.03.016

Hernandez-Quiles, C., Bernabeu-Wittel, M., Perez-Belmonte, L., Macias-Mir, P., Camacho-
Gonzalez, D., Massa, B....Olero-Baturone, M. (2017). Concordance of Barthel Index,
ECOG-PS, and Palliative Performance Scale in the assessment of functional status in
clients with advanced medical diseases. BMJ Supportive & Palliative Care, 7, 300-307.
Retrieved from: https://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmjspcare-2015-001073

Ho, F., Lau, F., Downing, M., & Lesperance, M. (2008). A reliability and validity study of the
Palliative Performance Scale. BMC Palliative Care, 7(10), 1-10. Retrieved from: https//:
dx.doi.org/10.1186/1472-684x-7-10

Hocking, C. (2001). Implementing occupation-based assessment. American Journal of
Occupational Therapy, 55(4), 463-469. Retrieved from: http://ajot.aota.org/ on
05/02/2017 Terms of Use: http://AOTA.org/terms

Hocking, C. (2009). The challenge of occupation: Describing the things people do. Journal of
Occupational Science, 16(3), 140-150. Retrieved from:
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/14427591.2009.9686655

Huri, M., Huri, E., Kayihan, H., & Altuntas, O. (2015). Effects of occupational therapy on
quality of life clients with metastatic prostate cancer. Saudi Medical Journal, 36(8), 954-
961. Retrieved from: https://dx.doi.org/ 10.15537/smj.2015.8.11461

Hwang, E., Lokietz, N., Lozano, R., and Parke, M. (2015). Functional deficits and quality of life
among cancer survivors: Implications for occupational therapy in cancer survivorship
care. American Journal of Occupational Therapy, 69, 6906290010p1-9. Retrieved from:

https://dx.doi.org/10.5014/ajot.2015.015974



https://dx.doi.org/10.5014/ajot.2015.015974

46

Javier, N. & Montagnini, M. (2011). Rehabilitation of the hospice and palliative care patient.
Journal of Palliative Medicine, 14(5) 638-648. Retrieved from: https://dx.doi.org/
10.1089/jpm.2010.0125

Kanach, F., Brown, L. & Campbell, R., (2014). The role of rehabilitation in palliative care
services. American Journal of Physical Medicine & Rehabilitation, 93, 342-345.
Retrieved from: https://dx.doi.org/10.1097/PHM.0000000000000005

Kasven-Gonzalez, N., Souverain, R, & Miale, S. (2010). Improving quality of life through
rehabilitation in palliative care: Case report. Palliative and Supportive Care, 8, 359-369.

Retrieved from: https://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S1478951510000167

Keesing, S. & Rosenwax, L. (2011). Is occupation missing from occupational therapy in
palliative care? Australian Occupational Therapy Journal, 58, 329-336. Retrieved from:
https://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1440-1630.2011.00958.x

Kogan, A., Wilber, K., & Mosqueda, L. (2016). Person-centered care for older adults with
chronic conditions and functional impairments: A systematic literature review. Journal of
The American Geriatrics Society, 64(1), el-e7. Retrieved from:
https://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jgs.13873

La Cour, K., Nordell, K., & Josephsson, S. (2008). Everyday lives of people with advanced
cancer: Activity, time, location, and experience. OTJR: Occupation, Participation and
Health, 29(4), 154-162. Retrieved from: https://dx.doi.org/ 10.3928/15394492-20090914-
03

Larson, A., Rasmussen, B., & Christensen, J. (2018). Enhancing a client-centred practice with
the Canadian Occupational Performance Measure. Occupational Therapy International,

Article ID 5956301, 1-12. Retrieved from: https://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2018/5956301


https://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S1478951510000167

47

Larsson-Lund, M. & Nyman, A. (2017). Participation and occupation in occupational therapy
models of practice: A discussion of possibilities and challenges. Scandinavian Journal of
Occupational Therapy, 24(6), 393-397. Retrieved from:
https://dx.doi.org/10.1080/11038128.2016.1267257

Law, M., Bapstiste, S, Carswell, A, McColl, M., Polatajko, H., & Pollock, N. (2014). Canadian
Occupational Performance Measure. 5" ed., CAOT Publications ACE, Ottawa

Law, M., Baptiste, S., McColl, M., Opzoomer, A., Polatajko, H., & Pollock, N. (1990). The
Canadian Occupational Performance Measure: An outcome measure for occupational
therapy. The Canadian Journal of Occupational Therapy, 57(2), 82-87. Retrieved from:
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/000841749005700207

Lindahl-Jacobsen, L., Hansen, D., Waehrens, E., La Cour, K., & Sgndergaard, J. (2015).
Performance of activities of daily living among hospitalized cancer clients. Scandinavian
Journal of Occupational Therapy, 22, 137-146. Retrieved from: https://dx.doi.org/
10.3109/11038128.2014.985253

Lyons, M., Orozovic, N., Davis, J., & Newman, J. (2002). Doing-being-becoming: Occupational
experiences of persons with life-threatening illnesses. American Journal of Occupational
Therapy,56,285-295. Retrieved from: https://ajot.aota.org/on 10/12/2018

Matzen, L., Jepsen, D., Ryg, J. & Masud, T. (2012). Functional level at admission is a predictor
of survival in older patients admitted to an acute geriatric unit. BMC Geriatrics, 12(32),
1-7. Retrieved from: http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2318/12/32

Mills, K. & Payne, A. (2015). Enabling occupation at the end of life: A literature review.
Palliative and Supportive Care, 13, 1755-1769. Retrieved from:

https://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S1478951515000772


http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/000841749005700207
https://ajot.aota.org/on%2010/12/2018
https://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S1478951515000772

48

Marcil, W. (2006). The hospice nurse and occupational therapist: A marriage of expedience.
Home Health Care Management & Practice, 19(1), 26-30. Retrieved from:
https://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1084822306292514

Mroz, T. M., Pitonyak, J. S., Fogelberg, D., & Leland, N. E. (2015). Health Policy
Perspectives—Client centeredness and health reform: Key issues for occupational
therapy. American Journal of Occupational Therapy, 69, 6905090010. Retrieved from:
http://dx.doi.org/10.5014/ajot.2015.695001

