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The objectives of this study were to study female offenders' social

backgrounds and factors affecting the level of the use of amphetamine by female

offenders in the Cenml Correction Institution for females in Bangkok. The samples

of this study were 209 female offenders who committed drug offence (amphetamine

use). The samples were chosen by the simple random sampling mothod. The data was

collected by the questioonaire method. The data were analysed using Percentages,

MearU Standard Deviation, Multiple Classification Analysis, Analysis of Variance

and Correlation for research analysis. The findings of the study were as follow :

l. It was found that most of the female offenders were under 25 years old,

junior high school graduates; low-skilled workers; earned less than 4,000 baht per

month and could not make ends meet; had previously been prosecuted for drug use

and dnrg possession and before getting arrested this time had used amphetamines at

least 3 times ado,y,

2. It was also found that before getting arrested, most of the female offenders

lived in the neighborhood where the use of anrphetamines was widely spread and

most of their intimate friends were fond of going ou! smoking, drinking and using

narcotics ingroup.

3. In hlpothesis testing, it was found that not only the factors of occupation

and monthly income of female offenders made a significant difference in the level of

amphetamine use, but also those of: broken home family; dealing in amphetamine

nafficking and possessing the belief that aurphetaurine use is a good ffng; being

dependent on amphetamines at all times; having mental problems; and lack of farnily

love and close bonding.

4. It was recommended in the study that the family institution should be

stengthen by family love and care and people should be infonned about the bad

effects of narcotic problems. Finally, government agencies concerned with narcotics

prevention and suppression should co-operate with the community on the matter of

preventive measures.
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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

1.1 Nature ofthe problems

Problem of Amphetamine is 6 danget'ous problem for people in Thai society

either in an aspect of lives or properties. Moreover, it may do harm to the state of

mine, families and zurrounding societies of those who consume it. At presen! the

tend of this problem becomes increasing continuously as we can see from the

increasing number of accused offenders in the case of Amphetamine (produce,

distibute, occupy, occupy for distibutioq consume) during 1995-1999 (table 1)

Table I Amphetamine cases through out the couoty classified by years, numbers of

cases, numbers of offenders and types of offences

o

I

o

Year

Mmbers

ofcase

accordingto

tpeof
ofiibit

Numbers of

accused

offenders

according to

tlpe exhibit

Types ofoffencm

Trafficking
Posssing

for

Trafficking

Possssing Consume Total

t99s

1996

t997

1998

*tggg

(iJan-June)

28,W9

52,399

79,445

t25407

s8J17

22,3{l

57,U2

88,140

140,156

@A03

2,954

8,lgl

12,425

20,808

9,@3

2,792

7,089

10,6E3

19,699

8252

16,533

41,055

57,159

r02El

37,159

22t3

72ss

15,073

32,140

14,413

24,459

63,655

95,580

ts3283

69,654

Copyright by Mahidol UniversityCopyright by Mahidol University



a Pol. CaPt Moafree Tedkhan Introduction/ 2

From table 1, we can see that total nrmber of accused offenders in the case of

Amphetamine incteased respectively during 1995 - 1999 forrr 24,459 to 63,655,

95,580, 153,281 ard69,654 which are the total of year 1999 during January - June. ln

year 1998 number of accused offenders in the case of Amphetamine increased at

140,156 while n1999 the nrmber of accused offenders was 64,403, calculated during

January - June.

Therefore, preventive measure is a crucial method to contol and reduce

number of offe,nders, especially those who consume dnrgs. This tpe of person is not

only lose his/her properties but also lose good relationship within family as well as

his/her social stails. Their physical and mental conditions will also get serious

degeneration Although the preventive meas.rre in conducted, it may not be effective

ifpraoticing does not get real understanding on the cause of dnrg consumption of these

people.

Drug preventive measures in the United States in practiced in the same manner

as me,lrtioned" That is to say, the focus of this measure is to find out the cause of drug

problem occurred between police officer aod representatives or committee of

community so that solution of problem will be made in order to avoid its repetition.

This well-known m@sure is called "Community Policing" which is the secondary

preventive step according to the concept of Brantingham and Faust it 1976. This

concept is to intervene the problem by various methods such as providing the hot-line

center and seting up the guard booth or screening poiot at any s:ritical point. But the

most important is to find out the cause of dnrg problem. There ar€ some minor

projects which support the mentioned measure zuch as the project of Combat Drug

o

o
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a Fac. of Grand studiq l\{ahidol Univ. MA. (Criminolory and Crimtnal Justice) / 3

Problems and the project of Imovative Neighborhood-Oriented Policing. Seeking &e

cause of dnrg problem is the important factor that leads to effective problem solving.

As a result, it is interesting to study and find out the causes of dnrg

consumption (Amphaamine) of female offenders at the Institution for Female

Offenders. Besides comnritting crime different from others, most of prisoners arc also

female. Thus, pattem of facton affecting to drug consumption of female prisoners in

required to be studied so that its results may support the ways to prevent and solve this

problem accurately both at present and in future.

1,2 Tho objecttves of the study

1.2.1 To study the status and social background of female offenders at the

Cental Correctiona[ Institution for Female, Bangkok.

1.2.2 To study factors affecting to drug constrmption of female offenders.

1.2.3 To study the trend to solve dnrg consumption of female offenders.

13 Scopeofthestudy

The study on factors affecting to the female offender's dnrg use

(amphetamine). The researcher would study from the female offenders who

committed narcotio offense (amphetamine abuse), serving their jail term in the Cental

Correctional Institution in Bangkok in year 2000.

a

I
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1.4 Definitlons of Tems

Introdudon/4

o

1,4,1 Amphetamine means potent substance according to Potent

Substanceagainst Mental and Nenrous System Act, B.E. 2518.

1,42 Female Prisoner means female offe,nders in the Institution for Female

Offenders who are se,ntenced to imprisonment by the case of

Amphetamine consumption.

1.4.3 Facton affecting to Amphetamine Consumption means factors

concern about personal factors or social background factors, factors on

social, economic and environment physical and mental factors.

1.4.4 X'acton on Social, Economic and Environment mea$l factors

dealing with sornces of residence, family condition, puchasing,

occupying, occupying for distibution, being forced to consume, being

convinced to consume, being deceived to consume, social value and

belief, unemployment etc.

1.4.5 Physlcal f,'actors means physical sicloess which requires dnrgs to

treat or to relieve spnptom of sickness.

1.4.6 Mental Factors mearur mental slmptom including varied personality

zuch as stess, oppression, worry, sensibility, uncertainty, dependence.

1.4.7 Amphetamine Consumption meansi to smoke, to inject, to inhale or to

take Amphetamine.

a
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1.5 Variable of the study

M.A. (Criminology andCriminal Justice) / 5

a

15.1 Independent variables

Personal backgrounds include age, education, occupation" income,

maritat status, economic status the history of being prosecfied of

dnrg use the history of being prosecuted of dnrg possessing, the

history of being prosecuted of drug possessing for tafficking and the

ge,neral feature of the neighborhood.

Social and economic backgrounds include being uneducated,

unemployrnen! broken-home family, having on one to turn to for

some advice, poverty or not having income, dealing with

amphetamine nafficking or possessing, being forced to use

amphetamine, being misled to use amphetamine, being pemuaded to

use amphetamine, being curious to use amphetaming following

other people, living in the neighborhood where the use and the

trafficking of anrphetamine is widely spread the value and belief

that amphetamine is a good thing, having to use amphetamine for

medical reason, being dependent on amphetamine at all time, having

mental problem like tension, worry, frushation, sensitivity,

uncertainty, being sensitive and uocertain and the lack of family love

andbond.

B.

a

O
152 Dependent variable is the amphetamine use.

Copyright by Mahidol UniversityCopyright by Mahidol University
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1.6 Level of measurement

Introduction / 6

Measurement Level

a

Independent variables

personal backgrounds

- Age

- Education

- Occupation

- Income

- Madtal status

- Economic strtus

- History ofbeing prosecuted of drug

- History ofbeingprosecuted of dnrg use

possession

- History of beingprosecuted of drug

possession for trafficking

- General feature ofthe neighborhood

Social and economic backgrounds

- Being uneducated

- unemplolment

- Broken-homefamily

Nominal, Interval

Nominal

Nominal

Nominal, Interval

Nominal

Nominal

Nominal

Nominal

Nominal

Nominal

Likert scale

]rfgminal, lnterval

Nominal

Nominal

o
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Variables Measurement Level

- Having ononetheturnto for some

advice

- Poverty or not having income

- Dealing with amphetamine trafficking

on possessing

- Being forced to use amphetamine

- Being misted to use amphetamine

- Beingpersradedtouse amphetarrine

- Being curious to use arrphetamine

- Followingotherpeople

- Living inthe neighborhood where the

use and the tafficking for

amphetamine is widely spread

- The value and beliefthat

amphetamine is a good thing

- Havingtouseamphetarrine for

medical reason

- Being dependent on amphetamine at

all time

- Havingmentalproblems

- The lack of family love and fend

Nominal

o

Nominal

Nominal

Nominal

Nominal

Nominal

Nomiqal

Nominal

Nominal

Nominal

Nominal

Nominal

Nominal

Nominal

a
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a pot. Capr Montree iiidhan Introduction / 8

Measurement Level

Dependent variables

- Amphetamineabuse Likert scale

1.7 Conceptual framerwork

a

The use of Amphetamlne

Penonal backgrounds

- Age

- Education

- Occupation

- lncomo

- Marital status

- Economic status

- History of being prosecuted of drug use

- History of being prosecuted of drug use

possession on

- History ofbeing proseeuted of drug

possession forffiffcking

- Geneml feature oftho neighborhood

Social and economic backgrounds

- Beingunedusated

- unemplo5ment

- Broken-home family

o

a Copyright by Mahidol UniversityCopyright by Mahidol University
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- Having on one tho turnto for some

advice

- Poverty or not having income

- Dealing with amphetamine trafficking

on possessing

- Being forced to use amphetamine

- Being misled to use amphetamine

- Being persuaded to use anrphetamine

- Being curious to use amphaamine

- Following other people

- loving inthe neighborhood wherethe

use and &e tafficking of unphetamine

is widely spread

- The value and beliefthat amphetamine

is agodthing

- Havingto use amphetamine for

medical reason

- Being dependent on amphetamine at all

tims

- tlaving mental problems

- The lack offamily love and bond

MA. (Criminology aod Criminal Justice) / 9

a

a

a

The use of Amphetamine

Copyright by Mahidol UniversityCopyright by Mahidol University
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1.8 Hypothesis of the study

Intoduction/ l0
a

a

In this study hlpothesis have been set as follow.

18.1 Female offenders of different backgrounds had different level of the use

of amphetamine.

18.2 Social and economic backgrormds had the relationship with the level of

the use of amphetamine by female offenders.

1.9 Benefrts of the study

19.1 The results of this study will let us know about the personal and social

backgrounds of female amphetamine offenders in the cental

Corretional Institution for female in Bangkok.

19.2 T\e results of this study will let us know about the facton affecting the

tue of amphetamine by female offenders.

' 19.3 The results of this study will be the benefits to both governmental and

private sectots on finding the preventive measure and the solution for

amphetamine problem and amphetamine abuse in all women

a Copyright by Mahidol UniversityCopyright by Mahidol University
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Chapter II

Literature Review

2.1 The situation of Narcotics Dnrg

2.1.1 History of narcotic drug

Opium is thought to be the first illegal drug in Thailand. It is not

known for certafuU however, when opium first came to the country. It is thought that

about 100 yeas ago gtoups of hill tribes who moved to settle down in the mountains

of the Northern Region of Thailand brought poppies with them to cultivate. At this

time opium was produced in the Northern Region of Thailand as well as in Myanmar,

Laos and Chin4 and are known as the *Golden fliangls". When China embraced

communism, the opium that was produced in the 'Golden Triangle" was first

nansported iilo China and then passed oo io Hong Kong and Thailand for finther

distribution. Hence, Thailand was essentially a transit point for drugs rather than

a direct producer to the world market. However, Thailand suffered from being a

tansit county because some of the dnrgs were distibuted within the county and this

precipiated a serious problem of drug abuse in Thailand.

Io 1958, the Revolutionary Council, which governed Thailand at that

time, considered smoking opium to be harmful and socially and momlly unacceptable.

Thus, on July l, 1959, opium tading and use were prohibited all over the country.

However, the problem of drug abuse did not disappear. *Heroin" which is derived

D

a

O Copyright by Mahidol UniversityCopyright by Mahidol University



o Pol. Capt. Montree Tedkhan Literature Review / 12

from opium and easier to consume became widespread among the group of opium

users during 1959.

2,1.2 Definition and classification of narcotic drugs

The World Health Organization (WHO) has defined drugs as medicine

or chemical zubstances which when abued are harmful to the body and mind and can

create chronic health problems for users. Cessation of use can lead to withdrawal

syqptoms. Some chemical substances, which are classified as dnrgs may not affect

the physical health of users but can, effect their minds. Such dnrgs include alcohol

and marihuana Heavy use of these could lead to symptoms of menal ill health

rangng from irritation. Aodety and evenmadness.

