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Abstract

This study aimed to evaluate community based rehabilitation program in the Northern
West Bank from the perspective of workers, to find out the adequacy of the program of
preparation and organization of manpower, training programs, transportation and budget in
the program.

In order to detect, the program's effectiveness in achieving rehabilitation services and the
preparation of the disabled through the workers in the program, and to reveal the range of
suitability of the rehabilitation activities to the needs of disabled people in their local
environments, and the program's ability to influence the attitudes of institutional and
community, and the possibility of program continuity and permanence (sustainability) and
its development within the community.

The study relied on quantitative approaches in dealing with data and statistics, and the
results that have been collected by using questionnaire consisted of two sections
(independent variables, and dependent variable), the questionnaire was distributed to the
study population , using a survey sample of workers in the rehabilitation program based on
the local community in the North West Bank. (51) workers in various disciplines in
September 2012.

To answer the study questions and hypotheses, frequencies, percentages, means, standard
deviations, and t-test, and ANOVA test and less statistically Pnificant difference test were
used.

The study concluded that the assessment of the rehabilitation program based on the local
community in the northern West Bank, was high on the level of the tool in general, it was
mainly represented in the field of the appropriateness of the activities in the rehabilitation
program based on the community, the effectiveness of the program based on the local
community, and the impact on institutional and societal attitudes, while it was moderate
on the areas of adequacy and sustainability of the program and its lifetime.

Upon the findings of the study , the researcher put some recommendations including: the
necessity for the government and the state to pay attention to the rehabilitation program
based on the local community and to give support to preserve the rights of the disabled
within their communities, by supporting the non-governmental organizations working to
provide the needs and rehabilitation activities appropriate to the lives of individuals with
disabilities within their local environments to ensure continuity and sustainability of the
program. And the need for non-governmental organizations partners in the rehabilitation
program based on local community to pay attention to the program workers' rights
including salaries, allowances and bonuses.
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