Mulligan, S., White, B., & Arthanat, S. (2014). Client-centered, evidence-based occupational
therapy practices in New Hampshire. OTJR: Occupation, Participation, and Health,
34(2), 106-116. Retrieved from: https://dx.doi.org/10.3928/15394492-20140226-01

National Cancer Institute. (2018). Cancer stat facts: Cancer of any site. Retrieved from Retrieved

from: https://seer.cancer.qgov/statfacts/htmi/all.html

National Cancer Institute. (2017). Palliative care in cancer. Retrieved from:

https://www.cancer.gov/about-cancer/advanced-cancer/care-choices/palliative-care-fact-

sheet

National Institute on Aging. (2017). What are palliative care and hospice care. Retrieved from:
https://www.nia.nih.gov/health/what-are-palliative-care-and-hospice-care

Numico.G., Cristofano, A., Mozzicafreddo, A., Cursio, E., Franco, P., Courthod, G.,...Silvestris,
N. (2015). Hospital admission of cancer clients : Avoidable practice or necessary care?
PLOS ONE 10(3): e0120827. Retrieved from:

https://dx.doi.org:10.1371/journal.pone.0120827

Olajide, O., Hanson, L., Usher, B., Qaqish, B., Schwartz, R., & Bernard, S. (2007). Validation of

the Palliative Performance Scale in the acute tertiary care hospital setting. Journal of


http://dx.doi.org/10.5014/ajot.2015.695001
https://seer.cancer.gov/statfacts/html/all.html
https://www.cancer.gov/about-cancer/advanced-cancer/care-choices/palliative-care-fact-sheet
https://www.cancer.gov/about-cancer/advanced-cancer/care-choices/palliative-care-fact-sheet
https://www.nia.nih.gov/health/what-are-palliative-care-and-hospice-care
https://dx.doi.org:10.1371/journal.pone.0120827

49

Palliative Medicine, 10(1), 111-117. Retrieved from: https://dx.doi.org/
10.1089/jpm.2006.0125

O’Toole, L., Connolly, D. & Smith, S. (2013). Impact of an occupation-based self-management
programme (sic) on chronic disease management. Australian Occupational Therapy
Journal, 60, 30-38. Retrieved from: https://dx.doi.org/ 10.1111/1440-1630.12008

Park Lala, A., & Kinsella, E. A. (2011). A phenomenological inquiry into the embodied nature of
occupation at end of life. Canadian Journal of Occupational Therapy, 78, 246-254.
Retrieved from: https//dx.doi.org/10.2182/cjot.2011.78.4.6

Pearson, E., Todd, J., & Futcher, J. (2007). How can occupational therapists measure outcomes
in palliative care? Palliative Medicine, 21, 477-485. Retrieved from:

https://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0269216307081941

Pergolotti, M., Cutchin, M. P., Weinberger, M., & Mevyer, A.-M. (2014). Occupational therapy

use by older adults with cancer. American Journal of Occupational Therapy, 68, 597—

607. Retrieved from: http://dx.doi.org/10.5014/ajot.2014.011791

Pergolotti, M, Williams, G., Campbell, C., Munoz, L., & Muss, H. (2016). Occupational therapy

for adults with cancer: Why it matters. The Oncologist, 21, 314-319. Retrieved from:

https://dx.doi.org/10.1634/theoncoloqist.2015-0335

Piernik-Yoder, B. & Beck, A. (2012). The use of standardized assessments in occupational
therapy in the United States. Occupational Therapy in Health Care, 26(2-3), 97-108.
Retrieved from https://dx.doi.org/10.3109/07380577.2012.695103

Pizzi, M. (2015). Promoting health and well-being at the end of life through client-centered care.
Scandinavian Journal of Occupational Therapy, 22, 442-449. Retrieved from:

https://dx.doi.org/10.3109/11038128.2015.1025834


https://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0269216307081941
http://dx.doi.org/10.5014/ajot.2014.011791
https://dx.doi.org/10.1634/theoncologist.2015-0335
https://dx.doi.org/10.3109/11038128.2015.1025834

50

Polatajko, H.J., Townsend, E.A. & Craik, J. (2007). Canadian Model of Occupational
Performance and Engagement (CMOP-E). In Enabling Occupation I1: Advancing an
Occupational Therapy Vision of Health, Well-being, & Justice through Occupation (pp.
22-36). In E.A. Townsend & H.J. Polatajko (Eds.), Ottawa, ON: CAOT Publications
ACE

Polo, K. M., & Smith, C. (2017). Centennial Topics—Taking our seat at the table: Community
cancer survivorship. American Journal of Occupational Therapy, 71, 7103090010p.1-p.7.

Retrieved from: https://dx.doi.org/10.5014/ajot.2017.020693

Primeau, A. (2018, November 16). Palliative care and survivorship. Cancer Therapy Advisor.

Retrieved from: https://www.cancertherapyadvisor.com/home/tools/fact-sheets/palliative-

care-and-survivorship/

Robertson, L. & Blaga, L. (2013). Occupational therapy assessments used in acute physical care
settings. Scandinavian Journal of Occupational Therapy, 20, 127-135. Retrieved from:

http://dx.doi.org/10.3109/11038.2012.737369

Rudman, D., Hebert, D. & Reid, D. (2006). Living in a restricted occupational world: The
occupational experiences of stroke survivors who are wheelchair users and their
caregivers. The Canadian Journal of Occupational Therapy, 73(3), 141-152. Retrieved
from: https//dx.doi.org/10.2182/cjot.05.0014

Russell, M., & Bahle-Lampe, A. (2016). The care of the dying: A critical historical analysis of
occupational therapy in hospice. The Open Journal of Occupational Therapy, 4(2), n.p.
Retrieved from: https://dx.doi.org/10.15453/2168-6408.1216

Schleinich, M., Warren, S., Nekolaichuk, C., Kaasa, T.,& Watanabe, S. (2008). Palliative care

rehabilitation survey: A pilot study of patients’ priorities for rehabilitation goals.


https://dx.doi.org/10.5014/ajot.2017.020693
https://www.cancertherapyadvisor.com/home/tools/fact-sheets/palliative-care-and-survivorship/
https://www.cancertherapyadvisor.com/home/tools/fact-sheets/palliative-care-and-survivorship/
http://dx.doi.org/10.3109/11038.2012.737369
https://dx.doi.org/10.15453/2168-6408.1216