The Dnrgs Act of 1979, declared by the Ministy of Public Health

covem! 104 tlpes of dnrgs and 42 tlpes of psychogenic substances. These are

classified as follows :-

N. By Sourco This includes natural drugs such as opiumo cocq

cannabis and s5mthetic drugs such ape&idine and methadone.

b. By the Effects of the substancm. Those include depressants such

as opium and heroin, stimulants zuch as caffeine, and

hallucinogens such as LSD an substances with multiple effects such

as marihuana.
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2.13 cGotden TriangleD and world narcotic drug production

Arognd a hundred years ago a number of migrant hill tibes groups

moved into the are of the so ca[ed'Golden Triangle" Which comprises the Kachin

Hills and the Shan Plateau of Myanmar, the northern mountainous area of Laos and

the northern hill areas of Thaitand. These tibes cultivated opium poppies.

The *Golden Triangle" covers ap,proximarcly 200,000 square

kilometers, and has a population of more than one million living in more than 3,000

villages. Most of the area is in Myanmar. The hill tibes which live in Thai part of the

"Golden Triangle" are Homong, Yaon Laha, Lisu and Akha" All of them cultivate

poppies, with good rezults because the climate is favorable. This area has thus become

one of the main drug producing areas in the world. The cultivators themselves

consume some of the production but most of it is tansported to other parts of the

world. Fifteen percent of the whole production of opitrm and heroin in Thailand is

from the "Golden fliangls". The transportation network of Thailand being more

convenient than that of Myanmar and Laos, Thailand has become 6 major tansit

county for illicit dnrgs. This has, however, caused drugs to become widely available

in Thailaud exacerbating the domestic drug problem both in terms of increasing

violence in the dnrg uade and increasing drug addiction rates.

2.1.4 Narcotic Drug problem

Tackling the opium cultivation problem of the hill tibes is a sensitive

iszue because it will not only directly affect the hill ribes but could also have an effect
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on govemment plicy. The hill tibes use opium in daily life for teating physical

aches, for recreational use, to reduce mental stlsss, etc. But opium is also cultivated

because it can bring in a high income for the hill nibes and some tribes tade in opium

for ready cash to buy hxury items.

Therefore, to solve the opium cultivation problem of the hill tibes

many factors have to be considered and it is essential to e,nsure the cooperation of

numerous organizations both inthis country and abroad.

According a 1988, survey of the Office of Narcotics Contol Board

(ONCB) the major illegal drugs used in Thailand were firstly heroin, and secondly

opium and marihuana. Heroin use was most widespread in Bangkolq the Cental

Region and the Southem Region. Opium use was the most widespread in the Northern

Region and the Northeast region. Besides these dnrgs inhalants such as thinner and

lacquer were widespread among youth all ovei the county.

2.1.5 Curent drug situation

Since 1959, the drug problem in Thailand has been growing every year.

Formerly, only opitrm was widely tsed but at present the problem has escalated from

the abuse of opitrm to the abuse of more dangerous drugs. In additioru this is

increasing evidence of illicit dmgs originating outside of Thailand being exported

through the country to the world market. Thailan{ thus, happens to be one of the few

countries in the world that is faced with a complete cycle of the drug proble,m i.e. dnrg

production, illicittafficking and drug abuse.
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2.15.1 fllicit drug production

!. Opium Production

Opium poppy cultivations has a history of about 100 years in

Thailand. It is mosfly cultivated in the northern higbland areas at an altitude of 1,000

mefrs above sa level. Most of the opium poppy cultivators are ethnic hill tibes who

live in remote mountainous areas. In the.past, opium production in Thailand exceeded

150 metric tons. This production" however, has been significantly reduced to 20-30

tons dnring recent yea$. h 199311994, the area devoted to illicit opium poppy

cultivation dropped to aborrt 1,800 hectares compared to the previous crop year

199211993 whe,n itwas at2,700 hectares.

b. Cannabis Production

Cannabis can be grown anyrrhere at all seasorut it water

resources are sufficient" The areas of cultivation atp mainly in the northeastern part of

the cormty. It has been grown widely for sale since 1964 when a US military base

was set up in the Northeast Region and the US military personnel were the first

customers of marihuana made from this illicit oop. After the Viefrranr War ended and

the military base was withdraruu a large quantity of marihuana was tafficked abroad.

Until 1981 cannabis cultivation was confined to the Northeast However, from 1987

onward cultivation has spread to various provinces in different regtonsl. The plants are

interspersed among other plats in an attempt to avoid detection. At present, it is

estimated that the annual cannabis production within the country is around 800-900

tons.
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C. Eeroin Processing

Heroin has bee,n a major drug of abuse in Thailand for 30 years

and it is anticipated that it will continue to be the most popular drug in the near future.

Most of the heroin supply comes from makeshift refinedes along the Thai-Myanmar

border. Essential chemicals and precursors used in heroin production such as acetic

anhydride are mostly procwed from Myanmar but some chemicals such as ether,

ammonia, hydrochloric acid and charcoal can be purchased within the country.

The number of heroiil refineries found on Thai territory has

dropped to not more than 7-8 refineries per year. These refineries are usually

temporarily located in the deep jungle and their production capacity is not more than

10 kilograms.

d. Amphetamine production

The principal production area of amphetamines is in the cental

part of Thailand. The tablets, which are, calld "amphetamine" or "speed" in Thailand

is in fact, methamphetamine hydrochloride mixed with caffeine, powder and color.

The content of methamphetamine hydrochloride in each tablet is about l0-2A%.

Amphetamine and methamphetamine are produced for local consumption. The

essential precursor for amphetamine production is imported from foreign sources. The

marufacturing ppcess is not complicated. It is, therefore, anticipated that the amount

produced is quite considerable.

2.1.52 Illicit Dmg Trafficking

Thailand has been ued by naffickers to tansit dnrgs from the

production source to the world market due to the favorable geographical condition and
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the conve,nie,nt tansportation infrastructure. Drugs are smuggled into and out the

country by all modes of tansportation and by all means of concealment.

Thailand faces the problem of illicit drug tafficking with

respect to :-

a. Dmg Smuggling into the Country

Illicit drugs form the Golden Triangle and smuggled into the

county across the border. Heroin is smuggled from border refineries into Thailand

through the border using various roads and tracks.

b. Drug Smuggling out of the Country

Thailand is the tansit point for drugs smuggling to the world

market. Illicit drugs zuch as heroiru marihuana and opium are mostly smuggled out of

the country. Provinces in the South are used for smuggling opium and heroin to

destinations all over the world by land and sea routes.

c" Dmg Traffrckingwithin the Country

The illicit drugs trade within the counry is operated by dnre

syndicates which have networks outside the country as well as by small dnrg dealers.

d" SpreadofDrugs

The spread of narcotic dnrgs varies with the tlpe of dnrgs, area

and group of users. Accurate figures of the total number of dnrg addicts ue not

available but estimates very from 300,000-500,000. Drug addicts in the Bangkok

Metropolitan Area and the Cental Regron appear to repeatedly enter treatuent more

than addicts in other regions of the country. Generalln males use dnrgs more than
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femalw The data show that only 5% of the drug addict population are female and

7A% of drug addicts applylng for treatuent are betwee,n 2l to 35 years of age.

Overall, the most popular drug of choice is heroin and this is followed by opium,

marihuana, and volatile substances. "sp@d" or amphetamine is also widely used

among young people. It is noticeable that the spread of drugs is not limited to the

lowland areas but is also expanding to the highland communities e.g. the spread of

heroin among hill nibes.

The area where the drug epidemic is most severe is the central

part of the country as well as Bangkok. The spread of narcotic dnrgs can be

summarized as follows :

Heroin is the main dnrg of abuse that has spread through out

the county, particularity in Bangkok and the Cental Region. It has also spread

among the Muslims in the 5 Southern provinces the among the population of

fishermen living in the south. Recently, heroin has spread among hill nibes. Most of

the heroin usen are in the 25-34 years age goup. Opium is widespread in the North

and the Northeast. Marihuana is wideqpread in Northeast and the South among the

unemployed youth and foreign tourists.

Amphetamine is widety used the country,

particularly in the Cennal and Northeast regions among tnrck drivers and factory

workers. Volatile zubstances are widespread in every reglon of the country in urban

and rural areas, particularly in theNortheast
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2JSS Categories of Drug Usens

In the past, it was found the most drug users were youngsters

who had personal problems. Drug user groups can he categorized into 3 main groups

as follows :

t, Heroin Users

l) Youngsters who have personal problems

2) Youngsters who are rich an the target of dnrg tafficker

3) Fisherman

4) Factory workers

5) Thai ffiuslims in the 5 Southem Provinces

b, gSpeedD or amphetamine Users

l) Workers and laborers for economic reasons (i.e. to

improve performance)

2) Truckdrivers

3) Agricultural laborers

4) Individuali who lack knowledge on the danger of

amphetamines

5) Individuals who hold wrong values regarding drugs

such as taking drugs for pleasure, taking drugs to be

fashionable, etc.

6) Persons who are the targets of dnrg dealers
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Volatile Substances Users

l) Schoolyouths

2) Out of School youths

3) Youngsters who use their free time wrongly

4) Individuals who are influenced by peers

5) Individuals who lack knowledge of the danger of these

substances

2.2 Policy and Measures to suppress the Drug problem

The essence of zuccess in the fight against drug abuse consists of 4 elemeots

namely, the political will of the government in eradicating the drug problem" the study

and assessment of the extent of the drug abuse problem, the establishment of a

national drug policy with the identification of strategies and the creation of a national

coordinating body to provide guidance or to coordinate dnrg abuse contol activities.

It can be seen that the Royal Thai Govemment has adopted those four elements. The

Narcotics Control Board (NCB) wa: set up under the Narcotics Contol Act of 1976.

It consists of the Prime Minister as Chairman, Minister of Interior, Minister of

Rlucation, Minister of public Heatth, Director-General of the Police Departuen!

Director-General of the Customs DeparMen! Attonrey-General as ex-officio

members and not more than six members appointed by the Council of Ministers and

the secretary-general ofNarcotics Contol Board as member and secretary. As a result

of the same Act the Office of the Narcotics confrol Board (ONCB) was created to be

responsible for carrying out all activities in accordance with the resolutions of the
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NCB, and also acts as the national cenhal coordinating body in all matters pertaining

to narcotics contol. It is an independent departuent level agency in the office of the

Prime Ministq. The national sEategy for drug contol was first integrated into the 4fi

National Economic and Social Development Plam (1977-1981). From then on it has

been part of the social development sector ofthe Plao

22.1 National Strategr

The Current national sfiategy for dnrgs which was incorporated in the

7e National Economic and Social Development Plan (1992-1996) has the following

objectives :

1. suppression of narcotiss production by wing sewerc and persistent

low enforcement measures also talking into consideration other

impacts.

2. Suppression of illicit drug mde and mfficking by strengthening

activities on dnrg interception and dismantling international drug

mfficking networks.

3. Reduction of the consumption of dnrgs and other narcotic

substances by integrating all narcotics control activities into the

regular work of other agencies be it governmen! non-govemment

or commmity organizations in every area and every target

population
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222 Balsnced Approach

In order to respond to the n*ional strategyn a balanced and

comprehensive approach has been undertake,n consisting of supply reduction through

law enforceme,nt and narcotics crop measure and demand reduction through drug

abuse prevention and teatment and rehabilitaCion measur€s.

2.23 Current dnrg supply control activities

2.23.1 Narcotics Law Enforcement

Narcotics law enforcement is a vital measure in reducing the

supply of narcotic drugs. Narcotics law enforcement activities are continually canied

out by 4 main agencies i.e. Office of the Narcotics Control Boar4 Police Departnen!

Customs Departuent and Office of the food and Dnrg Administration. The activities

areasfollow:

Interception of illicit drug trafficking

Drug seianres

Desfruction of heroin refineries

Suppression of illicit drug sources

Amphetamine zuppression

Interception ofprocessors that are essential for illicit drug

production

Destnrction of seized drugs

Development of an intelligence system
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2232 Narcotics Cultivation Control

As there are 3 kinds of narcotic plants that are cultivated in

Thailan4 i.e. opium poppy, cannabis and kratom plaot" different measures of

eradication are used. The eradication of cannabis and kratom plants is by cut and bum

method and is carried out by local officers.

Special measures are applied to eradicate opium poppy

cultivation. These consist of both development are suppression measures. The former

was initialed by His Majesty kine Bhumibol who established the Royal Oin ribes

Development) Project in 1969. The Projec! which provided welfare senrices and

development to hill tribes in the Nortb was aimed at weaning the hill tibes from

growing opium poppy to growing other cash crops.

