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Abstract
TE 148168

The objectives of this quasi-qualitative research were 1) to study Buddhist monks® participation in
the prevention of the spread of amphetamine in Thailand and 2) to find out factors affecting their
participation. A total of 1,614 monks with no less than three months in monkhood were sampled out from
all regions of the country through multistage sampling structured interviews and in - depth interviews
were administered by the research team and their assistants in the collection of data. Data processing and
analysis were run by the SPSS for Windows with the significance level set at .05. Percentage, arithmetic
mean, standard deviation, Chi-square and Phi were used in statistical presentation.

It was found that their knowledge about amphetamine and its spread was at a great level (¥ =
.73, S.D. = .34) ; however, their participation in the prevention of the drug’s spread was at a low level (X
=.35, S.D. = .44). In terms of the hypothesis test, different zones (inner, middle and outer zones), ages,
monkhood period, additional education during monkhood, pre-monkhood status, pre-monkhood
occupation, ecclesiastical education, religious rank, religious administrative position, experience in the
prevention of the drug’s spread, perception of information from personal media (public and private -
sector personnel and other people), printed materials (document, folder, flier and poster), and audio-visual
media (television, videotape, C.D. and cassette tape) had relationship with the monks’ participation in the
prevention of the drug’s spread. Pre-monkhcod education, perception of information from friends and
relatives, newspapers, magazines and billboards and radio, and knowledge about the drug and its spread,
meanwhile, had no statistically significant relationship with the monks’ participation in the prevention of
the drug’s spread.

In qualitative terms, the findings showed that most respondents held an administrative position as
abbots. They had some experience in the prevention of the spread of amphetamine in the temples and
surrounding communities. They knew ithe Mahadhera Association’s resolution on d:ugs and implemented
it. In terms of pereeption of  information on amphetainine, most respondents perceived information on
amphetamine frem public and private-sector personnel, ¥ from friends and relatives and 1/10 from other
Pecple, in terms of printed materials, most perceived information from newspapers, almost half from
documents and posters, more than 1/5 from folders and biliboards, almost 1/5 from fliers and magazirnes;
in terms of audio-visual media, most perceived information comes from television, mosc than half from
radio, ¥ from videotape and cassette tapes, and 1/10 from CDs. About 1/5 said there had been no spread
of amphetamine in the temple’s surrounding communities; almost 2/5 said there had been minimal spread,;

2lmost Y said there had been wider spread, almost ' being indicated as the spread among youths, monks
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and novices. Most respondents said drug traffickers often resorted to youths in drug trade and that the
intensity of the drug’s spread would depend on the police’s performance. Most of the monks participated
in preventing the drug’s spread in communitics chieily by preaching abstention from the drug on different
occasions. More than 1/5 gave knowledge and information on the drug and penalty for those who violated
drug suppression laws. Almost 1/5 went explaining the danger of the drug at various places and 1/6
attended communal consultative meetings on anti-amphetamine activities. Some of the monks supported
such activities by keeping anonymity for fear of traffickers. Almost % participated in promoting anti-
amphetamine activities (summer novice trainings, anti-drug sports, dharmma preaching), 1/5 gave
trainings on knowledge about amphetamine to youths and people in general. More than 1/5 indicated
negligence of administrators and the police to take serious action on amphetamine spread as the main
obstacle to the successful prevention of the drug’s trafficking while more than 1/6 indicated interruption
of officials and local influential rings collaborating in the production and trafficking of the drug , and 1/6
indicated budget inadequacy allotted for amphetamine suppression and lack of cooperation of both the
public and private sectors as the main obstacles. Almost half of the respondents identified lack of strict
screening before allowing people to enter monkhood or reside in temple compounds as the main obstacle
to the successful prevention of the drug’s spread among the monks; 1/10 indicated forcing drug addicts to
enter monkhood, hoping that they would give up iaking the drug, lack of personnel and government
agencies’ recognition of monks’ role in the prevention of the drug’s spread, lack of able monks in giving
knowledge about the preventicn, and negligence of religious administrators towards drug problems as the
main obstacles; almost 2 proposed solving the drug problem through home-temple-school mechanism and
through active, concerted cooperation of responsible units. Regarding other suggestions, almost 1/3
opined that parents should pay close attention to their children, giving love, and warmth as well as
keeping good family relationship; % recommended that community members should share in community
development and strengthening their effort, thai the government should be aware of the religious
institution's importance in building understanding and disseminating knowledge about drugs, that high-
ranking monks should urge or encourage monks to operate projects or activities for the prevention of the
Spread of amphetamine, that there should be trainings of monks on how tc give knowledge about the
Prevention of the drug’s spread, and that the government should allocate a sufficient budget to supporting

drug-addict treatment and rehabilitation activities and for occupation-promotion activities.