51

Palliative Medicine, 22,822-830. Retrieved from: https://dx.doi.org/

10.1177/0269216308096526

Schulman-Green, D., McCorkle, R., & Bradley, E. (2009). Tailoring traditional interviewing
techniques for qualitative research with seriously ill patients and the end-of-life: A
primer. Omega (Westport), 60(1): 89-102. Retrieved from:
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20039533

Shah, S., Vanclay, F., & Cooper, B. (1989). Improving the sensitivity of the Barthel Index for
stroke rehabilitation. Journal of Clinical Epidemiology, 42(8). 703-709. Retrieved from:
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2760661

Soderback, 1. & Paulsson, E. (1997). A needs assessment for referral to occupational therapy:
Nurses’ judgement in acute cancer care. Cancer Nursing, 20(4), 267-273. Retrieved from

http://ovidsp.ik.ovid.com.libproxy.eku.edu/sp-

3.27.2b/ovidweb.cqi?&S=JLLCPDCHIFHFDNJNFNFKHCBGMCIIAAO0&L ink+Set

Sposato. L. (2016). Occupational therapy interventions for adults at the end of life: A systematic
review of dignity therapy. Occupational Therapy in Mental Health, 32(4), 370-391.

Retrieved from: https://dx.doi.org/10.1080/0164212X.2016.1146930

Sumsion, T. & Law, M. (2006). A review of evidence on the conceptual elements informing
client-centred practice. The Canadian Journal of Occupational Therapy, 73(3), 153-162.
Retrieved from:

http://libproxy.eku.edu/login?url=https://search.proquest.com/docview/212995209?accou

ntid=10628


https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20039533
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2760661
http://ovidsp.ik.ovid.com.libproxy.eku.edu/sp-3.27.2b/ovidweb.cgi?&S=JLLCPDCHJFHFDNJNFNFKHCBGMCIIAA00&Link+Set
http://ovidsp.ik.ovid.com.libproxy.eku.edu/sp-3.27.2b/ovidweb.cgi?&S=JLLCPDCHJFHFDNJNFNFKHCBGMCIIAA00&Link+Set
https://dx.doi.org/10.1080/0164212X.2016.1146930
http://libproxy.eku.edu/login?url=https://search.proquest.com/docview/212995209?accountid=10628
http://libproxy.eku.edu/login?url=https://search.proquest.com/docview/212995209?accountid=10628

52

Svidén, G., Tham, K., & Borell, L. (2010). Involvement in everyday life for people with a life-
threatening illness. Palliative and Supportive Care, 8, 345-352. Retrieved from:

https://dx.doi.org/:10.1017/S1478951510000143

Taylor, R. R. (2017). The role of theory in occupational therapy. In R.R. Taylor (Ed.), Research
in occupational therapy: Methods of inquiry for enhancing practice (pp. 78- 85).
Philadelphia: F. A. Davis.

Taylor, K., & Currow, D. (2003). A prospective study of patient identified unmet activity of
daily living needs among cancer patients at a comprehensive cancer care centre.
Australian Occupational Therapy Journal, 50, 79-85. Retrieved from:

https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1046/].1440-1630.2003.00327.X

Tomori, K., Nagayama, H., Ohno, K., Nagatani, R., Salto, Y. Takahashi, K.,...Higashi, T.
(2015). Comparison of occupation-based and impairment-based occupational therapy for
subacute stroke: A randomized controlled feasibility study. Clinical Rehabilitation, 29(8),
752-762. Retrieved from: https://dx.doi.org/DOI: 10.1177/0269215514555876

von Post, H. & Wagman, P. (2019). What is important to patients in palliative care? A scoping
review of the patient’s perspective. Scandinavian Journal of Occupational Therapy,

26(1), 1-8. Retrieved from: https://dx.doi.org/10.1080/11038128.2017.1378715

Vrkljan, B. & Miller-Polgar, J. (2001). Meaning of occupational engagement in life-threatening
illness: A qualitative pilot project. The Canadian Journal of Occupational Therapy,
68(4), 237-246. Retrieved from:

http://libproxy.eku.edu/login?url=https://search.proquest.com/docview/212909375?accou

ntid=10628


https://dx.doi.org/:10.1017/S1478951510000143
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1046/j.1440-1630.2003.00327.x
https://dx.doi.org/10.1080/11038128.2017.1378715
http://libproxy.eku.edu/login?url=https://search.proquest.com/docview/212909375?accountid=10628
http://libproxy.eku.edu/login?url=https://search.proquest.com/docview/212909375?accountid=10628

53

Walder, K., & Molineux, M. (2017). Occupational adaptation and identity reconstruction: A
grounded theory synthesis of qualitative studies exploring adults’ experiences of
adjustment to chronic disease, major illness or injury. Journal of Occupational Science,
24(2), 225-243. Retrieved from: https://dx.doi.org/10.1080/14427591.2016.1269240

Watterson, J., Lowrie, D., Vockins, H., & Ewer-Smith, C. (2004). Rehabilitation goals identified
by inpatients with cancer using the COPM. International Journal of Therapy and
Rehabilitation, 11(5), 219-225. Retrieved from:

http://libproxy.eku.edu/login?url=http://search.ebscohost.com/login.aspx?direct=true&dh

=ccm&AN=106612125&site=ehost-live&scope=site

Weinstock-Zlotnick, G. & Hinojosa, J. (2004). Bottom-up or top-down evaluation: is one better
that the other? The American Journal of Occupational Therapy, 58(5), 594-599.