H.M. the King's project has provided implementation

guidelines for the concemed government agencies to follow. Various cnop

replacement and highland development projects aimed at encouraging the hill tibes to

grow other cash ctops such as coffee, kidney Ssans, cold climate fruits and vegetables

to replace opium poppies have been set up. Apart from croup replacemen! integmted

development measures zuch as development of sandard of living of the hill tibes

particularly in term of foo4 living quarters and medicine has also been undertaken

Moreover, these prqiects put emphasis on innegmtion of the highland population into

the mainsfieam ofThai society.

In an attempt to reduce the area of narcotic crop cultivation,

a model of highland development has been.development has been developed and

expanded to cover all the cultivation sites in various provinces in the Norttr. Through

the highland development projects, the area devoted to opium podium poppy
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cultivation has be€n reduced by 90 percsnt This success in largely auributed to the

assistance of the international community. However, foreign assistance to most of the

highland development projects ended in mid 1994 and the concerned Thai goveroment

agencies have ste,lrgthe,lredtheir capabilities to take overthe work.

After the development projects have been in existence for a

period of time, law enforcement measures and used if the hill tibes continue to grow

opium poppies. Each year a committee on the eradication of opium poppies is set up

to consider the rezults of the annual opium poppy survey and to set up a plan for

eradication"

The ONCB co-ordinates with the Third Army. The Border

Patrol Police Regional Headquarters 3, the Provincial police Bureag the Police

Aviation Division as well as District and provincid officers to launch narcotic crops

eradication activities. In 1993-1994,1,313 hectares of opium poppies were eradicated.

After over 20 years of painstaking efforts in eradicating opium

poppy and developing the livine standard to the hill tibes, it could be said that

Thailand has already achieved its goal in reducing the opium poppy cultivation areas.

Thailand is no longer a major opium producing country. However, potential opium

poppy growing areas have to be continually monitored and more development for the

higbland is still needed"

The knowledge gained ftom this long orperience in opium

cultivation contol and hiII tibes development is valuable and could be tansfened to

other counties that fast the same problsm that Thaitand faced 20 years ago.
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2323 Legal measures

Effective laws and legislation ap important elements to

support the work of narcotics control. The anti-narcotics laws are kept under constant

review to enstre that they are relevant and applicable to the ever-ch4ngng situation of

the drug problem. Current drug laws are as follows :

Pqychogenic Substances Act 8.8.2518 (l9ZO

The promulgation of this law rezulted directly fiom the

convention on Psychogenic Substances l97l to which Thailand is a member party.

The Act sets up contol measures on natural and spthetic substances which have

psychoactive e.ffects and may be abused such as hallucinogens. Stimulants and

depressants. The Act follows the l97l Convention by classifying psychoginic into 4

schedules. Contol measures in this Act are quite similar to those in the Convention.

Narcotics Control Act B.E. 2519 (1976)

The Act set up the Narcotics Connol Board with the

responsibility to draw up plans and measures on narcotics control, to coordinate the

implemenation of all concerned agencies. The Office of the Narcotics Contol Board

w.as also set up to carry out the Board's decisions and policies to reach its goals and

objectives.

Narcotics Act B.E. 2522 (1979)

This law was promulgated to combine the original narcotics

Act B.E. 2465 (1992) including is amendments. The Marihuana Act B.E. 2477 (tg3t)
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and the Kratom Plant Act 8.8.2468 (1943) to ensure more efficient suppression and

control of narcotic dnrgs. According to the Acf, narcotics are classified into 5

schedules. The Act provides for special contol measures on the production, expor!

diqposal, possession or possession for disposal of narcotics. The Act provides the

measures to determine the swerity of offense by the quantity of drug involved. This

Act has been amended by the issuance of Narcotics Act (Iszue No. 2) B.E. 2528

(1985) and the Narcotics Act (Iszue No. 3) B.E. 2530 (1987). Issue No. 2 abrogates

the opium Act B.E. 2472 (1929) and all its amendments. It classified opium and

opium dross as narcotics in Schedule II and opium seed as Schedule V. The penatty

for opium is as severs as morphine and cocaine. Issue No. 3 provides some

amendments and additional provisions. For insance, penalties for a person who

instigates anothet person to consume narcotics in Schedule I, II and V are prescribed

and in the case of a seianre of narcotics in Schedules [V or V, Whether or not the court

proceedings have been institute{ the authority may destoy or utilize them after

having verified the tlpe and quantity to be narcotics ofthe said schedule.

Narcotie Addict Rehabilitation Act 8.8.2534 (1991)

Many addicts who siek teatment repeatedly enter and soon

drop out of progams without ending their addiction. To address the relapse problem,

the GovernmEnt decided to enact the Narcotic Addict Rehabilitation Ast 8.8.2534.

The Act provides for a compulsory teatuent system and compels drug abusers to

undergo the whole course of a teatment program. This Act e,nables the concerned

authorities to deal with the relapse problem and the contol of HIV drug addicts which

is now becoming a seriouq problem. Under this act, the offender charged with dnrg
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corurumption or possession shall be tansferred to a rehabilitation center to identify

urhether he or she is a drug addict" If the offender is found to be a dnrg addict, a

competent official shall commit him sl her for rehabilitation for the period of 6 month

to 3 years depending on the fieatment outcome.

The Act on Measures for the Suppression of Offenders in

an Offense Relating to Narcotics B.E. 2534 (199f)

Drug tafficking is organized to earn huge profits and this

represents a significane tbreat to the ultimate success of law enforcement measures

against dnrg crimes in the enormousr profits could by used by dnrg taffickers to create

influence to protect their illegal business and remain beyond the hand of the law.

Even in prison, drug taffickers can use dnrg money to buy privileges that ordinary

prisoners will not receive. In terms of the law. Although the present Penal Code

provides a provision for the forfeiture of any property used in or acquired by a person

through the commission of an offense, it is not easy to confiscate a dnrg traffcker's

assets because in so doing the authorities need sfiong evidence to prove the

iltegitimacy of the assets.

Moreover, in order for the court to order confiscation of assets,

the law requires that the burden of proof rests with the inquiry officers. This

requirement is beyond their capability. Therefore, for more effective suppressioq the

Act on Measures for the Suppression of Offenders in an Offense Relating to Narcotics

was &own up. Its main provisions a"e as follows :
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Conspiracy measure which was instituted to widen

criminal offenses for dnrg taffickers who conqpire to

commit an offense relating to narcotics.

Forfeiture of assets measure was drawn up as a tool to

suppress the main component of illicit dnrg tafficking

money and to disrupt the dnrg trafficking networks.

a
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Emergency Decree against the Use of Votatile Substances

8.8.2533 (1990)

The emergency decree was promulgated with the objective to

prevent the use of volatile zubstance (such as thinner, lacquer, etc.) among the youths

as it is found that a great number of young people are addicted to volatile substances.

Contol and teafment measures as well as penalties are specffied for all tlpes of

offenses such as sale of volatile substances to a person aged under 17 years of volatile

substance depe,nde,nt the use of volatile substances for the purpose of satisfying one's

oum bodily or mental condition

23 Amphetamine

Amphetamine was first qmthesized in 1887, but its cenml nervous System

(CNS) stimulant effects were not noted at that time. After rediscovery in &e mrly

1930s, its use as a respiratory stimulaot was established and its properties as a cental

neryous syste,m stimulant were described. Reports of abuse soon followed. As had

occurred with cocaine products when they were first intoduced in the 1880s,

amphetamine was promoted as being an effective cure for a wide mnge of ills without
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any risk of addiction The medical profession enthusiastically explored the ptentials

of amphetamine, recommending it as a cure for everything from alcohol hangover and

depression to the vomiting of pregnmcy and weight reduction. These slaims that it

was a miracle drug conEibuted to public interest in the anrphetamines, and they

rapidly became the stimulant of choice - since they were inexpensive, readily

available, and had a long duration of action.

Derivatives of amphetaminen such as METHAMPHETAMIM, were soon

developed and both oral and intavenous preparations became available for therapeutic

uses. Despite early reports of an occasional adverse reaction, e,lronnout quantities

were consumed in the 1940s and 1950s, od their liabilrty for abuse was not

recognized. During World War II, the amphetamines, including methamphetamine,

were widely used as stimulants by the military in the United States, Great Britairt

Germany, and lapan, to counteract fatigue, to increase endurance, and to elevate

mood. It has been estimated that approximately 200 million Benzedrine

(amphetamine) tablets were dispensed to the U.S. armed forces during World War tr.

In fact much of the research on performance effects of the amphetamines wan carried

out on enlisted personnel during this period, as the various cormties sought ways of

maintaining an alert and productive armed force. Although amphetamine was found to

inc rease alertness, lifile data were collected zupporting its ability to enhance

performance.

Since 1945, use of the amphetamines and COCAINE appears to have

alternated in popularity, wi& several stimulant epidemic occurring in the United

States. There was a major epidemic of amphetamine and methamphetamine abuse

(both oml and inmvenous) in Japan right after the war. The epidemic was reported to
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have involved, at its pak, some half - million usen and was related to the release with

minimal regulatory controls of huge quantities of ruplw amphetamines that had been

made for use by the Japanese military. Deqpite this experience, there were special

regulation in the United States until 1964 (Kafang 1973).

The first major amphetamine epidemic in the United States peaked in &e

mid-1960s, with approximately 13.5 percent of the university population estimated, in

1969, to have rsed amphetamines at least once. By l978,use of the amphetamines had

declined substantially, contasting with the increase of cocaine use by that time. The

major amphetamine of concern in the United States in the 1990s is methampheamine,

with pockets of 'tceo' (smoked methamphetamine) abuse.

23.1 Medical Utitity

Amphetamines are frequently prescribed for the teaffient of narcolepsy,

obesity, and for childhood attention defective disorder. They are clearly efficacious in

the tueatue,nt of narcolepsy, one of the first conditions to be successfirlly teated with

these drugs. Although patients with this disorder can require large doses of

amphetamine for prolonged periods of time, attacks of sleep can generally be

prevented. Interestingln tolemnce does not seem to develop to the therapeutic effects

ofthese dnrgs, and most patients can be maintained on the same dose for years.

Althottgh the amphetamines have been used extensively in the freament of

obesity, considerable evide,nce exists for a rapid development of tolerance to the

anorectic (appetite los) effects of this drug, with continued use having little

thempeutic efrect These dnrgs are extre,mely effective appetite suppressants, but after
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seveml weelss of use the dose must be increased to achieve the same appetite-

suppressant effect. People re,maining on the amphetamines for prolonged periods of

time to decrease food intake can reach zubstantial doses, resulting in toxic side effects

(e.g.,insomnia, initability, increased heart rate and blood pressure, and tremulousness).

Therefore, these dnrgs should only be taken for relatively short periods of time (4-6

weeks). In addition, long-term follow-up studies of patients who were prescribed

amphetamines for weight loss have not found any advantage in using this medication

to maintain weight loss. Data indicate ttrat weight lost under amphetamine

maintenaace is rapidly gained when amphetamine use is discontinued. In addition to

the lack of long-term efficacn the dependence-producing effects of amphetamines

make them a poor choice of maintenance medication for this problem.

The use of amphetamines in the teatuent of attention deficit disorders in

children, remains extremely contoversial. It has been found that the amphetamines

have a dramatic effect in reducing restlessness and distactibilrty as well as

lengthening attention span, but there are side effects. These include reports or growth

impairment in childrcn, iasemnia, and increases in heart mte. Those promoting their

use point to their potential benefits and they advocate care in liniting teatumt dose

and druation Opponents of their use, while agreeing that they provide some short-

term benefits, conclude that these do not outweigh their disadvantages. Amphetamine

therapy has also been attempted, but with little success, in the treatuent of Parkinson's

disease, and both amphetamine and cocaine have bee,lr suggested for the teatnent of

depression.
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232 Pharmacology

The amphetamines act by increasing concentrations of the

neurotansmitters DOPAI\{INE and NOREPIMPHRINE at the neuronal slmapse,

thereby release and blocking uptake. It is the augmentation of release that

differentiates aurphetamines from cocaine, which also blocks uptake of these

transmittErs. Humans given a single moderate dose of amphetamine generally show an

incrsse in activity and talkativeness, and they report euphori4 a geneml sense of

well-being, and a decrease in both food intake and fatigue. At highu doses repetitive

motor activity (i.e., stereotJtped behavior) is often seen" and firther increases in dose

can lead to convulsions, coma, and death. This class of drugs increases heart mte,

respiration, diastolic and systolic blood pressure, and high doses can cause cardiac

arrhythmia" In additioq the amphetamines have a suppressant effect on both rapid eye

movement sleep (REM) - the stage of sleep associated with dreaming - and total sleep.

The half-life of amphetamine is about ten hours, quite long when compared to a

stimulant like cocaine, which has a half-life of approxima$ely one hour, or even

methamphetamine ufiich has a half-life of about five hours.

The amphetamine molecule has trvo isomers : the d-(+) and J-(-) isomers.

