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The objective of this study was to compare the oral impact on quality of life of grade 6 students between
the gold and bronze level health promoting schools in Muangsamsib district, Ubonratchatani. A cross — sectional
analytical study of 174 students from gold tevel and 206 students from bronze level health promoting school was
conducted. A clinical examination was performed followed by interviewing demographic information and oral
health behaviors. An interview using a questionnaire to measure an oral impact on quality of life utilizing
the CHILD — OIDP index was conducted. The results showed that there was no significant different between the
gold and the bronze level group in DMFT, mean number of sextants with healthy periodontal condition, and
OHI-S score. Approximately fifty — six percent of students in the gold level and 60.7% of students in the bronze
level health promoting schools had one or more oral impact. The mean oral impact score of the two groups was 2.
The intensity of oral impact of more than 75 % of students from both group had “very little” to “little” level.
Eating was the most common performance affected. The main clinical cause of oral impact was toothache.
The prevalence, mean impact score and intensity of oral impacts between the two groups of students were not
statistically different. This study showed that the gold level schools’ health promotion activities do not reflect in
having better oral health related quality of life comparing to the bronze level schools. The reason may be that the
dental health indicator is not compulsory for the evaluation of the gold level schools. A lack in continuity and
intensity of health promotion activities in gold level schools is also another reason. To improve the current
situation, the dental health indicatbr and strategies for maintaining the dental health promotion activities should

be used when evaluating the gold level school in the future.