Retrieved from: http://ajot.aota.org/ on 09/11/2018 Terms of Use: http://AOTA.org/terms

Welch, A. & Forster, S. (2003). A clinical audit of the outcome of occupational therapy
assessment and negotiated patient goals in the acute setting. The British Journal of

Occupational Therapy, 66(8), 363-368. Retrieved from:

https://dx.doi.org/10.1177/030802260306600805
Whiteford, G., Townsend, E., & Hocking, C. (2000). Reflections on a renaissance of occupation.
The Canadian Journal of Occupational Therapy, 67(1), 61-69. Retrieved from:

http://libproxy.eku.edu/login?url=https://search.proquest.com/docview/212903508?accou

ntid=10628
Wong, S. & Fisher, G. (2015). Comparing and using occupation-focused models. Occupational
Therapy in Health Care, 29(3), 297-315. Retrieved from:

https://dx.doi.org/10.3109/07380577.2015.1010130



http://libproxy.eku.edu/login?url=http://search.ebscohost.com/login.aspx?direct=true&db=ccm&AN=106612125&site=ehost-live&scope=site
http://libproxy.eku.edu/login?url=http://search.ebscohost.com/login.aspx?direct=true&db=ccm&AN=106612125&site=ehost-live&scope=site
http://aota.org/terms
https://doi-org.libproxy.eku.edu/10.1177/030802260306600805
http://libproxy.eku.edu/login?url=https://search.proquest.com/docview/212903508?accountid=10628
http://libproxy.eku.edu/login?url=https://search.proquest.com/docview/212903508?accountid=10628
https://dx.doi.org/10.3109/07380577.2015.1010130

World Federation of Occupational Therapists (2006). Position statement: Human rights.

Retrieved from: http://www.wfot.org/AboutUs/PositionStatements.aspx

54


http://www.wfot.org/AboutUs/PositionStatements.aspx

55

Appendix A: IRB Institutional Approval

A (4

gJn Ephraim McDowell ST
& -p g@

Health. \

January 3, 2019

Karen Enlow, MS, OTR/L
Principal Investigator

Research Proposal:
Occupational Therapy application of the Canadian Occupational Performance Measure in a Palliative

Care Program

The Ephraim McDowell Health IRB expedited review group of reviewers has agreed that your research
proposal is appropriate for the “exempt” category of research. The IRB grants approval for the research
to be conducted at Ephraim McDowell Regional Medical Center as specified in the submitted proposal
for a period up to 1 year, expiring January 2, 2020.

In implementing the research activities, you are responsible for complying with IRB decisions,
conditions, and requirements. Any changes to this research proposal must be approved through the IRB
prior to implementation. The IRB requests that you provide a summation of your research findings to
the committee at the completion of your research project.

Graciously,
4

)
Michelle DélLuca Fraley, PharmD BCPS
Secretary of the EMH IRB




Appendix B: IRB Joint Approval

Institutional Review Board (IRB) Authorization Agreement

Name of Institution or Organization Providing IRB Review (Institution/Organization A):
Ephraim McDowell Health

IRB Registration #: IRB00004199 Federalwide Assurance (FWA) #, if any: FWA00007131

Name of Institution Relying on the Designated IRB (Institution B):
Eastern Kentucky University

IRB Registration #: IRB00002836 Federalwide Assurance (FWA) #, if any: FWA00003332

The Officials signing below agree that Eastern Kentucky University may rely on the designated IRB for
review and continuing oversight of its human subjects’ research described below: (check one)

(__ ) This agreement applies to all human subjects’ research covered by Institution B’s FWA.
(x) This agreement is limited to the following specific protocol(s):
Name of Research Project: Occupational Therapy Application of the Canadian Occupational
Performance Measure in a Palliative Care Program

Name of Principal Investigator: Karen Enlow

(__) Other (describe).

The review performed by the designated IRB will meet the human subject protection requirements of
Institution B’s OHRP-approved FWA. The IRB at Institution/Organization A will follow written
procedures for reporting its findings and actions to appropriate officials at Institution B. Relevant minutes
of IRB meetings will be made available to Institution B upon request. Institution B remains responsible for
ensuring compliance with the IRB’s determinations and with the Terms of its OHRP-approved FWA. This
document must be kept on file by both parties and provided to OHRP upon request.

Signature of Signatory Official (Institution/Organization A):

,%/ //4;‘/ Date: M

Print Full Name: Jgr ¥ Focr Institutional Title: 6""/600

Signature of Signatory Official (Institution B):
., = Q Date: 2/ {{2?_2

Print Full Name: Dr. Gerald J. Pogatshnik Institutional Title: Associate Vice President for Research

56




Appendix C: Initial Occupational Therapy Evaluation

LR ke

Admission Date 1

Admission Diagnosis

Treatment Diagnosis || |

O &rm band
Patient Identifiers [ patient verified
Verified [ Family member verified
O Pt unable to provide

Pertinent Medical

and Social History 8:'%5
Reviewed
- - [] Supine in Bed [1 On bedside commaode [] Sitting in Chair
pi“%”:gﬁ,is\g?n [] sitting on edge of bed [] In bathroom [ standing
P ’ [ Ambulating in room [1 Ambulating in hall
[]Spouse [1sibling [ Friend
Ll rans [] sitter [ child/Children [J Interpreter

LT [ significant Other

Co-Evaluation with:

(if applicable) [ Physical Therapy [] Speech Therapy

) Pt agreeable to eval () Requires encouragement

Subjective & Other |
Prior level of [ patient [ significant other [] Spouse

function [ Friend [ Family member []EMR
information [OdPhonecall [IRN/PCT [ NH/Assisted living staff
provided by: [] Ex-spouse

Past Medical History

[ alone [ with Spouse
O with Family [ with Significant Other
[ with Friend [1 with Ex-spouse

Patient Lives: [ Nursing Home Resident [] Assisted Living Resident

[ personal Care Home [ with 24 Hour Caregivers
[ Daytime Caregivers [ Nighttime Caregivers

[ None [ Hospital Bed [1standard Walker
[ Manual Wheelchair [ Rolling Walker [ Motorized WC/Scooter
[ rallator walker [ sliding Eoard [ Hemi walker

Patient Owned [ Lift Chair [ Straight Cane [ Gait Belt

Equipment [0 Quad Cane [ Crutches [ Bed Side Commode

[ Platform Wx Attachment [] Shower Chair [1 oxygen
[0 Tub Bench [ Prosthesis [ sock Aid
[ Long Handled Reacher [ Handicapped height toilet
[0 House
[ Apartment

] Mobile Home
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Number of steps to

enter home
[ None
Handrails present [J 1 handrail
[ 2 handrails
HH Rehab prior to ) Yes
admission I No

Ambulation ability
at baseline

) Independent () Supervision
) Assist x1 ) Bedbound/Non- Ambulatory
i3 Assist x2 (2 W/C bound/Non- Ambulatory