There is marked stereo-selectivity in their biological actions, with the d-isomer

(dortoamphetamine) considerably more potent. For example, it is more potent as a

locomotor stimulant in inducing ste*eotlped behavior patterns, and in eliciting cental

neryous system excitatory effects. This isomers appeff to be equipotent as

cardiovascular stimulants. The basic amphetamine molecule has been modified in a

number of ways to accentuate various of its actions. For example, in an effort to obtain

appetite suppressants with reduced cardiovascular and cental nervousr systern effects,
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strustural modifications yielded zuch medicatiorur as diethylproprion and fenflummine,

while other stnrstural modifications have enhanced the cental neryous system

stimulant effects and reduced the cardiovascular and anorestic actions, ytelding

medications zuch as phenmetazine and methylphenidate. These substances share, to a

greater or lesser degree, the properties of amphetamine.

233 Toxicology

A major toxic effect of amphetamine in humans is the development of a

schizophrenia-like psychosis after repeated long-term use. The first report of an

amphetamine psychosis occurred in 1938, but the condition was considered rare.

Administration of amphetamine to normal volunteers with no histories of psychosis

(Gfiffith et al., 1968) rezulted in a clear-cut pamnoid psychosis in five of the six

subjects who received d-amphetamine for one to five days (120-220 mglday), which

cleared whe,n the drug was discontinued. Unless the user continues to take the dnrg,

the psychosis uually clears within a week, although the possibility exists for

prolonged slmptomology. This amphetamine psychosis has been thought to represent

a reasonably accumte model of schizophrenia, inctuding slmptoms of persecution,

hpemctivity and exciation, visual and auditory hallucinations, and changes in body

image. In addition, it has been zuggested that there is sensitization to the development

of a stimulant.psychosis-once an individual has orperienced this toxic effect, it is

readily reinitiatd, sometimes at lower doses and-even following long drug-fre

periods.

Amphetamine abusers taking tepeatd doses of the drug can develop

repetitive behavior patterns that persist for hours at a time. These can take the form of
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cleaning the repeatd dismantling of snall appliances, or the endless picking, at

wounds of the extremities. Such repetitive stereotlpd patterns of behavior are also

seen in nonhumans administered repeated doses of amphetamines and other stimulant

drugs, and they appear to be related to dopaminergic facilitation Cessation of

amphetamine use after highdose chronic intake is generally accompanied by lethargy,

de,pression, and abnormal sleep patterns. This pattern of behavior, opposite to the

direct effects of amphetamine, does not appear to be a classical abstinence qmdrome.

The symptoms may be related to the long-term lack of sleep and food intake that

accompany chronic stimulant use as well as to the catecholamine depletion that occurs

as a result of chronic use.

Animals Sven u limited access to amphetamine will self-administer it

reliably, alternating days of high intake with days of low intake. They become restless,

temulous, and atoric, eating and sleeping little. If allowed to continue self-

administering the dnrg, most will take it until they die. Animals maintained on high

doses of amphetamine develop tolerance to many of the physieatly and behaviorally

debilitating effects, but they also develop ineversible damage in some parts of the

braitL including long-lasting depletion of dopamine. It has been suggested that the

prolonged anhedonia seen after long-term human amphetamine use may be related to

this, althoug! the evidence for this is not very strong.

23.4 BehavlorEffects

Non-humans. As with all psycHoMoToR STIMLTLANIT drugs, at

low doses animals are astive and alert, showing increases in responding maintained by

other reinforces, but often decreasing food intake. Higher doses produce species-
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specific repetitive behavior patterns (stereotlped behavior), ryd firther increases in

dose are followed, as in humans, by convulsions, hlperttrermi[ *d death. Tolemnce

Qoss of response to a certain dose) develops to many of amphelamine's cenffil effects,

and cross-tolerance among the stimulants has been demonstrated in rats. Thus, for

example, animals tolerant to the anorectic effects of amphetamine also show tolerance

to cocaine's anorectic effects. Although there is tolerance development to many of

amphetamine's effects, sensitization develops to amphetamine's effects of locomotor

activity. Thus, with repeated adninistation, doses of amphetamine that initially did

not result in hyperactivity or stereot5py caq with repeated use, begin to induce those

behaviors when injected daily for seveml weeks. In addition, there is cross-

sensitization to this effect, zuch that adminisnation of one stimulant can induce

sensitization to another one. In contast to cocaine, however (in which an increased

sensitivity to its conrnrlsing effects develops with repeated use), amphetamines have

an anticonwlsive effect

Learned behaviors, t1'pically generated by operant schedules of

reinforcemenf are generally affected by the amphetamines in a rate-dependent

fashion. Thrs, behaviors that occrn at relatively low rates in the absence of the dmg

tend to be increased at low-to-moderate doses of amphetamine, while behaviors

ocouning at relatively high frequencies tend to be srrypressed by those doses of

amphetamine. In addition, with high doses most behaviors tend to be suppressed. As is

seen with other stimulants, such as cocaine, environmental variables and behavioml

context can play a role in modulating these effects. For example, behavior under

strong stimulus contol shows tolerance to repeated amphetamine adminisfiation much

more rapidly than doe.s behavior under weak stimulus confrol. In addition, if the
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amphetamine-induced behavioral disnrption has the effest of interfering with

reinforcement delivery tolemnce to that effect develops rapidly. Tolerance does not

develop to the amphetamine-induced disruptions when reinforcement density is

inceased or rmains the same.

Amphetamines can serye as reinforces in nonhuman an{ as described

above, can produce severely toxic consequences when available in an unlimited

fashion. However, when available for a few hours a My, animals will take them in a

regular fashion, showing little or no tolerance to their reinforcing effects.

Ilumans. A zubstantial ntrnober of studies have been carried out

evaluating the effects of amphetamines on learning, cognitioq and other aspects of

performance. The data indicate that under most conditions the amphetamines are not

general performance enhancers. WhEn there is improvement in performance associated

with amphetamine administation" it can usually be attributed to a reduction in the

deterioration of performance due to fatigue or boredom. Attention lapses that impair

performance after sleep deprivation appear to be reduced by amphetamine

adminisratioq however, as sleep deprivation is prolonged, this effect is reduced. A

careful review of the literature in this area (Iaties & Weiss, l98l) concluded that

improvement is more obvious with complex, as compared with simple, Bks.

In addition, in tained athletes, whose behavior shows little variability,

only very small improvements can be seen Laties and Weiss have argued

persuasively. however, that the small changes in performance induced by

amphetamines can rezult in the I to 2 percent that may make the

differe,nce in a close athletic competition Although the faciliation in performance
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after amphetamine does not appear to be substantial, it is sufficient to "spell the

difference betrree,n a gotd medal" and any other. Unfortunately, Such data have led

athletes to take Stimulants prior to athletic events, paficularly those in which

stenuogs activity is required over prolonged pedods (e.g., bicycle mcing), leading to

hlpothermia, collapse, and even death in some cases.

The mood-elevating effects of the amphetamines are generally believed

to be related to their abuse. Their use is accompanied by reports of increased self-

confidence, elatioq frequently euphori4 friendliness, &d positive mood. When

amphetamine is administered repeatedly, tole,mnce develops rapidly to many of its

zubjective effests (srch that the same dose no longer exerts much of an effect). This

means that the user must take increasingly larger amounts of amphetamine to achieve

the same effegt. As with nonhuman research zubjects, there is however, litile or no

evidence forthe development of tolerance to amphetamine's reinforcing effects.

Experienced stimulant users, given a variety of stimulant dnrgs, often

sannsf differentiate among cocaine, amphetamine, methamphetamine, and

mefhylphenidate-all of which appear to have similar profiles of action. Since these

drngs have different duration of action, however, it becomes easier to make this

differentiation over time.

23.5 Abuse

In the United States in the 1950s, nonmedical amphetamine use was

prevalent among college students, athls&s, tnrck drivers, and housewives. The dnrg

was widely publicized by the media when very little evidence of amphetamine toxicity

was available. Pills were the first form to be widely abused. Use of the drug expanded
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as production of amphetamine and methamphetamine increased significanfly, and

abusers began to iqiect it. An extensive black market in amphetamines developed" and

it has been estimated that 50 to 90 percent of the quantity commercially produced was

diverted into illicit channels. In the 1970s, manufacture of arrphetamines was

substantially curtailed, amphetamines were placed in schedule II of the Contolled

Substances Ace, and abr:se of these zubstances was substantially reduced. Perhaps

only by coincidence, as amphetamine use declined, cocaine use increased.

The amphetamines, as with other stimulants, are generally abused in

multiple-dose cycles (i.e,, binges), in which people take the dnrg re,peatedly for some

period of time, followed by a period in which they take no dnrg. Amphetamines are

often taken every three or four hours for periods as long as three or four days, and

dosage can escalate dramatically as tolerance develops. Like cocaine binges, these

amphetamine-taking occasions are followed by a "crash" period in which the user

sleeps, eats, aud does not use the drug. Abrupt cessation from amphetamine use in

usually accompanie by depression. Mood generally returns to normal within a weelg

although craving for the drug can last for months.

There is little evidence for the development of physical dependmce to

the Although some experts vies the "cmsh" (with lethargy, depression, exhaustion, and

increased appetite) that can follow a few days of moderate-to-high dose use as meeting

the criteria for a withdrawal syrdrome, others believe that the symptoms can also be

related to the effects of chronic stimulant use. When using stimulants people do not eat

or sleep very much an4 as well, catecholamine depletion may well be contibuting to

these behavioral changes.
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As of the mid-1990s, little infonnation is available about the treatment of

amphetamine abusers, and no reports of successful pharmacological interventions exist

in the treatment literature. As with cocaine abuse, the most promising

nonpharmacological approaches include behavioral therapy, RELAPSE

PREVENTION, rehabilitation (e.g., vocational, educational, and sosial-skills taining),

and supportive psychotherapy. Unlike cocaine, however, minimal clinical fials with

potential fieatuent medications for amphetamine abuse have been carried Out. The

fewthat have been 0attemptd report no success in reducing a rehrn to amphetamine

use.

2.4llrugs and Crimes

Because of widespread public and political concern over dnrg related crime,

there has been an urgent need to understand the drugs-crime retationship. However,

despite numerous studies on this topic, only recently have significant empirical

advances in our understanding emerged.

Authors of a comprehensive literature review published in 1980 concluded that

the dnrgs-crime relationship was far more complex thqn originalty believed (Gandossy

et al.). While acknowledging significant contibutions of previous research, the

authors felt that methodological problems in the studies they reviewed had obscured

au undersanding of the linkage between dnrgs and crime. As these and other

reviewers have observed perhaps the most serious of these weaknesses was the use of

official arrest records as indicators of criminal activity. Studies using confidential self-

report methods in settings in which there is immunity from prosecution have
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coBsistently dosumented that less than I percent of offenses committed by drug

abusErs result in arrest. With a subsequent emphasis on confidential self-report data,

studies conducted since 1980 have permitted more realistic estimates of the extent of

criminality among dnrg abusers.

This article focuses on research findings since 1980 on the drugs-uime

relationship. It concentates on the relationship between the use of illicit drugs,

including HEROIN, COCAINE, MARIJUANA, AMPHETAMINES, and

PSYCHEDELIC substances, and two kinds of crime: violent offenses, including

assaulg robbery, rape, and homicide; atd property offewes, including vehicle theft,

shoplifting, burglary, other theft, and "fencing," or selling or receiving stolen goods.

The report also presents theories attempting to explain associations between dnrg use

and crime. Finally, findings on the relationship between dnrg abuse and the

commission of frequent persisteng and dangerous crimes are discussed.

2.4.1 Cdminality of DrugAbusens

In examining the criminality of drug abusers, it is imFortant to note that

the onset of illicit drug tse typically does not result in the onset of criminal behavior.

Rather, it is the ftequenqt, uot the onset, of drug use that increase criminal activity.

Further, the positive relationship between dnrg-use frequency and crime frequency is

not consiste,nt across all tpes of drug use and all types of crime. Such a relationship

has be€n observed with respect to only tbree types of drug abuse: heroin addiction,

cocaine abuse, and multiple-dnrg use. ln addition, such associations are more common

for property crime than for violent crime.
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2.4.1.1 Narcotic Drug Use. Much of our knowledge about the

relationship between dnrgs and crime comei from detailed self-report information on

the type, exten! and severity of criminal activity of NARCOTIC (mainly heroin)

addicts. Recent large-scale, independently conducted studies have convincingly shown

that increases in property crime and robbery, which has components of both propefty

crime and violence, are associated with increased heroin use. Such a relationship,

however, is les clear for violent crimes other than robbery.

Prq,alence and Scope ofproperty qnd Violent Crine. Several key studies

reveal an exceptionally high prevalence of property crime among narcotic addicts.

