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The objective of this descriptive research was to study an adaptation of
family with a severe head injury of a member under Hill’s family crisis model. The
sample groups were 100 families whose the members were severe head injury patients
at Trauma 1 Department and Trauma 2 Department in KhonKean Hospital by chooses
the purposive sampling. The Tool was the interview to adaptation of family with a
severe head injury of a member, which we modified from Hill’s crisis theory
(1949).These tool were verification by six experts. Frequency, percentage, mean, and
standard deviation were used for quantitative data analysis. The qualitative data were
analyzed by Content analysis .

The result

The adaptation of family with a severe head injury of a member which it was
factors

1. The stress event (factor A): We found the member getting severe head
injury too extremely of family them because it was unexpected event and
possibly to die or disability of the member. This event happened to
important members of a family in both bonding for children and spouses in
order and role as a leader who earn for a living of a family.

2. Family resource (factor B): Isan family had got various assistant resources
by reason of relatives life style.

3. Family perception of stress event (factor C): We found the family
perceived that was extremely severe and affect to the family. However
having various assistant sources were realized.

4. Family crisis (factor X): amount of disruptiveness and incapacitatedness
of the family system were few.

5. Coping strategy most found that 3 way were coping by acquire additional
resources, coping with maintaining existing resources and coping with
managing the tension associated with ongoing strains.

Accordingly, despite the fact that the accident event was severe crisis and the
families perceived that, the crisis still was insignificant because of various assistant
resources of Isan family. In addition, good skill of coping with the problem made
Isan families had a chance to bonadaptation.

The recommendation

1. The nursing educate : Student nurses should a crisis theory to assess a
problem of patient and family them.

2. Nursing service : The nurse should to talking very much with patient’s
family for assess crisis and need of family them.

3. Nursing management and policy : The adviser by counseling course
should to training for a nurse in associate ward.

4. Nursing research : In the future research the nurse should qualitative

research to long time study and visit them.