Assistive Devices
used for Ambulation
at Baseline

[ None [] standard Walker

[] Quad Cane [ Hemi Walker

[ rolling Walker [ Platform Wx Attachment
[ rRollator Walker [] Prosthesis

[ straight Cane

Pre-Admission
Bathing Ability

[l Home Health Bath Aide
(] Dependent

[] Independent
[JAssistx 1
[ supervision/Set-up

Pre-Admission
Dressing Ability

[ Independent [] Assist x 1
[JDependent [ Supervision/Set-up

Pre-Admission
Hyaiene Ability

[J Independent [JAssistx 1

[] Dependent Ol Pull-up

[ Continent ] Adult Diaper
[ Incontinent O Adult Pads
[ supervision/Set-up

Pre-Admission
Feeding Ability

[ Independent [] Assist x 1
[ Dependent [ Supervision/Set-up

Pre-Admission Meal
Prep Ability

[] Independent [] Dependent
[ Family provides meals [J Uses microwave
O Meals on Wheels

Pre-Admission
Cleaning Ability

[ Independent [] Assisted
[JDependent []Home Health Aide

Does Patient Drive
at Baseline?

i Yas
Y No

Comment |

Patient Preference
for Sleep
Position/Location

[ Regular Bed [ Recliner
[ Hospital Bed [ Lift Chair
[ couch/sofa

Is Patient Employed?

[ Full-Time [ Disabled
O Part-Time [ Homemaker
[0 Unemployed [ Retired

Patient Orientation |[J No Orientation [J Person [ Place O Time [ situation
Preception Impaired 8?;%5

[ Apraxia O Visual Motor




Preception Impaired

L1 AP aAId LI Visudl oL

[ Position in Space [] Visual Perception

by [1Body Scheme [1 Neglect Unilateral
Ol Figure Ground [ R/L Discrimination
- : ) Yes
Cognition Impaired I No
[ Initiation [ Processing Speed
O Planning [] Attention Span

Cognition Impaired
by

[ visual/ Motor [ Concentration
] Problem Solving (] Unable - 1 Step Command
[ sequencing [J Unable - 1 Step Command
[Jjudgement [ Impulsiveness

Memory Description

[ short Term Intact [ short Term Impaired
[JLong Term Intact [1Long Term Impaired

O visual Memory Intact [ Visual Memaory Impaired
[ Auditory Memory Intact (] Auditory Memory Impaired

Gross Range of Motion Assessment

Location ) Left ) Right ) Bilateral O NSA
Extremity ) Upper ) Lower
Findings ) Functional O Within Normal Limits ) Impaired

ROM Exam (Other)

Comment on ROM
Findings

[=] Gross Muscle Strength Assessment - Occurrence #1

= | ocation Bilateral
=+ Extremity Upper
Findings O] Functional [ Within Normal Limits
g O Impaired [ Generalized Weakness

Muscle Strength Exam (Other)

Comment on Strenath
Findings

Hand Dominance

- ) Right
Hand Dominance O Left
[=] Coordination - Occurrence #1
= | ocation Bilateral
EXTREMITY O Upper
) WFL
Gross Motor ) Fair
Coordination ) Poor
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AT R I = WL ) L R AT}
2 Absent
2 WFL
Fine Motor ) Fair
Coordination i) Poor
0 Absent

Coordination Comment

Tone Assessment

Findings

O] within Normal Limits [J Low
(] Spasticity
[ Flaccid
O Rigidity

[ High
O Tremors

Sitting Balance Assessment

Sitting Static

) Good

) Fair

i Poor

) Not Assessed

Sitting Dynamic

) Good

) Fair

) Poor

) Not Assessed

Standing Balance Assessmet

Static Standing

] Good
[ Fair
[dPoor

] without Assistive Device
[0 Hand Held Assist ¥ 1

[ Hand Held Assist X 2

[ with Assistive Device [] Not Assessed

] Good

Dynamic Standing O Fair

] Without Assistive Device
[0 Hand Held Assist X 1

Ambility I Poor [] Hand Held Assist X 2
] with Assistive Device [] Not Assessed
Edge of Bed Sitting .
Tolerance | | (min)
Comments

Balance Assessment ‘I

Pain Level

[J 0=No Pain
[] 7=Moderate-Distressing [ ] 8=Distressing
[ 2=slight Pain

Pain Scale [ 2=slight-Mild Pain

O 4=Mild Pain
] 5=Mild-Moderate
[J 6=Moderate Pain

[ 1=Very Little Pain

[] 9=Distressing-Unbearable
[ 10=Unbearable

[] Unable to Rate Pain

(] Facial Grimacing

[ vocalizations

Pain Location |

Sensation Exam

Sensation Exam [ v Fa T

FARIIA Hdivn ko tmne mmoe i oe
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Sensation Exam

Sensation Exam

Neaded Yes i No 2 NfA due to imp. cognition
Sensation - Occurrence #1
Sensation Location .
Madifier l:l Left D nght
[JElbow [1Face
O] Forearm [ Neck
[ shoulder [JHand

Sensation Location

Ol Ulnar Nerve Area [ Wrist
[JRrRadial Nerve Area [ Thumb
[IMedian MNerve Area

Sensation Intact

[ Light Touch [ Proprioception
[ sharp/Dull [ sterengnosis
[ Hypersensitivity [ Kinesthesia

Sensation Impaired

[ Light Touch [ Proprioception
1 Sharp/Dull [] Sterengnosis
(1 Hypersensitivity (] Kinesthesia

Sensation Absent

[ Light Touch [ Propricception
1 sharp/Dull [] Sterecgnosis
[ Hypersensitivity [] Kinesthesia

Edema Exam

Edema Exam Needed?