Anglin and Speckart (1988) found that 82 percent of a sample of 386 Califomia male

nmcotic addicts reported involvement in property crime over an average five-year

period of daily narcotic use. Anglin and Hser (1987) reported thnt 77 percent of a

samFle of 196 female narcotic addicts from California admitted to involvement in

property crime during an average six-year narcotic addiction period. trnciardi (1986)

noted that almost all of a sample of 573 male and female narsotic abusers from Mami

had reportedly engaged in theft during the year prior to interview. Inciardi also found

that these individuals reported involvement in more thao,77,000 property crimes (on

average, 135 per subject) over a l2-month period while at large in the commuity.

This figure included 6,669 burglaries, 841 vehicle theffs, 25,045 instances of

shoplifting, alld 17,240 instances of fencing. While these studies varied in sampling

methods and definitions of property crime (e.g., including and not including robbery),

all provided evidence that a substantial majority of narcotic abrsers routinely engage

in property crime.
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Property crime comprises a considerable ponion of the crime, other than

drug disEibtttioa committed by narcotic addicts. For instance, Nurco et al. (1991s)

found that of the nondistribution crimes committed by a sample of 250 male narcotic

addicts during an average l.S-year addiction penod approximately 48 percent were

property crimes.

Research has also consistently documented that among heroin addicts,

violent crime is less prevalent and occurs with less frequency than property crime.

Earlier Studies noted that addicts tended to prefer property crime over violent crime

and appeared to be less violent than other offenders. IVhile findings from later studies

for only a small proportion of all addict crime (approximately l%to 3%o, a rate that is

much smaller than the property-crime figure), the actual number of viole,nt srimes is

still quite large becarse addicts commit so many qimes. For examFle, in Inciardi's

1986 sample of 573 Miami narcotic abusers, violent crime comprised only 2.8 percent

of all offenses (5% of nondistibution offenses) committed by the zubjects in the year

prior to interview. However, this relatively small percentage amounted to 6,000

incidents of violent crime (on average, 10.4 per subject), since a total of 215,105

offenses were commifted.

Researchers have also suggested that heave heroin use andn more

recentln heave cocaine abuse have connibtrted to record numbers of homicides in

large cities in the United States. The ways in which dnrgs can contibute to violence is

the basis for a prominent theory in the drugs-crime fiel4 discussed later in this article.

Crlme and Frequency of Herotn Use. Recent studies have provided

consistent evidence of a direc! functional relationship between the frequency of

narcotic drug (primarily heroin) use and die frequency of property crime. These
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investigations have employed a unique longitudinal design in which srime data are

obtained for each zubject over periods during which the frequency of narcotic use may

vary. These studies of addiction caree$ reveal that property-crime rates are

significantly higher during narcotic addiction penods than during periods of

nonaddiction. Such a relationship tends to be linear, with the higbest property-crime

rates occurring at the highest levels of narcotic use (tbree or more times per day). In

addition, although most addicts commit property crime prior to addiction, the

frequency of such crime increases significantly from preaddiction to addiction,

remainiry high over subsequent addiction periods and low duing intervening

nonaddiction periods. While other factors also influence property-crime rates, the

simplest explanation for these results is that property crime is functionally related to

narcotic addiction - since addicts need cash to support their habits.

Evidence of a similar relationship between heroin use and violent crime

is less concluive. Studies have consistently shown that rates for robbery in which

there are property-crime features, are considerably higher during addiction periods

than during either preaddiction or nonaddiction periods. However, when rates for

composite measilres of violence and rates of assault alone are examined, the

relationship appears less clear.

In compiling composite measures of violence, Bdl et al. (1983) found

that for a sample of 243 male Baltimore addicts, the number of days on which violent

qime was committed was considerably higher during the first addiction period than

during the First nonaddiction period. Howwer, in subsequent studies of 250 male

addicts from Baltimore and New York City, most of whom had multiple periods of

addiction, more complex relationships were observed. Over an addiction career,
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violent+rime rates for the total sample were significantly higher for combined

addiction periods than for combined nonaddiction periods (Nrnco et al., 1986; Nurco

et al., 1988s). This result stemmed largely from high levels of crime committed during

the first addiction period; violent crime actually decreased over subsequent periods of

addiction, a finding, that appeared to be age-related. The fact that mean rates for

violence were found to be even higher for preaddiction (10 days per year) than for

addiction periods (8 days per year) also reflected an inverse relationship between age

and violent criminal activity.

2.4.1.2 Non-narcotic Drug Use. Investigation of the noruurcotic dnrgs-

crime relarionship has only recently emerged as a major research question. In the 1980

literafire review, Gandossy and associates found that, of the few studies conducted on

the nonnarcotic drug-crime relationship, evidence linking the use of various

nonnarcotic substances to either property crime or violent crime was weak Another

reason for the unclear relationship between nonnarcotic drug use and criminal

behavior is that various narcotic and nonnarcotic drugs are often used in combination.

Thus, disentangling their separate relationships to criminat activity, let alone

determining cause and effecg is especially problematic. Despite these diffrculties,

significant advances have been made in understanding the nonnarcotic drugs-crime

relationship since 1980.

Cocaine. Data analyses on a nationwide probability sample of 1,725

adolesce,nts strongly supported a cocaine-crime connestion (Johnson et al., 1991).

Adolqcents who reported using cocaine in the year preceding the interview

(comprising only 1.3% of the sample) were responsible for a disproportionately large

share of the property and violent crime committed by the sample during this period.
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The cocaine nsers accormted for 60 percent of all minor thefts, 57 percent of felony

theffs,4l percent of all robberies, aud 28 percent of felony assaults committed by the

entire sample.

Typogaphy studies involving seriously delinquent youth and female

cmck- cocaine abusers also revealed that zubjects who reported the heaviest levels of

cocaine tse also had zubstantially higher rates of property and violent crime than

subjects who used crack less frequently. Among a sample of 254 youth identified by

lnciardi and coworkers (1993a) as serious delinquents, the 184 CRACK dealers (860/o

of whom were daily crack users) were resporsible for 45,563 property crimes (an

average of 23 I per user) dtring the year preceding the interview. ln con&st, the 70

subjects who were not crack dealers and who used crack less frequently

(approximately three times per week) averaged 135 property crimes per year. In

addition, &e heavy cocaine users averaged l0 robberies per year, compared with I per

year for the remaining subjects. $imil6 results were reported for a sarrple of 197

female crack ahsers (Inciardi d d., 1993b). The average adjusted annual rates for the

58 subjects classified as healy cocaine users (8 or more doses per day) were 12, 14

atd 320 for violent crime, major property offe,nses, and minor property crimes,

respectively. These rates werc substantially higher than mtes for the 90 subjects

classified as 'typical" users (+7.99 doses per day). For those 49 users who took less

than 4 doses per day, the avemge adjusted annual rates for violence and major

property crime were less than l, and the rate for minor property offenses was24.

Increased cocaine use .rmong narcotic addicts has also been associated

with increased property and violent-crime mtes. Both Nurco et al. (1988b) and Shaffer

et al. (1985) fouod that male narcotic addists who had higher rates of cocaine use
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tended to have higher rates of property and violent crime thao addicts who did not

abuse cocaine.

Other Non-narcotic Drugs. The use of other nonnarcotic drugs appears to

be unrelated to increased criminal activity. While there is considerable evidence that

frequent users of multiple nonnarcotic substances, including amphetamines,

BARBITLTRATES, marijuan4 and PCP, tpically have high crime rates (although

somewhat lower rhan rates for heroin addicts), such is not the case for users of single

nonnarcotic dnrgs. Although single use may be related to offenses like disorderly

conduct or DRIVING while impaire( it is not generally associated with predatory

cime.

Marijuana. Research on the relationship between marijuana use and

crime has found that, with the possible exception of the sale of the drug and disorderly

conduct or driving while impaire4 the use of marijuana is not associated with an

increase in crime. Some studies have reported that marijuana use may acfually reduce

inclinations toward violent crime.

A major problem is studying the association between marijuana use and

criminal behavior is that the exclusive use of marijuona is generally short-lived.

Further, like other illicit nonnarcotic substances, marijuana is often used in

combination with other drugs. Under such circumstances, it is difficult to isolate the

effects of heary marijuana use from those associated with the use of various drug

combinations.

Amphetamines. Litemture reviews published during the late 1970s

(Gandossy et al., 1980; Greenberg, 1976) reported that the association between

amphetamine tse and srime was difficult to determine because, among other factors,
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of the diversity of amphetamine urerc. More recent ethnographic studies of dnrg

abusers (GoldsteitU l98O have reported that amphetanine use is related to violent

ctime in some individuals. In the general population, however, the assosiation between

amphetamine use and crime is not readily apparent. Despite assertions of the media in

the 1960s and 1970s, the prevalence of ampheamine-related violence among

American youth is likely to be quite low.

Psychedelic Substances. Most studies investigafing the relationship

betwen psychedelic-zubstance abuse and crime have involved PHENCYCLIDINE

(PCP). Much of this research has examined the relationship between PCP and

violence. As in the coverage of many other nonnarcotic dnrgs, media reports,

principatly in the 1970s and early 1980s, emphasized a perceived link between PCP

use and violelrt behavior. However, the actual extent of this link is gr@fly

exaggemted. In his report on the zubject Kinfock (1991) noted that serious

methodological problems in some recent studies and contadictory findings in others

disallowed a conclusive aruililer to the question of whether PCP use increased violent

crime. Researchers have suggested, nevertheless, that the inconsistency of study

findings may indicate that PCP use facilitates violence in a small proportion of users

Qnciardi, 1986; Kinfoclq l99l). There is agreement that biological, psychological,

sittrational, and other factors trnderlying seemingly drug-related aggressive behavior

should be examined in futtne research"

2.42 T\wries on Dnrg-Crime Relationship

Inciardi (1986) has noted that numerous theories have been posited to

explain the drugs-crime relationship. Many of these theories have dealt with the
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etiology of drug use and crime. Early etiological theories tended to be overly

simplistic, focusing on what Inciardi termed the'chisken-egg" question: Which came

first, drugs or crime? This question polarized the dnrgs-crime field for over fifty yea$.

It typically reflecrcd two mutually exclusive positions: that addicts were criminals to

begn with, and addiction was simply another manifestation of a deviant lifestyle; or

that addicts were not ciminals buL rather, were forced into commiuing crime to

support their drug habits.

Reflecting a middle-ground position, more recent theories argue for a

diversity anong narcotic addicts with regard to the predisposition characteristics and

motives underlying dnrg-related criminal behavior. For example, on the basis of their

research with narcotic addicts, Nurco and his associates' (1991b) concluded that there

is considerable variation among addicts in their propensity toward criminal activity.

Some addicts had been heavily involved in crime prior to addiction. whereas other

were extensively involved in sime only when addicted.

In the late 1970s, drugs-crime theories became increasingly complex,

partly bwause studies tended to have fewer methodologicat probtems that interfered

with the measnement of both dnrg use and crime. With improvements in techniques,

researchem gadually become more aware of heterogeneity among dnrg abusers on

many dimensions, including the tlpe and severity of drug-use patterns and related

cdminal astivity. Also, more recent snrdies have found thm &rrg use and crime, in

most instances, do not initially have a causal relationship but, rather, are often the joint

result of multiple influences. Among the many factors contibuting to drug rse and/or

crime are those involving the familn zuch as lack of parental zupervision, parental

rejection family conflicg lask of discipline, and parental deviance; association with
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deviant p€es, school dropou! failure, and discipline problems; and early antisocial

behavior. Consistent with the notion that all dnrg abusers are not alike, varying

combinations of factors probably contibute to different pattems of deviant behavior in

individuals at risk.

However, as Inciardi and his associates' (1993a) have noteq some

limitations of these theories remain Most theories discuss drug abuse only as one of

seveml manifestations of delinquency. Further, as in earlier yea$, the primary consem

has been with the etiology of deviant behavior. Very little attention has been paid to

o<plnining events that occur after the onset of drug use and criminal behavior,

specifically how certain tlpes of dnrg abuse insrease the frequency of criminal

activity. Finalln theories have tpically focused on adolescence, without

attibutes and events that influe,nce behavior during childhood and adulthood.

Among the most prominent theories in the drugs-crime field is ttrat of

Paul Goldstein (1986, 1989) regarding the relationship between drugs and violence.

