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ABSTRACT

The study was a descriptive study with aims to investigate attitude of top persons and
public health officer towards Avian Influenza (AI) surveillance and control performance of their
local administrative organizations; and to compare the performance by size of the organization on
project planning, budget, material and equipments, personals and coordination issues. There are 3
different sizes, i.e municipality, medium and small local administrative organizations.72 local
organization in Kanchanaburi and Suphan Buri Province were stratified randomly selected. 2
personals and 1 public health officer from each local administration were questioned with the
structured questionnaire. The questionnaire comprised of general information, attitude, work
process and problems found from Al surveillance and control performances.

The study found that in terms of project planning, most of respondents (90.3%) agreed
that local administration should set up an Al surveillance and control work plan. In terms of
budget, most of respondents (92.3%) agreed that local administration should provide budget for

Al surveillance and control. In terms of materials and equipment, most of respondents (90.2%)



agreed that local administration should provide infectious protecting equipments. In terms of
personals, a number of respondents (59.8%) agreed that local administration should provide
specific in charged officials for Al surveillance and control. In terms of coordination, most of
respondents (96.5%) agreed that local administration should work together with other
organizations in Al surveillance and control.

The comparison study on Al surveillance and control performance revealed that the
different size of local administration showed different proportion of availability of Al in charge
personals significantly (chi square test, p< .05). The other aspects of local administration
performances revealed the high proportion in performance and no statistically difference among
each size of local administrations.

The Al surveillance and control problems found in municipality survey showed that
90% was organization capacity, 76.7% was personal shortage, and 50% were budget and material
shortage, respectively. In terms of problem found in medium local administrative organization
showed that 83.3% were personal and budget, 72.2% was organization capacity, respectively. In
the small local administration found 90.6% was budget, 73.9% was organization capacity and
64.6% was personal problem, respectively.

Moreover, it found a statement that might show significance towards Al control
performance, namely, 54.9% of politicial personals of local administration hold higher bachelor
degree and 46.5% has government service experiences. While big and medium local
administrations showed confidence on ability performance in Al surveillance and control, only
41.7% of public health officials support this statement. On the other hand, 50% of local
administrative personal agreed that the task of Al control should be directly put under
organization in district level that worked related to livestock, whereas 62.5% public health

officials had the idea.