T Yes
O No

Comment |

[=] Edema - Occurrence

#1

Edema Location Body

Site Modifier O Left ) Right 71 Bilateral
JFoot [ Ankle
ClLeg [ Hand
=+ Edema site O Arm O serotal

[l Abdomen [ Facial
O Generalized

Edema Assesment

O None

CIMild (1-1+)

O Moderate (2-2+)
[]Severe (3-2+)
[ pitting

I Mon - Pitting

Transfer Ability

Supine to Sit

O independent [JUnable to Tolerate
== [ Refused Care
dcea I Not Assessed
CIMin Assist x1 [ With Trapeze

O Min Assist x2 [ Logroll Technique
[IMod Assist x1 [] with TAPS Pad

O Mod Assist x2 [ With Bedrail

0] Max Assist x1 [ With HOB Flat




Sit to Stand

Sit to Supine

Toilet Transfers

Toilet Transfer
Devices

Sliding Board
Transfers

Transfer Comment

B i SR e e e o e e

[JDependent >1 [] Extra Staff for Safety

[ independent [ Dependent =1

[JsBa [J Unable to Tolerate
[JcGa [] Refused Care

[ Min Assist x1 [ Not Assessed

[ Min assist x2 [ with Device

[0 Mod Assist x1 [ without Device

[ Mod Assist x2 [ Cues for Hand Placement
[1Max Assist x1 [] Extra Staff for Safety

[0 Max Assist x2 [] Bed Height Elevated

[J Dependent x1

[ independent [ Unable to Tolerate
[]sBA ] Refused Care
[Jcea [J Not Assessed

[ Min Assist x1 [ with Trapeze

[ Min Assist x2 [ Logroll Technigue
[ Mod Assist x1 ] with TAPS Pad

[ Mod Assist x2 ] With Bedrail

[ Max Assist x1 ] with HOB Flat

[ Max Assist x2 ] with HOB Elevated
[J Dependent x1 [0 Dependent =1

[J Extra staff for Safety

[ independent []Max Assist x2

[Osea [J Dependent x1

[ cea [JDependent »1

] Min Assist x1 [J Unable to Tolerate
[ Min Assist x2 [ Refused Care

[ Mod Assist x1 [] Not Assessed

[ Mod Assist x2 [] Extra Staff for Safety
[ Max Assist x1

[JCane [1Grab Bars

O walker [J Commode

[ rolling Walker [ Drop-Arm BSC
[J Rollator Walker [ Sliding Board
[OJHemi walker [JBSC at Badside

[] Gait Belt [0 BsC over Commode
O urinal

[Jindependent []Dependent x1
[Jsea [] Dependent =1

O coa [J Unable to Tolerate

[ Min Assist x1 []Refused Care

[ Min Assist x2 [ Mot Assessed

[ Mod Assist x1 [] Extra Staff for Safety
[1Mod Assist x2 [] Cues for Board Placement
[ Max Assist x1 [ Assist w/Board Placement
[ Max Assist x2
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Weight Bearing Assessment

Weight Bearing
Location

) Right Lower Extremity
) Left Lower Extremity
{3 Right Upper Extremity
) Left Upper Extremity

Weight Bearing

i) Non-Weight Bearing ) Touch Down Weight Bearing
{3 Partial Weight Bearing ) Weight Bear as Tolerated

Status ) Full Weight Bearing
Allowed Weight
Bearing Amount | | (bs)
Ambulation Assessment
] MNone (] Gait Belt
(] Standard Walker CLs0
O rolling walker [ Miami 1 Collar
[ Rollator Walker [ Knee Immobilizer
- [ Hemi Walker JaFo
As;;nt?féaggﬁces [] Platform Wx Attachment [] Shoes
(] Quad Cane (] Orthotic Shoes
(] Straight Cane O] Prosthesis
O Crutches (] 5ara + Lift/wWalker
[ oxygen O Parallel Bars
[ sling
Ability to Maintain | [ Yes O No

Weight Bearing
Status

O with Cues [ with Therapist monitoring
[ Inconsistent

Ambulation Ability

] Independent [] Dependent x1
OsBa 0 Dependent =1
dcea [ Refused Care

[ Min Assist x1 [ Not Assessed

[ Min Assist x2 [ Unable to Tolerate
[]Mod Assist x1 [] To be Assessed

[ Mod Assist x2 [] Non Amb at baseline
] Max Assist x1 [] Extra Staff for Safety
[ Max Assist x2

Other Exam Notes

Overall Endurance

) Good
) Fair
) Poor

Other Comments

Basic ADL Assessment

Bathing Assistive
Devices

] Chair ] Transfer Tub Bench [ Shower Chair

[ Grab Bars [ Tub Rail
COwash Mitt [ Hand Held Shower []Bed Side Commode

O None

] Long Handled Brush

2 Independent
2 Standby Assist

) Maximum Assist
2 Maximum Assist x2




Bathing Ability

CHG Bath Completed

Eating/Feeding

Assistive Devices

Eating (Feeding)

Ability

Grooming Ability

Oral Care Assistive
Devices

Oral Care Ability

Lower Body Dressing
Assistive Devices

Lower Body Dressing
Ability

Upper Body Dressing
Assistive Devices

_} Standby Assist

) Maximum Assist x2

) Contact Guard Assist ) Dependent

1 Minimum Assist
) Minimum Assist x2
) Moderate Assist

_)Dependent =1
) Assisted By Family
) Assisted By Caregiver

) Moderate Assist x2 (O Refused Care

) Not Assessed
Yes

O None
[1Plate Guard
[ ADL Orthotic

[ Adapted Utensil [ Adapted Plate/Bowl
(] Adapted Cup (] Nonslip Pad
] Universal Cuff 1 Maobile Arm Support

[0 weighted Utensils (] Large Handled Utensils

) NPOD 23 Minimum
) Independent ) Moderate
) Dependent O Maximum
) Not Assessed O Supervision

_» Independent
) standby Assist

) Maximum Assist
) Maximum Assist x2

) Contact Guard Assist ) Dependent

) Minimum Assist
) Minimum Assist x2
") Moderate Assist

) Dependent >1
) Assisted By Family
) Assisted By Caregiver

) Moderate Assist x2 () Refused Care

) Not Assessed

[ adapted Toothbrush [J] Adapted Dispensers

[ benture Brush
O nNone

) Independent
) standby Assist

[ Dentures

) Maximum Assist
) Maximum Assist x2

) Contact Guard Assist ) Dependent

) Minimum Assist
) Minimum Assist x2
) Moderate Assist

") Dependent >1
) Refused Care
) Not Assessed

) Moderate Assist x2

[ None
[ sock aid

] Dressing Stick
[ Long Handled Shoe Horn

[ Adapted Shoe Fasteners [] Reacher

) Independent
) standby Assist

) Maximum Assist
) Maximum Assist x2

) Contact Guard Assist ) Dependent

) Minimum Assist
) Minimum Assist x2
) Moderate Assist

") Dependent >1
_» Assisted By Family
) Assisted By Caregiver

) Moderate Assist x2 ) Refused Care

) Not Assessed

[ Mone
[1 Adapted Closures
[ Reacher

[ zipper Full
[] Dressing Stick
[0 Button Hook
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Upper Body Dressing
Assistive Devices

