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ABSTRACT

The objecttives of this research are 1) to study the quality of life of the disabled, 2) to study
factors relating to the quality of life of the disabled and 3) to study factors affecting the quality of
life of the disabled in Changwat Phitsanuloke. There were 348 persons who were blind and/or
physically disabled registering with Phitsanuloke Provincial Public Welfare at the time of the
study period, were selected by multi-stage random sampling. All of these study sample were over
15 years of age. Data were collected using interview questionaires with reliability of 0.7618.
Data analysis was conducted implementing prefabricated SPSS/PC 1o identify percentage,
arithmetic mean, standard diviation. Pearson’s Correlation Coefficient and Stepwise Multiple

Regression Analysis with statistical significance level at 0.05.
Findings indicate the following.

1. The overall quality of life of the disabled is at intermediate level (X = 2.21) which

includes physical (X =2.27), psvchological (X = 2.24) and social (X = 2.14) dimensions.



2. Through Pearson’s Correlation Cofficient Analysis, there are positive relationship
between quality of life of the disabled and a number of factors, at statistical significance level of
0.05, including : income (r = 0.381), occupation (r = 0.309), sufficient income (r = 0.308),
disabled period (r = 0.176), social relationship (r = 0.570), social support (r = 0.441), intra-family
relationship (r = 0.429) and experience of rehabilition (r = 0.424). Whereas residential area is
found to have negative relationship.

3. Through Stepwise Multiple Regression Analysis, factors affecting quality of life of the
disabled include : social relationship, residential area, experience of rehabilitation, occupation,
sufficient income, classification of disability, intra-family relationahip, disabled period and age of

disability , with predicting value a1t 55.2%.