Goldstein's thmry is based on his numerous ethnographic accounts of violent drug-

related aca obtained from both perpetrators and victims in New York City. According

to this theory, drugs and violence can be related in tbree separate ways:

psychopharmacological, economic-compulsively, Bod systemically. Within the

psychopharmacological model, violent crime results from the short- or long- term

effects of the ingestion of particular substances, most notably cmck-cocaine and

heroin According to the economic-compulsive model, violent crime is committed as a

meaos to obtain money to prnchase drugs, primarily orpensive addictive drugs such as

heroin and cocaine. The systemic model posits that drug-related violence results from

the traditionally aggressive pattems of interaction found at various levels within
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systems of illicitdrug distribution. Examples include killing or assaulting someone for

failtre to pay debts; 1s1 sslling "b&d,' or adulterate4 drugs; or for transgression on

one's drugdealing "t[t"
Several key studies have analped daa in the light of Goldstein's

concepts. In a study of 578 homicides in Maohattan in 1981, 38 percent of the male

and 14 percent of the female victims were murdered as a result of drug-related activity

(Tardiffet al., 1986). The investigators contended that these percentages werc higher

rhan those previously reported in the United States. In a subsequent study by Goldstein

and his coworkers (1989) involving 414 homicides in New York City that occuned

over an eight-month period, 53 percent were classified by the police and researchers as

being drug-related. In both sfirdies, most of the drug-related homicides were atributed

to systemic causes. Interestingly, in the former study, most of the homicides involved

heroiq whereas in the latter study, most involved crack-cocaine.

2.43 Drag Use and High-Rate, Serious Criminality

As indicated earlier, the onset of illicit drug use tpically does not result

in the onset of criminal behavior. In most cases, both dnrg use and crime begin in the

early teens. Generally, the less serious the drug or crime, the earlier the age at onset of

involvement. For exemple, among illicit dnrgs, mariiuana is mote commonly tsed at a

younger age than are sedatives or tranquilizers, and these dnrgs, in tum, are tlpically

used at a younger age than are "hard" dnrgs, such as heroin and cocaine. gimilafly,

minor forms of crime (e.g. shoplifting vandatism) have an earlier onset than more

serious tpes of crimes, such as assault, robbery, and drug dealing.

a

a

a Copyright by Mahidol UniversityCopyright by Mahidol University



o Fac. of Grand Studies, Mahidol Univ. M.A, (Crimhology and Criminal Justice) / 5l

Most marijuana ule$ do not become heroin addicts, and most youths

who commit minor property crimes do not zubsequently become involved in more

serious offe,nses. In both instances, the salient variable appea$ to be age of onset'the

younger the individual is when first using a "soff'drug or committing a minor crime,

the more likely he or she will move on to more serious fonns of deviance. In ge,neral,

the morp deviant the environrnent (family, peers, communiry), the earlier the onset of

deviance.

Since 1980, independent studies have identified several core

charas.tedstics of high-rate, serious offenders. According to Chaiken and Chaiken

(1990), these studies have consistently formd that predatory individuals te,nd to commit

many different tlpes of crime, including violent crime, at high rates, and to abuse

rnaoy tlpes of drugs, including heroin and cocaine. Also, research findings have

consistently reported that among heroin addicts, prisonerc, and seriously delinquent

youth, the youngo one is at onset of heroin and/or cocaine addiction" the more

frequenf persisteng and serve one's criminal activity tends to be. In these studies,

individuats with early onsets of addiction (truically before age 10 tended to abtse

several tJpes of drugs and to have diqproportionately high rates of sweral tlpes of

ctime, regardless of addiction status. Such findings have been observed in various

geognphic locatiors and are independent of ethnic group. These results are similar for

both males and females, with one notable exception: females with early onsets of

addistion are more likely to commit prostitution, shoplifting, ed other property

crimes at high rates, whereas males with early onsets are more likely to commit

violent acts.
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Chaikelr and Chaiken's 1982 study of over two thousand male prisoners

in tbree states was significant for ar least two reasons. First, it challenged the long-held

perc€ption that drug abusem were less violent than other anested. While 65 percent of

Chaiken and Chaike,n's sample reported having used illicit dnrgs during the one- to

two- year period preceding the arrest leading to the most recent incarceration, an even

higher proportion (83olo) of high-rate, seriotis offenders, identified as '?iolent

predators,' had used drugs during the same period. Among the offendem studied,

Violent predators were also mo$ likely to have had histories of o'hard" drug use

(including healy multiple-drug use and heroin addiction) and to have had early onsets

of serreral tlpes of drug use and criminal activity. Second, and perhaps more

importanf the information on an offe,nder's drug history was more likely than official

arrest records to be related to the amormt and seriousness of self-reported criminal

activity. As in the results of dnrg-crime studies discussed earher, official arrest data

were poor indicators of the t1rye, amoun! and severity of crime committed by these

reqpondents.

These findings urggest a potential for using an individrul's history of

illicit dnrg use, including age of onsef in identiSing high-rate, dangerous offenders.

However, this approach has seveml limiations. Firsq a general caution is in order

whenever findings based on aggregate data are applied to the individual case. Second,

although self-reports of drugs rse and crime are generally valid when obtained from

individuals who are either at large in the community, entering a drug-abtrse fimffient

program. or already incarcerated, they tend to be less accurate for individuals being

evaluated for initial disposition in the criminal-justice system. Approximately one out

of every two new arrested identified as drug users by urine testing conceal their recent
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drug usc, even in a Voluutary, confidential interview having no hring on their

correstional status.

2.5 Narcotics Crimes

Narcotics crimes, in general, are known and stessed on natures of specific

offense such as consumers, sub-agent taffickers, capitalist and producer without any

sharactsristics differe,lrt from other crimes. In fact narcotics crimes have characteristics

difrerent from other tlps as follows :-

1. Narcotics crime is victimless ctime. These word have been defined by

Shaw that it is the crime of which both parties voluntary respond the demand with

illegal things or services. Both offender and person who voluntary absorb the effecb

pake srime. For other types of crime, these usually have injured person but there is no

injured person in the case of narcotics crime. Therefore, there is no chance for officers

to obtain any complaint from the injured person. The complaint of injrued peson is

the important Arto, for criminal investigation Mthotrt any complainf it is rafher

diffcult for officers to'investigate the ofrense.

2. Narcotic crime usually be in the form of organization and has its work

frame called organize srime within multi-offenders. Leader of organize crime may be

a well-knovm pemon in high society, have high class of living and work legally but

may secretly leave the state ofprofessional narcotic mders behind.

3. Narcotics srime give high remuneration to offenderc. Due to high profit of

drug smuggling power of money then become the influence over the arrest of

offenden.
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4. Narcotic erime is protected by the influence of politicians or officers, only

the followers mostlybe arrested.

The structure of organize crime will occur in different styles, depending on

activity or size of buiness. This structre can be classified into 4 levels as follows i

Ftrst level - is the boss who will be reqponsible for all business. In geneml,

there wil be only one boss in organization. Boss will not deal directty wittr activity but

get legal job as a blind.

Second level - is the underboss who will gather all information and

performance neun to be reported to the boss. The underboss also have to receive

ordem and policies from the boss for conduction purpose.

Third larcl - is the leader of operational team who firnctions as buffer

between high level and low level in order to prevent and protect the high level from

being investigted by the officers. This level is equal to the position of Sale Manager

in general business.

Fowth level - is the lowest level or bottom of organization who operate work

according to the ordus of the superior.

The organize ctime will have sfiict rules and regulations on loyalty and

honesty gvm to organization If anyone violates the rules, they will get the strong

punishment These matters cause lots of touble for inva*igation of tire zuppression

officers.
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Regional G Smart created the theories: "An Availability Proneness Thory of

Illicit Drug Abuse'which indicates thattrends to use dnrg are based on the availability

and Proneness to use drugs. It can be either of these two factors that lead people to

dnrg abnse (Aduil, 1997:28)

David P. Ausubel created the theories about dnrg interaction: "An Interaction

Approach to Narcotic Addictiod'which suggests that the most important factors of

dnrg abnse is being exposed to dnrgs as that occurs in slum areas (Adul,l997z28)

Moreover, a number of Thai researchers, among the,m are Malinee

Siriwonpirati (1980) Yubonwan Pramuatratakan (1989) and Prepasri Suktassanee

(1993) have snrdied frctors of dmg abwe by relyrng on the conc€,pts and principles of

Contol Theory and Differential Association Theory. Tho element of these two

theories is:

2.6.1 Control Theoty

Tmvis Hirschi combined the principles of contol theory with a

painstaking empirical test of contol theory anomie &*ry, and the Chicago-school

theory. According to Hirschi, delinquency should not be sen as a srprising

phenome,lron. Rather, it is something all of us would engage in if obstacles were not

tbrown in orn path by a disapproving civilization These obstacles or contols are

chiefly attitudes that are quite effectively implanted in most people but less effectively

installed in others. These others have a relatively weak bond to society; their minds are

not set so firmly against delinquent activities.
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Hirschi mentions four ties to society: attachment commituen!

involveme,nt and belief. Attachment is an emotional element; it refem to the qrtent

that a person cares about other people. Commitment is a more rational quatity,

referring to the degree of one's inveshent in conventional activities. bntolvement

refers to the time spent in conventional activities; if these occupy a youngster's entire

da5 delinquent incidents caonot take place. Belief (in the moral vdidity of

conventional norms) is almost self-explanatory: people who think it is unong to violate

aparticular lawwill probably not violate it

Not only do different ties to society exisL btrt there also are different

parts of society to which a person may be tied. Although "contol theories sometimes

suggest that attacbment to any object ou6ide one's self, whether it be the home town,

the starry heavens, or the family dog promotes moral behaviot'' (llircchi, 1969: 30)

Hirschi ,' inks that the attachments most significant for predicting delinquency are

those to paren8, sohools, and peers - the primary agents of socialization Children

attached to parents are less likely to become delinquen! Hinchi says, becatse positive

feelings toumrd parents promotre acceptance of the parentsl values and beliefs; children

avoid delinquency and other behavior that would jeopardize that affection Hirschi's

argument also applies to peers - that is, the closer one's ties to one's p@s, the less

delinquent one will be (wen if one's friends are sometimes involved in delinquency).

This directly conffidicts the apparently more reasonable Chicago-school notion that

closeness to delinErents makes a pennn more likely to engage in delinquency.

Hirschi Egues that attitudes toward schooling and teachers are an

important interrrening variable in the relationslrip between IQ and delinquency. Youths

with high IQs generally receive beuer grades than other students do. Cretting, better
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gmdes in turn makes school a more interesting and enjoyable experience, so

yougsters with bettsr grades like schooling more than their peen ds. Iinking school

makes it easier for them to accept or at least endrue school rules and authority, which

makes them less likely to eng4ge in delinquency.

Commifuent unlike attachments involves Success, achievement. and

ambition rather than respect admiratiog or identification Anomie theory argues that

thwarted ambition generated trnbearable frustration, which causes delinquent

behavior-theft, in partiorlar. Contol theory suggsts, on the contary, that ambition or

motivation to achieve kee,p people on the sEaight and narrow path, because they know

that getting into touble will hurt their chances of success.

Involvement in conve,lrtional activities was viewed as a means of

preventing delinquency as early as Biblical times, rryhen sages counseled that "idle

hands are the devil's workshop." In modern times, zuch thinking has prompted city

planners to call for more and better playgrounds to keep children offthe sEeets, based

on the assumption that if zuch facilities are available, youngsters will spend their time

in them and have little time for delinquent pnrzuits.

Finally, Hirschi looks at belief in the moral validity of conventional

nonns. Quite simpln he maintains that there is only one belief system in America, and

it centers around conventional values; there are no zubcultures that regard theft and

assault as proper or permissible. But the,re is variation in the acceptance of these

conve,lrtional valuas; some people acc€,pt them stongly and others more weakly or

lukewarmly. That acceptance is weak feet relatively free to violate the norms, at least

on occasion.
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2.62. Differential Association

The theory of differential assosiation was intoduced by Str0reland in

the following form:

l. The processes which result in systematic criminal behavior are

fundamentally the same in fonn as the processes which result in systematic laurfrrl

behavior.

2. Systerratic criminal behavior is determined in a process of

association with those who commit crimes, just as systematic laufirl behavior is

determined ar a process of association with those who are law-abiding.

3. Differential association is the qpecific causal process in the

development of systematic criminal behavior.

4. The chance that a person will participate in systematic criminal

behavior is detennined roughly by the frequency and consistency of his contacts with

the patterns of criminal behavior.

5. Individual differences among people in respect to personal

characteristiss or social situations causie crime only as they affect differential

association or frequency and consistency of contacts with srininal patterns.

6. Cultural conflict is the underlying caurc of differential association

and therefore of systematic criminal behavior.

7. social disorganization is the basic catse of systematic criminal

behavior.

The first theory of differential association proposed in 1939 indicated

that crime was basically due to social disorganization, which resulted from the social
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processes of mobility, competitio& and conflict. This social disorganization produced

culture conflicts, which in tur& produced differential association so that individuals

having contacts with others would be exposed to differing social values and patterns of

behavior. Crime results from the association of individuals or groups with criminal

pattenrs. The more frequent and consistent these associations, the more likely that the

individual will bmome a criminal. Critical experiences, zuch an arrest, court action.

and newspaper publicity, would affect the pason as well, primarily in his associations.

The influence of imFemonal associations would have something to do with the

receptivity of the individual to patterns of criminal behavior as presented in these

associations. A person does not inherit criminal tendencies; individual differences

among people cause crime only as they are affected by differential association and the

frequency and consistency of contact with delinquents.