Upper Body Dressing
Ability

Toilet Transfers

Toileting Assistive

Devices

Toileting Hyagiene

Home Management

Limiting ADL Factors

] None [ Zipper Pull

] Adapted Closures [] Dressing Stick

(] Reacher [0 Button Hook

) Independent ) Maximum Assist

) standby Assist ) Maximum Assist x2
) Contact Guard Assist () Dependent

) Minimum Assist ) Dependent >1

) Minimum Assist x2 ) Assisted By Family

) Moderate Assist ) Assisted By Caregiver
) Moderate Assist x2 () Refused Care

{2 Not Assessed

) Independent ) Maximum Assist

) standby Assist ) Maximum Assist x2
) Contact Guard Assist () Dependent

) Minimum Assist ) Dependent >1

2 Minimum Assist x2 () Refused Care
) Moderate Assist )Mot Assessed
) Moderate Assist x2

(] Bedpan [ Urinal

BsC [0 Commode

[ sliding Board [] Hoyer Lift

O walker [ rolling Wallker

[ st. Cane [ Quad Cane
[ crutches [ wheelchair
[ Hemi Walker [] Catheter

i) Independent 1 Maximum Assist

i) Standby Assist ) Maximum Assist x2
) Contact Guard Assist () Dependent

) Minimum Assist ) Dependent =1

3 Minimum Assist x2 (O Supervision-Set Up
) Moderate Assist ) Continent

) Moderate Assist x2 () Incontient

) Refused Care ) Adult Depends

) Not Assessed

] Independent [] Maximum Assist
(] Stand-by-Assist [ Dependent
[ Contact Guard Assist []Has Family/Agency Assist

(] Minimal Assist [ Mot Assesed/MNA
[JModerate Assist
I None ] Impaired Balance

(] Ataxia
[] Decreased Endurance
] Pain

O] Apraxia
O Limited ROM
O Incoordination

] Abnormal Tonal Reflexes [] Decreased Strength
] Poor Safety Awareness [ Impaired Sensory Process

O] Impaired Cognition

(] Impaired Perception
O] Low Vision

[] weight Bearing Status

] On Ventilator Support

O] Impaired Mability

(] Need for Adaptive Equip.
(] Useof One Side of Body
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ADL Factors Other
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Precautions in Place

[ THR O] WBAT
[ Fall Risk O] TDWE
OLow Vision [CINWE

Follows Precautions

1 Yes
) No

Comment |

AM-PAC

AM-PAC Completed

) Yes
I No

How much help needed by another person

Putting on/taking
off reg lower body
clothing

) Total
1A Lot
1A Little
) None

Putting on and taking off regular lower body clothing

Bathing

) Total
1A Lot
A Little
) None

Bathing (including washing, rinsing, drying)?

Toileting

) Total
1A Lot
A Little
) None

Toileting, which includes using toilet, bedpan or urinal?

Putting on/taking
off reg upper body
clothing

) Total
1A Lot
A Little
) None

Putting on and taking off regular upper body clothing

Taking care of
personal grooming

) Total
1A Lot
A Little
) None

Taking care of personal grooming such as brushing teeth

Eating meals

) Total
1A Lot
A Little
) None

Raw Score




67

{2 G8987CI
1 GB9B7C]
58987 - Self Care | () G89STCK
Current Status ) GBOBTCL
) GBOSTCM
) GBO8TCN
Self Care
) GB98BCH
) GBO8BCI
) GBO8BC]
G8988 - Self Care | () GBO8BCK
Goal Status ) GEo8sCL
1 GB98BCM
) GBOBBCN
Self Care
) GBOSICH
1 G8989CI
1 G8989C]
G8989 - Self Care | GBOBACK
DC Status ) GBOBACL
) GB98ICM
1 GBOBACN
‘Self Care
VITAL SIGNS
Blood Pressure
Systolic [ | (100 - 140 mm Hag)
Blood Pressure
Diastolic | | (60 - 100 mm Hg)
Pulse Rate (adult) || | (60 - 90 bpm)
02 Saturation [ | (25 - 100 %)

[ Nasal Cannula [ cpaP/BiPap Inline
[ oxymizer Cannula [J] Non-Rebreather Mask

Oxygen Delivery  |[] Room Air [ Trach Collar
[1 Ventilator [ venturi Mask
1 Aquinox
02 Liters (if -
applicable) | | (iters)
Teaching Assessment
[1 One-on-0One Instruction [J Audio ] Written
Learning Preferences [ Group Instruction [ visual ] Demonstration
[ Discussion
[INone O] Auditory
[ rReading skills [ cognitive/Verbal
[ Cognitive/Written [J Motivation
[ Physical [ Age related
- : [JLanguage ] Emotional
Barriers to Learning [ Cultural ] Religious
[ Financial [ visual
[ speech [ Mo Intrepreter

L[] Cognitive Impulsiveness [] Dementia




I Disorientation/Confusion
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Readiness To Learn

2 Good ) Fair 2 Poor
{2 Unable to Tolerate O Patient Refused

Plan of Care

Summary of Findings

Rehab Potential

) Guarded
) Poor

) Fair

) Good

Y NfA

Problems Identified

] Impaired Endurance [J Pain

] Impaired Cognition [J Impaired Sensation

] Impaired Perception [J Use of One Side of Body
] Impaired Coordination [] Decreased U/B Strength
] Decreased Functional Mab. [J Decreased U/B ROM

] Decreased Balance [J Increased Edema
] Abnormal Muscle Tone [J Poor/Imp Safety Awareness
(] Low Vision [J Poor Head /Trunk Coord.
(] Impaired ADL'S [] Respiratory Status
] Obesity [0 Home Environment
Other Problems
Identified
[J ADL Retraining [ staff/Family Education
O Eec/ws [J Edema Control
O PRE [JHomemaking/Kitchen Safety
[JHEP [JHome Evaluation
Treatment Plan CITE O AE Training
OTa [ Cognitive Train/Retrain

