What “they” think
Brain-Injuries are sometimes labelled as “the silent epidemic”.  BIG asked a market research company Markinor, to conduct quantative research into what “the people” or the public out there think about brain-injuries.  A brain-injured person must be re-integrated into society after his/her injury. BIG needs to know what the public is thinking to be able to  know how to assist the brain-injured person.

As this research was done as part of Markinor’s annual Omnibus (a comprehensive XX annual research project) it included all South Africans, over the age of 16 and of both genders.  The research was done in 7 urban areas and covered high and low income and all educational levels. 

This research focused on three questions pertaining to the brain injured community. They were: 

· Do you think people with brain injuries are so disabled that they cannot understand what you are saying?
· In the workplace, would you be tolerant to a person working with you that is physically and mentally a bit slower, has difficulty remembering, takes longer to understand a concept, is more irritable than other people and needs to rest more often?

· Do you think that a brain injured person, with his/her physical and mental disabilities, have the same rights in terms of leisure or recreational activities and work that you have?
The first question dealt with the understandability of the brain-injured person.  A brain-injured person, sometimes has a speech impediment.  He or she sometimes takes longer to grasp a concept or question or needs time to formulate an answer.   In this case, nearly 50 % of the respondents in terms of gender answered no to the question.  This means that they do not think that a brain-inured person is so disabled that they cannot understand him/her.  The geographical area that was most positive in this regard was the Free State!
The geographical group that was the most positive (or tolerant in this case) was those in Pretoria.  It should be mentioned that the positive response level on all attributes tested (all people/ all areas /all income groups /all genders) above 60 % and even as high as 81 %. 

There is however a very low percentage of brain-injured people that is gainfully employed.  The situation might be that, although the respondents indicated a high tolerance level, they have not experienced working with brain-injured people a lot.  This high positive response level at least shows that there is a positive tolerance level towards brain-injured people.
The last question addressed the brain-injured person’s social activities. Again, here across the different variables, the response was positive.   A positive response from over 70 % for the brain-injured person’s right to recreational activities was reported.  Respondents in Pietermaritzburg were the geographical group that showed the highest positive response rate.  
This research illustrated that “the people out there” are positive about brain-injured people and their rights in the work place and the right to recreational activities.  In terms of the understandability level the response is at least 50 %.   When you, as a brain-injured person interact with the “abled” community, you have the same rights as the next person and they will accommodate you. 
BIG would like to extend a BIG thank you to Markinor for conducting this research free of charge and in doing so, bettering the lives of the brain-injured community. 
