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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to find out the goitre prevalen-
ce of schoolchildren and compare common housechold factors between
goitrous and non-goitrous Karen primary schoolchildren such as
mother’s or guardian’s demographic and socio-economic factors,
receiving of information, knowledges, and prevention behaviours. The
sample population, consisting of 116 Karen schoolchildren of Ban Mae
Lan Kam Primary school and Pa ka Nork branch, Samoeng  tai
Sub-District, Samoeng District, Chiang Mai Province, was obtained by
using simple random sampling. Data were collected by examining school-
children’s thyroid gland, interviewing schoolchildren and their

mothers or guardians at home. Data were analysed by using frequency,



percentage, arithmetic mean and standard deviation. T-test, Chi-square
test,_and Fisher’s Exact Test were used for hypothesis testing.

The results were as follows:

1. The goitre prevalence of Karen schoolchildren was 61.2%
(95% Confidence Interval = 56.4-86.0%).

2. The comparison of sex, age, marital status, educational
lavel, occupation and financial status between goitrous and
non~goitrous schoolchildren’s mothers or guardians were not different.

3. The comparison of receiving of goitre information from
persons and media befween goitrous and non-goitrous schoolchildren’s
mothers or guardians were not different.

4. The comparison of knowledge scores about goitre between
goitrous and non-goitrous schoolchildren’s mothers or guardians were
not different.

5. The comparison of goitre prevention behaviours between
goitrous and non-goitrous schoolchildren’s mothers or guardians such
as frequency of salted tuna consumption/week, frequency of iodated
salt consumption/week, duration of iodated salt consumption (months),
amount. of iodinated water drinking/glas_ses/day, duration of jodinated
water drinking (months), and frequency of cabbage consumption/week

were not different.