In the 1947 revision of his Principles of Criminology, Sutherland

modified his theory by adding other materials. His final theory of differential

association had taken shape. It included the following points:

l. Criminal behavior is learned.

2. Crimhal behavior is learned in interaction with other persons in the

process of commrmication.

3. The principal part of learning of criminal behavior occurs within

intimate pesonal groups.

4. When criminal behavior is leame4 the learning includes: (a)

techniques of committing the crime, which are sometime very complicated, sometimes
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very simple; (b) the specific direction of motives, drivef,s, rationalizations, and

attiardes.

5. The specific direction of motives and drivers is learned from

definitions ofthe legal codes as favorable orunfavomble.

6. A person becomes delinquent because of an excess of definitions

favorable to violation of law over definitions unfavorable to violation of law.

7. Differential associations may vary in frequency, duration" priority,

and intensity.

8. The process of learning criminal behavior by association with

criminal and anticriminal pattenrs involves all of the meshanisms that are involved in

any other leaming.

9. While criminal behavior is an expression of general needs and

values, it is not explained by those general needs and values since noncrimianl

behavior is an expression of the same needs and values.

From the study of criminology theories, the reasons for dnrg selling

and dnrg abuse canbe explained tbrough Anomie Theory.

2,63. Anomie Theory

The concept of anomie e,merged with Durkheim in 1987 as the loss of

individual identifieation with one's cultural group. Merton (1938) had considered

anomie as an explanation of deviant behavior early in 1938. In l949,he suggested that

the condition of anomie would be a good explanation for deviant behavior in any

society. In 1955, he elaborated on anomie as cenhal in juvenile delinquency (Witmer

and Kotinsky, 1955). Becatse qiminal behavior grol\rs out of a contradiction between
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the cultrne and the social sEusture and, in addition, between the cultural values and the

meaos provided for achieving them, the individual dissociated from his cultural group

may well exhibit deviant behavior. Merton firther elaborated and refined this concept

rn1957.

In the beginning, humans' biological impulses sought full expression,

but the growing social order made treocssary the management of those impulses in

individuals and the social processing of tensions. With the advance of social science,

sociological perspectives have entered into the analysis, and the question as to why

deviant behavior varies within different social stnrctures needs clarification. How

some social structures exert pressure on certain persons to engage in nonconforming

behavior must be primarily sociological, with biological and personality differentials

changlng the directions of behavior.

Culturally defined goals a legitimate objective for all members of

society are basic in the social formation. The culture defines and regulates the

acceptable modes of reaching for those goals, and these regulations are rooted in the

mores or institutions of the society. The criterion of acceptability is value laden.

Deviant behavior come.s when the aim is victory in competitive atbletics, for example,

and is constnred as '\rining the game" rather than '\rining under the rules of the

game." Consequentln there arises a difference between achieving the goal by

legitimate means and by illegitimate meanst, the late being called deviant behavior.

The tlpes of individual adaptation to this frustration call be classified.

Table identifies five modes of adaptation with acceptance or rejection of the goals and

the means identified by a plus signi$ing acceptance, a minus signiffing rejection" and

a plus-minus signiSing rejection of prevailing values and substitution of new values.
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Conformity to both cultural goals and institutiondized means,

adaptation ty?e I, is the most oommon and desired adaptation. Innovation occurs when

a percon has s5similated the cultrnal values regarding fte goals without equally

intemalizing.the norms governing the way of obtaining them. Therefore, adaptation II,

innovation, may become criminal through white-collar crime, the "Robin Hood"

slndrome, or other tlpes of crimes. Ritualism, or the tpe III adapation, involves

abandoning and scaling crown the goals to a point where aspimtions can be

legitimately satisfied with the means available. A person who plays it safe and does

not rock the boat may adapt in this manner. He or she is playing the game but not

particularly eqioying it.

Adaptation type IV, reteatism, shares neither societyos values nor the

institntional means by u&ich they are achieved. The retreatism are not in society but of

society and are the true aliens in society: they are alienated. Many are outcasts,

vagrants, vagabonds, Eamps, alcoholics, drug addicts, psychotics and other who have

not identified with the goals in society and have ignored the means by which they are

achieved. Retreatism is a frequent adaptation, probably second only to adaptation tlpe

I, or conformity. These people have the dilemma of either being crushed in the

struggle to achieve approved goals or enduring the hopetess resignation and flight

from them. Rebellion" which is adaptation type V, leads people outside the social

structure to envisage and try to establish a mothered social stnrcture. They are

probably alienated from the present goals and the means, regarding them as purely

arbitrary. Their efforts are aimed toward the innoduction of a social strusture and

culfiml standards of success and the means by which they are achieved that would

make for a closer corrmpondence between their effort and their rewards. When the
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institutional system is seen as a banier to legitimatize goals and achievemen! the stage

is set for rebellion and protest.

The pressne from this social stnrcture produce sfrain directed toward

anomie and deviant behavior. This strain does not operate evenly among all members

of society. The lower socioeconomic sfrata are most vulnerable to the pressures toward

deviant behavior because many of th.: desirable goals are not readily available through

institutionalized means, as they are in the middle and upper classes. The social system

becomes stabilized when the cuttural sfircture attaches prestige to ce(ain goals and

alternative Bo*, while permitting individuals to have access to them. In such a

stabilized society, potential deviants may still conform, under stess, but the cental

tbrust is toward anomie or some disregard for social norms in the face of frustration

and deprivation

Study of dnrgs proble,ms in view of education and legal analysis of

Mr.Chaiyos Helmaratchata found that causes of problem are the deficiencies of dmg

consumerwhich are: -

l. Physical need. Due to malfirnction of body or physical sickness

such as got an opemtion, neurotic, fracture, kiduey stone, the patient then try to look

for medicine that can stop pain of body. Sometimes patient buy the medicine without

recommendation of doctor or take overdose medicine as assigned by the doctor. This

may cause accidental addiction becawe the patient believed that the effect of medicine

can decreasephysical pain and make fresh e,motion.

2. Meotal need. Normally people may have bo& physical and mental

deficiencies. The psychologist believed that mental deficiency of human dealt with

taking care of parents in childhood. Both physical and mental deficiencies are related
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to each other and these deficiencies may affect the trend of drug usage that can get rid

of aodety, for example, handicapped people will get low talent and capability, bad

temper and personality, lack of self-confidence. This tlpe of person is psychologcally

called passive dependent personality who always rely on other people. Some

environmental conditions as fanrily problem, school problerr may cause mental

sickness to persons till they have to use some kinds of tanquilizers to calm down the

anxiety. The gangsters of mental deficiency usually be against the society, violate the

laW hate other pople, do everything according to self-satisfaction without rcatizing

the dmage of public. This type of person will consume drug in order to be able to get

alone, with othere of the same kind.

3. Wrong belief caused by the effects of drugs will stimulate, depress

and hallucinate newouti system. When effects of dnrg mixed together, it will cause

changng state of mind. Someone believed that dnrgs can solve their problems such as

sexual capability or can help them to work more. The effects of dnrgs will stimulate

nenoult system to work hard and cause mental disorder at the same time such as the

habitual trse of dnrgs of tnrck drivers. These people are easy to get an accident while

consuming dnrg. When the effect of dnrg is over, the consumer will feel serious

qrhaustion

4. Curiosity is another factor that cause dnrg addiction in.youth. The

adolescent people uzually need to know and try on new things and also be addisted

zuch as heroin. Sunounding people or environmental conditions also be the other

trends of drugtesting.

5. Bully character by birth. Teenagers may get this character because

they may lack of social attention. Consequently, they will try to do in the opposite way

o
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of society without I ;nking of social value, beginning with drirking the alcohol and

consuming dnrgs.

6. Weak nervousr system. People of this tpe will be easy to be

addicted by dnrgs because of their mental sickness such as people of chronic

psychological disorder and idiotic people who get low intellect, easy to induce, lack of

responsibility and easy to be under contol of drugs. From the study of dnrg addict's

personality, it is found that only a few people get normal personality before drug

addiction. These people usually get an:ciety and use drugs to stop such feeling. Their

repeated consumption of drug then causes addiction.

the sttrdy of Chaiyos Heymaratchata on drug problems found

that there were many reasoru atrecting drug distibution offense. High profit obtained

from distibuting drug is the first factor. Secondly, people need to extend bad

influence of drug so as to gain more dnrg customers. The scope of distibution will

then increase which lead to increasing of profit. The last one is that when drug

cofflume$ get addiction and have no money to buy i! they then need to find money to

purchase drug. The easy way to get money for them is to be drug uader by themselves.

In conclusion, the cause affecting drug distibution offenses are

1. Wish to get ageatdeal of profit that is higher rhan cost.

2. Need to extend bad influence of drug.

3. Needmore dnrgs customers.

4. Those who consume drug and have no money become dnrg &ader.

5. Be the dnrg carrier or contact the customers.

a
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2.6.4. Influence of Media

Besides interpersonal communication, mass communication also have

an influence on individual addiction, espeoially in the youth. In general. interpersonal

Communication has higher efficiency than mass communication in view of motivation

and personal attitude change while mass communication has higher efficiency than

interpersonal cornmunication in view of giving news to people.

lnfluence of communication affects on guiding and inducing. But its

degree will depend on situation and other factors which can be summarized as follows:

Communication influences the idea and behavioral chance of human.

Whenever communication is made between perso& idea and information are

tansferred and cause some change to receiver. Schramm said that influence of

communication make some changes in human on world vision and perception

according to social and environmental system. Communicatio& as defined by Smart

and Feja, means &e process of idea and information that are sent from one sotuce to

the receiver with the intention to change behavior of receiver. However, happening of

communication theory for pqychological motivation must depend on volunteer or

acceptance of receivers.

Process of communicatiog source of message or sender may be in the

of person, gfoup of people or mass commrmication that send message to receivers.

Message may occur in the form of conversation, photo, slmbol or other actions that

aim to chance behavior of reseiver. There are many variables or factors dealing with

process either main variables or zupport variables. Rogers indicated the main variables

of commuoication for family planning as follows:-

a

o

o Copyright by Mahidol UniversityCopyright by Mahidol University



o Fac. of Gmnd Studies, Mahidol Univ. M-4. (Criminolory and Criminal Jusdce) / 67

Input - Input and other commuoication methods will cause output or

effect of communication process. This pattem can be applied to the communication for

dnrgs prevention. The inputs are 4 variables as folloun :-

l, Source voiable. Source is one important factor in communication

process. Sender of message has to choose reliable and acceptable souce of society.

This causes an inclined idea of receiver and then acceptance of that message is finally

made.

2, Message variable. ln efEcient communication, message sent to

receiver causes 3 effects to receiver. Fi$tly, receiver will gain knowledge. Secondly, it

will occur attitude formation and change in receiver and lastly, overt behavior change

will occur. Rogers explained that these 3 changes will happen continuously. When

message receives got message, they wil gain knowledge and understanding on that

message which will lead to attitude formation. lastly, behavior of receiver will then

change.

Messages used in communication are varied such as logical message,

positive message, negative message, two-side message. The resulb of research found

that natures of message have the effect on favor, attitude change and different

emotional formation of receiver.

Presentation of one-side message either positive or negdive may glve

different effects, for example, in presentation of Nowlis on drugs prevention stated

that positive message will give more effect than negative message. Messages are

presented widely and in relation to other social values on the way of living.

Sometimes, presentation in this way doesn't give instant effect but causes pemranent

effectto the receiver.
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It is said that one-side negative message is presented in the form of

threaten, point out bad t'ing and put the focus on danger. Doctor Vichai Posayajinda

said that threaten is the way to create impression by using bad point. If tbreaten is

done in the wrong way, its effect may be unreliable.

Prese,lrtation of two-side message is to give logical information. The

essence of message may be good or bad such as advantage and disadvantage effects of

medicine upon person. Two-side message presentation may be done in specific scope

such as messages presentation on drug prevention of the Office of the Narcotics

Control Board that use psycho-social model in presenting message. This presentation

emphasizes logical message rather than threaten.

3. chanwl variable. channels of communication both in mass

communication and interpersonal commrmication are of low to high technology. High

technology include Internet, radio and television which are accepted as the high

efficient elecfionic media that give many kinds of news. Commrmication through

Intemet is another high efficient method that gtve rapid message to receivers.

From the research, it is indicated that radio can give most of message

on dnrg preve,lrtion to the youth and parents. Television is the most important message

for teenagers and also be the most reliable source in the view of cocaine addict. Some

research had sttrdied on negative role of television, especially the advertising pro$am

on alcohol. It was found that when teenagers saw this advertising program, they

believed that drinking alcohol is the general habit of people and is the north of some

situations. Giving good image of drinking alcohol through advertising progzm may

affect good attitude given to alcohol and the way of drinking it by teenagers.

Moreover, the research on the evaluation of dnrg prevention dissemination through

a
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many kind of media indicaned that television is the media that can give most

knowledge while oe\t'spaper and magazine are the media that give knowledge to

receiver of 40o/o from overall sample goup.

