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Abstract

The quantitative research aimed to study the difference in results
Sustainable Districts Health System evaluation performed by the local health
offices/external agencies and Office of Prevention and Control 3 (Chonburi
Province).The five characteristics of Sustainable Districts Health System were: 1) an
existence disease and health hazard of prevention and control committee, 2) good
epidemiology system , 3) planning & monitoring are evaluation system, 4) actual
resource mobilization by stakeholders, and 5) successful control of 1 or disease of
the Ministry Public Health’s policy as well as of priority disease in the area of
responsibility. The samples were 29 Districts evaluation results, divided into 3
methods: 1) evaluated by Provincial Public Health Office and external agencies for 3
provinces: (i.e Chonburi, Rayong and Sakaew),2) evaluated by Provincial Public Health
Office for 2 provinces (i.e Prachinburi and Nakorn Nayok),and 3)Self- evaluation by
Districts Health Office for 4 provinces (i.e Chantaburi Samutphrakarn Chachoengsao
and Trad).The data were analyzed by using descriptive statistics and paired t-test. The
analytic result revealed that no statistics difference between types evaluator for
method 1 and 2 but 3 (p =0.02).Thus, self evaluation by Districts Health Office is not
recommended for assessment of Sustainable Districts Health system (score difference

at 3.96, accounted for 7.02%).
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