[ Perceptive Train/Retain [] Neuromuscular Reeducation
[ Living skill/Community

Treatment Plan -
Other

Treatment Frequency

ne time visit

¥ Daily 4-6X Week
¥ Daily 5-7X Week
onitor

-2
-3
-2¥ Daily 3-5¥% Week
-2
-2

QO
ERREMEO




Treatment Frequency
- Other

Short Term Goals

Long Term Goals

Treatment Duration
- Short Term Goals

One Time Visit
1-2 Days

2-3 Days

3-5 Days

) 0ne Week

) Two Weeks
) Three Weeks
) Four Weeks

o
o
o
o

Treatment Duration
- Long Term Goals

) One Time Visit
) 0ne Week

) Two Weeks
) Three Weeks
) Four Weeks

Treatment Duration
- Other

Plan of Care Review

[ 1]

Barriers to Plan

[ Physical Status
[] Cognitive Status
[J Environment

[ Motivation
[ None Identified
Discussed with i Yes
Patient and/or 1 No
Caregiver Comment |
[JHome Independent [ NHP
Discharge [ Home with Family Support [ Possible TCU Admit
g [JHome with HH OT [ rehab Hospital

Recommendations

[JHome with Outpatient OT [J TED pending pt. progress
[JHome with Sitters



Treatment Duration
- Other
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Plan of Care Review

I

Barriers to Plan

[ Physical Status
[ Cognitive Status
[J Environment

[ Motivation
[ None 1dentified
Discussed with i ¥es
Patient and/or ' No
Caregiver Comment |
[ Home Independent O] NHP
Discharge [ Home with Family Support [J Possible TCU Admit
g [JHome with HH OT [ rehab Hospital

Recommendations

[JHome with Outpatient OT [] TBD pending pt. progress
[ Home with Sitters

Discharge Plans
-Other

Recommended DC
Equipment

OTeD [JHospital Bed

[ Bed Side Commaode [] Sliding Board

[ AE [ walker/Basket/Bag
[ Lapboard [0 Wheelchair

[] Transfer Tub Bench [J Shower Chair

[ Oxygen [ Straight Cane

[ Haoyer Lift [0 Hemi Walker

[ Rrolling Walker [ Bariatric BSC

O nNone [ standard walker

Discharge Needs -
Other

Evaluation Status

Evaluation Status

) Evaluation in Progress
) Evaluation Revision

OT Eval Low: ) Yes
OT Eval Mod: i Yes
OT Ewval High: i Yes
OT Re-Eval: ) Yes
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Appendix D: Data Collection:
Demographics and PPS scores
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Appendix E: Data Collection: COPM

Evaluator Karen Enlow
Participant ID: 1
Initial Assessment:

Re-assessment:
Category

Importance Performance T1 Satisfaction T1

Total performance or satisfaction scores
Average scores performance/satisfaction T1

Performance T2 Satisfaction T2

Total performance or satisfaction scores T2

Average scores performance/satisfaction T2




Appendix F: Shah Modified Barthel Index

NRIC :
Name:

Date :
c Full-Time Healthy Caregiver o Part-Time Caregiver (i.e. working)
£ Full-Time Frail Caregiver o Mo Caregiver
Functional Assessment Index Score Remarks/Actions
BOWEL CONTROL (Preceding week)
Continent 10
Oeoecasional accident (once a week) &
Incantinent (or need to be given enemas) o
BLADDER CONTROL (Preceding week)
Continant 10
Cecasional accident (once per 24 hours) &
Incantinent or catheterized and unable to manage 0
PERSONAL HYGIENE (Preceding 24 - 48 hours)
Independeant -3
Meed help o
TOILET USE
Indepandant 10
Meads some halp &
Dependant 0
FEEDING
Independant 10
Mead help &
Unable o
TRANSFER (from bed to chair and back)
Independant 18
Mincr help (verbal or physical) 10
Majer help {one or two persons physical) can sit g
Unable, no sitting balance, need two pacple to life 0
MOBILITY
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Independant but may make use of a walking aid 15
WWalks with the help of one person (verbal or physical) 10
Wheelchair independant -]
Immaobile o]
DRESSING

Indepandant {Including buttons zips laces afc) 10
MNeeds help but can do about half unaided <]
Dependent 0
STAIR

Independant up and down; must carry any walking aid used fo be 10
indepandant.

Meeds help (Verbal physical carrying aid) -
Unable 0
BATHING

Independent; must get in and out unsupervised and wash self -3
Dependent o
Comments;

MName & Designation of Staff: Signature:

Use of aid to be independent is allowed.

This should record what the client does rather than what they could be.

The need to supervision indicates that client is not independent.

Answers should be based on the best available evidence but direct observation is not required.
Client who is unconscious is scored "0 throughout even if not yet incontinent.

Maximum score is 100; low scores on individual items highlight areas of need.

Total Dependency = 0-24 Severs Depandency = 26-48

Mild Depandency =75-00 Mirimal Dependancy = 91-08

Moderate Dependency = 50-74

Indepandant = 100

74



Appendix G: Number of Occupations by Category

3
15
2
15
1
1R
o
1 2 3 4 53 L] 7 8 9 10

Client number

W Self-care M Productivity ™ Leisure
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Appendix H: Scatterplot Diagram of the Correlation among PPS and COPM Satisfaction

Scores

COPM Satisfaction Scores



77

Appendix I: Scatterplot diagram of the Relationship Among PPS and COPM Performance

COPM Performance
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20
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10
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Change in Performance score

Appendix J: Change in Performance Scores on the COPM (Pre/Post)

(% 2 TR+ T T o o

[ B " B 7S T =4

Clients
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Change in Satisfaction scores

Appendix K: Change in Satisfaction Scores on the COPM (Pre/Post)

5.6
5.2

3.3
3
2
1.7
1
I I 0.5 0.6
1 B
5 6 7

1 2 3 4
Clients

0.4
|

10
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Appendix L: Scatterplot Diagram of Correlation of Shah Modified Barthel Index Scores

and Self-Care Occupations
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