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Abstract
TE142064

This research is of survey type. Its purposes were 1) to study participation in treatment and
rehabilitation to amphetamine addicts; 2) to compare participation of officials, community leaders,
families and amphetamine addicts as social mobilization process; 3) to investigate the relationship of
variables with participation; and 4) to find the problems and the ways to promote participation for
treatment and rehabilitation of amphetamine addicts .

The sample populations used in this study consisted of 1) group of administrators, 2) group of
officials, 3) group of community leaders 4) group of farnily members of amphetamine addicts and 5)
group of amphetamine addicts. Totalling 174. The data was collected by using interview schedule and 3
group discussions; 1) group of officials concerned with treatment and rehabilitation of amphetamines
addicts, 2) group of teachers in educational institutions and 3) group of community leaders. The data
was analyzed by percentage, mean and standard deviation. The comparison of the difference of mean
among 5 sample groups was through Kruskall Wallis analysis of variance. Wilcoxon rank sum test was
then used for complex comparison to find the difference between each pair of participation. Spearman
rank correlation, Point biserial correlation and Kendall’s tau coefficient were also used to investigate the
relation and size of relation of the variables which affecting amphetamine addicts by using significantly
statistical level at 0.05.

The findings revealed that the groups of administrators and officials had the most participation
while the group of community leaders, families and amphetamine addicts had the least participation. The
variables related to this participation were educational level, work responsibility period, amount of
training time, membership of co-vocation team and mempbership of people’s organization.

The probiems of participation for amphetamine addicts were : lack of chance and tme in
accordance with people’s way of life, information and reports of agencies. pecpie and comrmunities not
in consensus, lack of morale and courage 1o participate, disagreement berween communities and addicts’
families, the budger 1o process activives not enough and not conunuous. lack of appiving local resources.
and lack of clarity in management of people’s organization.

The ways to promote amphetamine addicts, participation were inducement of the group of
important people, natural leaders, local officials to participate and to exchange information, both
accordance with life style and socially supporting personnel, Furthermore, there should be the reduction
of regular work and appropriate job distribution to officials, the improvement of production and broad-
cast system of media by using marketing system as well as the inducement of family menbers of the

addicts and amphetamine addicts themselves to join in every activity in the community.



