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ABSTRACT

This research was aimed to study working state by local functional group for people
with special needs in Community Based Rehabilitation Programme under Rajabhat Maha
Sarakham establishment into 1. Level of its working performance, 2. Comparison the difference
of its own performance along with its various groups of functioning and 3. Suggestions in its
group functioning. Target group was locally from 324 functioning subjects from 12 sub-districts
wherein the Iocal functional groups in Mahasarakham Province. They conducted 52 items of
5 rating scale questionnaire with the reliability via Cronbach Alpha Coefficient at 0.92.

Basic statistics and One - way ANOVA were applied for data analysis.

The results were as follows ;

1. Jts working state of performance was in Middle l.evel in total while two aspects
were revealed in Much Level and the other two ones were in Middle Level. The Much Level
aspects comprised a) Realization advocacy in special needs for families and communitics and
b) Capability enhancement in knowledge, ability and specific skills The Middle Level ones were
a) Supports for Involvement of people with special needs and their families and b) Resource
co-utilization for development and rehabilitation for people with special needs.

2. There were statistically significant difference at .05 level in working perfonnénce

in total and each aspect after comparison of the different kinds ofits functional group.




3. Suggestions in its group functioning comprised ; a) Realization advocacy in
special needs for families and communities, sequenced from much to less frequency, were
1. Community, families and relatives of people with special needs delivered acceptation,
assistances and giving opportunities to those with special needs, 2, Training for realization
advocacy to rare people with special nceds was delivered to families of people with special
needs and the communities, and 3. Home/family visits were seen for familiarization
accomplishment. b) Resource co-utilization for development and rehabilitation for people with
special needs, frequently sequenced from much to less, were 1. There were good cooperation
among the functioning groups and responsible project group as well as information sharing,
2. More related organizations were needed for rehabilitation and assistance and 3.Qut-reaching
training with keynote speakers was more wanted. ¢) Capability enhancement in knowledge,
ability and specific skills, frequently sequenced from much to less, were 1. Related experts were
needed for community members for skill development and {o increase specific knowledge,
2, At least of several training times for functioning group members were needed and
3. Sub-District Officers were needed to develop their knowledge in special needs for guidance
people with special needs and related members in their own communities. d) Supports for the
project involvement of people with special needs and their families, frequently sequenced from
much to less, were 1. People with special needs, their families and community established career
together, 2. People with special needs ,their families and communities needed out of bound visits
for sharing new experiences and 3. People with special needs and their familics were poor and

needed intrinsic attention with effective intervention.




