이 괄호부분의 내용은 번역자만 읽고 삭제하여 주시길 바랍니다.(먼저, Glen W. White, Craig Ravesloot, Chiaki Gonda, KyungMee Kim, Shoji Nakanishi, Ahn Ji Hwan, Jeff Gordon and the Consumer Empowered Team의 원문 파워포인트에서 안진환의 영문이 안지환으로 되어 있고, 또한 내용 9페이지에서 같은 오타가 있으니 수정해주십시오. 또한 10페이지의 Mr. Hwan은 안진환의 성을 잘 몰라 오타가 난 것같습니다. Hwan을 Ahn으로 수정해 주시길 바랍니다.) 괄호와 같은 클렌박사님(김경미교수님 발표) 원고를 수정해주세요.
-----------------------------------------------------------------
Discussion Report Regarding - Measuring CIL Services that Improve Community Participation for People with Disabilities: A Comparative Study of the United States, Japan and Korea 
In the midst of cultural differences of each country, should the fundamental roles of the Independent living centers be the same or different?
Park, Chan Oh (Seoul Independent Living Center for Persons with Disabilities)
This research is the first attempt to compare the services independent living centers of Korean, American and Japanese independent living centers.  The centers work to help realize the fundamental value of independent living movement of a disabled person, which are the ability and the right of self-decision (control) in their lives.  I believe that this is a very meaningful research that could help us identify the common grounds within national and cultural differences of the independent living center services.  I give my thanks to everyone who planned and practiced the research. 

First of all, the original reports centered on power point formats had its limitations to understand its motives and it was difficult to fully comprehend the research contents.  Also, it would have been better if the investigation results were presented in a 4section diagram according to the importance rate and the satisfaction rate along with the detailed information within the research methods and the categories.  The investigative survey (page 6) was performed by dividing the importance rate and the satisfaction rate, and it would be helpful if an additional explanation could be provided.  
In order for disabled persons to live within a community, they fundamentally need income to meet their needs (living protection, pension, employment, and such areas shall be referred to as ‘income’), housing, as well as support services for activities in the case the disabled person has difficulty taking care of him/herself.  However, aside from the previously mentioned, protection of rights and interests, disability accommodations, and many varieties of supports are necessary.  Such supports are provided under the name of independent living center services, such services are presented a various forms even within the different centers within a specific country.  These services were divided and proposed in 13 different categories, and it seems to be a very good distribution.  In the case of Korea and Japan, activity assistance services are generally provided on a national level, and it differs from the American system where the assistance is only provided on a limited basis to Medicare members.  In the case 13 large activity assistance services of the US is to consider the conditions of Korea or Japan, it would be better if it can be added as an independent category.  Of course, the Korean and Japanese activity assistance services have its limitations that it’s not a specialized service exclusive to independent living centers.  In the case of Korea, only 20% of the activity assistance service providers (institutions that dispatch support staff for activity assistance) are independent living centers. 

12page

The top 5 important items in order selected by the CIL staff of USA, Korea and Japan.  There are differences in the items that the Korean staff deems important in comparison to the American and Japanese workers.  The American and Japanese staff thinks that the it is important to reinforce the rights to choose, and such rights and deinstitutionalization of the disabled persons, but Korean staff thinks that activity assistance service provision is most important.  This may be because the activity assistance services providers became institutionalized not too long after the independent living movement began, before Independent living centers established an upright identity.  Through the comparative research, the Korean CIL staff must realize that they have misunderstood the roles of existing independent living centers, and newly establish a proper knowledge about the role of the CIL.  

19page

Please provide additional explanations regarding the ‘USA-Korea-Japan Top 10/20 Importance by Category’ for a better understanding.  

20page

The core services comparison of US and Japan (Korea showed the same results) can be considered as the US, Japan and Korean CIL Core services comparison.  In contrast to what the staff thought of as important earlier on, Japan also said that they think the activity assistance services and peer-consultations are important services, like Korea.  The Japanese and Korean activity assistance services differ from that of the US since it is provided on a national level and it has universal characteristics, but it is difficult to determine what the differences of the center’s core services are just by looking at the reports.  Please provide a detailed explanation.  It would be problematic to categorize the difference between the US and Japan as right and wrong, but it would be correct to think that the Korean and Japanese independent living centers needs to rectify the fact that they are focusing only on activity assistance services and peer-consultations in order to play the role of independent living centers in their local communities.
The proposed weaknesses of the countries (the areas that are important, but lacks in satisfactory levels) could be considered as tasks that each centers of individual countries needs to reinforce in the future.  Korean and Japanese Independent living centers needs to focus on providing services for positive thoughts on disabilities and protection. 
27page Conclusion
Of the 5 non-important items in the conclusion, the centers need to continue to give interest and reinforce mental health and recreations.  This is very embarrassing to admit but there are a few disabled persons who used our facilities who didn’t have leisure life and only depended on the service staff in their homes.  They eventually developed severe depression and had to receive psychological treatments.  Also, there were cases where people with severe physical disabilities who ended up developing severe depression while they were obsessed to get employed.  By looking at these cases, though ‘mental health’ is within the non-important category, the centers need to focus on providing leisure activities for the disabled persons to prevent them from getting isolated in the local community.  Also, it would be a very serious problem if a 2nd disability develops through the initial disability.  So the independent living centers need to develop health management businesses in order to help the disabled people to live a healthy life within the local community. 
30page 
I am not quite sure if the fact that Korean and Japanese staff more than twice the interest in peer-support in comparison the US is a positive thing.  And at the same time, I wonder why peer-support has weakened in the US when it is very important for independent living. 

As we come to a conclusion, what I would like to say is that we need to establish an agreement regarding the role of the independent living centers on an international level, just like the title of this discussion report suggests.  I believe that it is necessary for the representatives of independent living center alliance/associations from each country to gather and organize the fundamental principles, 
Some Asian countries have a family centered culture and they have many family members in each household.  But in such an environment, the independent living movement would face contradicting situations.  That is, it would be difficult for the families to request for support such as the activity assistance services on a national level since the family is there to look after the disabled family members.  Also, Asian countries are currently requesting for operational support for the government, independent living support (income, housing, activity assistance services, etc.) and the centers, but the public workers are saying that they don’t know what independent living or independent living center is, and it is very difficult to receive support.  If we clarify the role of the independent living center and the principles of independent living that can be shared internationally, it would act as a catalyst for the expansion of the independent living movement.  
I would like to suggest one thing at this point.  The fundamental principle of independent living is to help the disabled people to live within the local community.  Also, if they are adults, we need to help them become independent to live on their own apart from their families.  I believe that this is the core value.  Furthermore, I would like to suggest that the role of the independent living centers is to reinforce human rights and abilities, establish systematic support services for the disabled persons, and to improve various social accessibilities such as transportation and buildings.  I believe that this comparative research of the US, Korean and Japanese independent living center services will be used as a good foundational material to identify such concepts to come to an agreement.  Just as the research team mentioned on page 32, I anticipate that this would provide great assistance for conceptualization of independent living through a deeper analysis and research. 
Thank you. 
