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Basic Rehabilitation Service Needs of People with Disability at Zhabei District in Shanghai QIAN Nai-si, XIE Jing-yi, ZHENG

Gang , et al. School of Public Health , Fudan University, Shanghai 200032, China

Abstract: Objective To investigate the factors influencing basic rehabilitation service needs of people with disability at Zhabei

District in Shanghai . Methods Primary rehabilitation demands and services of 10 311 disabled persons in Zhabei District were sur-

veyed. Results The screening rate of persons with disability having primary rehabilitation demands was 83. 5%. And the gender,

age, type of disability, disability level, education, employment might be the factors affecting the primary rehabilitation demands of

people with disability. Conclusion The primary rehabilitation service demands vary in deferent types of people with disability. The va-

rious services based on the extensive rehabilitation services should be provided to deferent categories of people with disability.
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