Presented at 2019 AOTA Annual Conference & Expo April 5, 2019

. s g . ?\1\\AENT Op
U | College of Public Health Perspectives on Home Modifications for /A il
and Health Professions L o _ @ ) Il ' | ) ‘%
Department o Occupational Therapy Accessinpility, Affordability, and Aesthetics \/ 2 Ml
UNIVERSITY of FLORIDA _ >, g
Linda Struckmeyer, PhD, OTR/L; Carlyn Ellison, MPH, CPH; Nichole Campbell, PhD, LEED GA, CAPS; Sherry Ahrentzen, PhD P RN, BT e ZN DE\I?»"OQ

OUTCOMES

BACKGROUND

* The development of design standards & accessibility for
individuals with disabilities or functional limitations have
advanced considerably?
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DISCUSSION

METHODS

* Two focus groups (N=16) * Repurposed solutions may meet the needs of clients regarding
* Consumers (n=8): individuals with low vision & functional accessibility, affordability, & attractiveness
mobility limitations * Both groups preferred solutions that were:
* Professionals (n=8): individuals working in the field of e cost-effective
home modifications e easily implemented
* E.g. Occupational & Physical Therapists, architects, & * Professionals prioritized safety & function over attractiveness
building renovators while consumers often chose function over safety &
* Participants were asked to complete a Likert scale on the attractiveness
accessibility & attractiveness of proposed solutions * Client-centered solutions are needed to meet the needs &
* NVivo 12 Software for data management & coding wants of consumers?

FUTURE DIRECTIONS

* Validate identified repurposed solutions with a larger
sample

 |dentify additional repurposed solutions

 Examine the balance between the benefit of repurposed
solutions (e.g., low cost, everyday items used) & their
limitations (e.g., safety, replicability)




