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ABSTRACT

This descriptive study aimed to examine the quality of life of school age children with
physical disability aged 8-12 years and to compare this with children without disabilities. Thirty -
five schools - age children with physical disability were selected using purposive sampling. The
data were collected during March 26 - April 30, 2008 by using the interviewed questionnaire
which was modified from the PedsQL 4.0 Generic Core Scales. The content validity index and
reliability of this tool were 0.86 and 0.80 respectively. The data were analyzed by using
descriptive statistics.

The results showed that the total score and score in dimensions of quality of life of
school aged children with physical disability by children and their parents were at low level. The
mean score of total score of quality of life in child-self report was 1,133.03 (SD = 363.88) and in
parent-proxy report was 1,010.71 (SD = 330.57). The scores in physical function of the children
in child-self report and parent-proxy report were 332.85 (SD = 223.09) and 252.85 (SD = 198.22)
respectively; the scores in emotional functioning of the children in child-self report and parent-
proxy report were 258.57 (SD = 95.85) and 211.42 (SD = 68.15) respectively; the scores in social

functioning of the children in child-self report and parent-proxy report were 234.28 (SD =



113.28) and 225.00 (SD = 99.44) respectively; the scores in school functioning of the children in
child-self report and parent-proxy report were 256.25 (SD = 87.03) and 253.57 (SD = 83.53)
respectively.

The total score and score dimensions of quality of life of school-age children with
physical disability were lower than normal children in both child-self report and parent-proxy
report.

This study revealed that the school-aged children with physical disability had lower
quality of life than children without disabilities in all dimensions. The authorities, government
and non-government organization, local authorities, and community should plan to support these
children and their families which are in poor families by promoting vocational training and

providing more social welfare, education, physical health, psychosocial, school and benefits.



