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ABSTRACT
 The objectives of the research were to 1) identify the problems and development                     
situation of health management village 2) develop a model with community participation on                    
health management village 3) evaluate the implementation of the developed model. This action 
research consisted of 4 steps and was conducted in Ban KhonKaen, Moo 3, Wansaeng Sub-district, 
Kaedum District, MahaSarakham Province between July and December 2011. Research tools were a 
structured questionnaire and meeting agendas developed for questionnaire interview and meetings 
of the community and family leaders to identify the problems, planning, facilitation of the                           
implementation and evaluation. The collected data was analyzed using descriptive and inferential 
statistics for quantitative data and content analysis for qualitative data.
 The results indicated that1) problem identiÞcation step through the participatory meeting 
of community leaders, it was found that before the model development the successfulness of 
being the health management village score for 5 dimensions was 88.83%with the overall                            
competency of 76.85% which was considered as a good level (4 stars). Some communities did not 
pass the 3 domains: in the aspect of health fund management; the evaluation on the family leaders 
and  community leaders showed that the participation in development was at low level; the                    
perception, pride and attitude toward  village healthmanagement was at a moderate level while 
the family head had knowledge at a good level. 2) In term of domain, health fund management 
domain, management of data for community health planning and disseminate health information 
to the community. They had low level of participation and gaining beneÞt. Community and family 
leaders had medium level of awareness, participation, pride, knowledge and attitude towards health 
management village.They had medium level of knowledge and competency in overall community 



197
  26  2 (  – ) . . 2558

CHOPHAYOM JOURNAL Vol.26 No.2 (July - December) 2015

health management. Family leaders had good knowledge on health management.2) For planning 
to solve the problems and community health development based on identiÞed problems through 
participation of all sectors and implementation, it was found that the strategies which were used in 
planning were (1) two-ways and informal communication (2) community participation in management 
(3) Þeld visit and experiences sharing with successful village (4) using evidence based information               
for situational analysis and planning (5) appreciation, praiseand motivation for the community.                          
They could develop 6 plans with20 activities.3) The evaluation was found that after the                                  
implementation, the village had health management village score of 100%with a 12.57 percent  
increased, they could pass all 5 dimensions and had overall health management village                                
competency of 95.37%with a24.10 % increased, and was categorized into the very good level                    
(5 stars). Concerning the community and family leaders, the comparison between pre- development 
and post- development indicated that. Six domains hadp -value < 0.001. Comparing pre- develop-
ment and post- development concerning the community leader and representative indicated that. 
Six domains had p -value < 0.001. Concerning competency of community leader and representative 
on community health management, comparing before and after the development indicated that 
the overall score with the mean different of 24.06scores p-value < 0.001.The family leaders had high 
level of satisfaction on ht community health development activities. The successful factors of this 
action research are 1) leaders had good management skills and leadership 2) able to develop network 
within and outside the community 3) awareness of community’s problems 4) good relationships 
from kinships resulted in esprit de corps 5) sharing experiences and learning from model                               
community.
 Keywords : Model Development, Health Management Village, Community Participation 
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 1  
  

      N  Mean S.D.    Mean Difference  p-value

                   (95% CI)

   102 59.88 2.60  9.68  < 0.001
   102 69.56 2.41  (8.99-10.37)
  

   102 29.78 3.80  11.99  < 0.001 
   102 41.77 4.26  (10.80-13.17) 
 

   102 50.57 4.20  15.72  < 0.001 
   102 66.30 2.82  (14.68-16.77)
 

   102 65.33 4.17  3.28  < 0.001
   102 68.61 2.40  (2.36-4.20)
  

   102 8.36 1.29  1.01  < 0.001
   102 9.37 0.76  (0.73-1.29)
  

   102 30.92 3.79  3.91  < 0.001
   102 34.83 1.84  (3.13-4.68)  
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