4. Receiver variable. Receivers or target groups have different

characters. Some receivers are against the'message while some are 4gree to the

message. As stated by Nowlis that character of receiver is the important thing for

communication. Sometimes character of receiver causes touble to cornmunication.

Variables used to identifr receiver in communicating about drugs are age, sex,

education, income, size of family and other conditions. These variables have effects

that cause some changes in behavior.

Belief in Drugs

It is said that belief is the data of knowledge that people have on

character of objects or percon or others. Concentation of belief in person is in

different level. Belief may be set up from direct observation or other reference

process. It can specifr attitude of person against s1l[sl things.

Research sub-committee of the Office of the Narcotics Confiol Board

had made a shrdy on problem of dnrg usage of 6,988 students front educational

institutions of vocational level and of secondary level under Ministry of Education.

These sttrdenb.

Also obtained medical treatuent at state and private cliniss. From the

study, it was found that most of students believed that after trying on drugs, they can

stop consuming it. From classification of drugs, we found that the belief to grve up

consuming heroin of people is at 53.6% and at 75.4o/o for volatile substance. These

o
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may be the wrong idea for the beginner of drug consumption and it will lead to the

careless we of drugs.

Related Researches

Supreeya Darukarnpruck (1995: Abstract) made a study on factors affecting

volatile drug taken by juvenile in Ubon Ratchatani Province. Most of them believed

that taking volatile drug was a fashionabls thing. It can relieve tension and was a

stange ting to try on

Sophon Mektana and group (1996: 350-362) made a study on factors relating

to behavior in taking Amphetamine of 1,092 high school students in Karnchanaburi

Province, 594 of which were male and the rest of 498 were female. It was found from

the study that attitude toward Amphetamine was relating to behavior of Amphetamine

taken with statistical sifficance.

SoruJit Patikom and group (1984 : 167-168) made a strrdy on motive carrse of

narcotic taken by male teenagers in Amphoe Muang of Chiang Mai Province. It was

fonnd from the study that teenagers who have ever been persuaded to take dnrgs

constantly will need more drugs than those who were seldom persuaded or have never

been persuaded

Noppom Panlchsuh (1985 : Abstact) made a study on influence of family

and friends toward Amphetamine taken by jwenile. It was found from the study that

lack of love and care from family caused children feel lonely. The state of broken

a
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home, association with bad friends and being motivated to the wrong way caused

jwenile to take Amphetamine.

Sapreeya Daruharnpruck (1995 : Abstract) made a study on factors affecting

volatile drugs taken by juvenile in lJbon Ralchatani Province. It was found from the

study that juvenile ufio did not take volatile dnrgs got happy famity and good state of

mind as well as emotion rather than those urho took volatile drugs.

Sophon Mektana and group (1996: 350-362) made a study on factors relating

to behavior in teking Amphetamine of 1,092 high school students in Karnchanaburi

Province, consisting of 594 male students and 498 female students. It was found fiom

the study that sample group of drug taker gave the comments on how to prevent

tee'nagers from taking drugs. Sample group of 69.2A%thought that parents should pay

more attention on their children, 54.00% of which thought that friends of teenagers

who took drues should gle good advice to them, 41.00o/oof which thought that public

relations on bad effect of Amphetamine should be made more, and 30.85% of which

thought that clinic for teatuent of Amphetamine addiction should be provided in

every school. Moreover, attention of parents has correlation with behavior of taking

Amphetamine with statistical si gnifi cance.

Paulson (1971: 5455-545Q made a study on Amphetamine and sfirdents from

New York University, majoring in physical education. It was found from the study

that students who took and did not take drug had diffCIent proble,ms within family with

stafistical significance. We may say that students who took dmg hardly have good

relationship with members in fanrilies and obtain less care from family than those who

did not take drug.
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From the snrdy of Walter S. Dekeseredy in the tifle of "Distibution of Cocaine

and Heroine Use'in year 1996 mentioned about the outcome of study made by many

academe concerning female and narcotics with deails as follows :-

From the study of Wellisch Prendergast and Anglin in 1994 found that in the

recent year the number of drug-using female offe,nders have been increased rapidly in

justice process. In addition, from the solution of the USA media also considered that

this group of offe,nders involved in narcotic substance called "Cracknn. As a result, this

problem then widely spread to big cities rapidly.

Besides the importance substance of Wellisch's study, another interesting

information of UCR also indicated that between 199l-1992 the number of dmg abuse

violation were female who were arrested increasingly by l8.l% while the increasing

number of male offenders were 13.8%. From the raw material of UCR also pointed

out that ln1992 the number of female offenders who were arrested were totally 7,346,

increasing by 1,178. Among this ntrmber offenders at the age between 18-25 year old

and wete the most corsumers of Cocaine.

From the study of Paticia Erikson and Gleun Murray b 1992 pointed out that

the trend of offenders who were scare of crime were female. This number increased

continuously which may be because those females had no residence no job and were

left in the influential area of crime sommitted by male offenders. On thingwe should

be wonied about is the use of narcotic zubstance called Crack in the sexual manner.

This group of people then became the symbol of ofre,nse. Erikson also pointed out that

in fact there is no evidence to insist that female offenders can leave Crack and Cocaine

better than male However, the number of female offenders who dealt with narcotic is

still enormous.
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From the study of National Institute on Dnrg Abuse (NIDA) in year 1991

indicatedthat group ofmale of age between fiAS years old took hard dnrg more rhan

other groups. ln the same way, Thio also added that the cause of taking this type of

drug of yormg people is because they behaved according to low ffidition of society.

They lacked of attachment had no job, no spouse, no children and no good zuggestions

form their relatives. More important, they had too much time and freedom to consume

drugs.

From the study of Winick in 1993 showed &6l sonsrrming of dnrgs has spread

widely in society. People in good position can buy Cocaine as much as they wish.

This manner can be called as period of most consumption of drugs in United Sates

society.

However, after having studied for 43 yeanr, it was formd that no violent drugs

were spread to America continent. But two tlpes of violent dnrgs; Cocaine and Craclg

wEre still popular among the jobless and temporary workers. Considering in social

and economic aspests, we may see that people who consume such violent drugs are

the underprivileged people in economic. ThiS factor causes them to be easily induced

to consume and distribute dnrgs in the major cities of USA

From the study of Zalenko tn 1992 found that one conclrsion apart from

general princtple of drug taken is occasion which is the important factor for dnrg

consumption. We may see that the old age female of good social position who has

high income wually deal with drugs in the great number rather than young people of

lowincome.
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CHAPTERIII

MEIHODOLOGY

3.1 Population and samples

The population of this study was 386 female offenders who commiffed narcotic

a offence (Amphetamine abtse) serving their jail term in The Cenhal Correctional

Institution for Females. The samples were selected by simple random sampling. The

total nrmber ofthe samples were 309.

3.2 Insfiument of the study

The instnrment ofthe study was the questionnaires with the following details :

1. Personal background of the subjec-ts.

2. Socials and economic backgrounds of the zubjects.

' 3. Factors affecting amphetamine abuse.

4. Opinions and recommendations on amphetamine abuse.

33 Questionnaire developing process

To construct questionnaires, the researcher worked on the following steps :

l. Reviewed the literatue relates to the study from texts. Journals,

documentary and researchers both in Thai and foreigo publications.
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Studied the research methodology in social science, together with the

questionnaire desiping technique.

Constructed questionnaires the cover all aspects ofthe study.

Get the constructed and corrected questionnaires checked for content

validity by experts.

Had all the questionnaires tied out with 35 female offenders in Thonbui

Correctional Institution for female offenders.

1.4 Datacollection

Distibuted questionnaires to the zubjects in Cental Conectional lnstitution for

females, then collected all the questionnaires for firther analysis.

3.5 Data analysfu

AftEr the questionnaires were collected, the complete one were used in data
o
' coding according to coding instnrction The data were transferred to the personal

computer and further statistical method wad done. The statistical analysis was used in

the progam of Satistical Package for the Social Sciences / Personal Computer for

Windows.

3.

4.

5.
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3.6 Statisticxr used

l. The Percentage, Mear5 and Standard Deviation

2. The Analysis of Variances

3. Multiple Classification Analysis

4. Conelation

Methodolory/ 76
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CHAPTER IV

REST'LTS

The data collected through the process in chapter 3 was analysed and presented

intables as follows :

4.1 Pe$onal Backgrounds ofthe samples

4.2 Social and economic backgrounds of &e saurples

4.3 Physical and mental conditions ofthe samples

4.4 Factors affecting the use of amphetamine

4.5 Hpothesis testing

4.1 Personal backgrounds (table 1)

4.1.1 The samples were under 25 years at 57,90/o,26 to 35 years old at35,3o/o

and36yea$up at6.8%.

t 4.1,2 The samples held primary school certificate; Sade 4, at,l9.7o/o, grade 6

at39,2o/o and juior high school and higher at 4l.lo/o.

4.1,3 The samples were Buddhism at87.l%o, Christian at4.2o/o and hlam at

8.7o/o,

4,1,4 The samples were jobless orunemployed at29,4o/o,low-skilled workers

at 48,2o/o, tade persons at 1 6.2% and other at 6.10/o.

4.1.5 The samples eamed more than 4,000 baht per month at33.lYo,less than

4,000 at 40.8o/o and earned no money at 25.6Yo.

a
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4.lS The samples whose home town was Bangkok were at 59.5%, other

provinces at40.5%.

4.1.7 The samples who were single were at 25.2o/o, manied at 44.7o/o arrd

widowed, divorced, at 3l.l%o.

4.1.8 The samples who has l-2 children were at 48.2o/o,3-4 children at

15.60/o,5-6 children atl.6Yo and had no children af 9,7%.

4.1.9 The saurples who sometimes had family argument were at l6.S%,had

humorous marriage life at ll.3o/o regularly had family argument at

6.lyo, sometimes had family fiehting at 610/o and regularly had family

fiSting at4.5o/o.

4.1.10 The samples who can make ends meet were at 78.9%, rather poor at

17.2% and very poor at 3.9o/o.

4.l.ll The samples who had been prosecuted of dnrg offeuse were at 68.60/o

and had never been prosecuted of drug offense at3l.4o/o.

4.1.12 The saurples who had been prosecuted of dnrg possession before were

at l6.8%a, and had never been prosecuted of drug possession before at

83.2o/o.

4.1.13 The samples who had been prosecuted of drug possession for

trafrcking were at 5,2% and had never been prosecuted of drug

possession for tafficking at 94.8Yo.

4.1.14 The samples who use aurphetamine once a day were at2s.6o/o,twice a

day at l4.4yo, three times a day at l9.Lo/o, for times a day at B.Tyo, s

times a day at 8.7Yo, six times a day at 4.5o/o and more than six times

aday atlg%.
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Table I Numbers and Percentages of the samples classifred by personal

and social baclrgrounds of the subjects.

Personal backgrouds Numbers

Q0e\

Percentages

(r00)

a

Age

Under 25 years old

26-35 year old

36 years old up

Education

Juniorprimary school

@athom 4) orunder

Seniorprimary school

(Pathom Q

Secondary school or higher

Religion

Buddhism

Christianity

Islam

Occupation

Unemployed

Low-skilled workers

Tradepercons

Agriculturist

Monthlyincome

No income

Less than 4,000 baht

4,000 baht up

179

109

2t

6l

tzt

t27

269

t3

27

9t

t49

50

t9

79

t26

104

57.9

35.3

6.8

t9.7

39.2

4l.t

87.1

4.2

8.7

29.4

48.2

16.2

6,1

25.6

40.8

33.7

t
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Table 1 (Cont)

Rqults / 80

Personal backgrounds Numbers

Q0e)

Percentages

(100)

a

Home town

Bangkok

Other provinces

Marital status

Single

Married

WidowedlDivorced

Numbers of children

None

ta
34

5-6

Single

Manied life

r84

t25

78

138

93

30

149

47

5

78

35

t9

5l

t4

l9

t7t

59.5

40.5

25.2

M.7

30.1

9.7

48.2

15.2

1.6

25.2

11.3

6.1

16.5

llarmonious

Regularly have domestic

o argrme,nt

Sometimes have domestic

argument

Regularly have domestic

fightine

Sometimes have dorrestic

fiehtine

Single/tMindowed/divorced

4.5

6.1

a

55.3
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Personal backgrounds Numbers

Q0e)

Percentages

(100)

Economic stahs

Ableto make ends meet

Ratherpoor

Verypoor

Yes

No

Been prosecuted of possessing

Yes

No

Been prosecuted of possessing for tafficking

Yes

No

Frequency of the ue of amphetamine in a day

Once

Twice

Threetimes

Forntimes

Five times

Six time

More that six times

2U

53

12

78.9

17.2

3.9

o The zubjects had been prosecuted of using amphetaurine before getting arrested this

time

97

212

52

257

t6

293

97

46

59

27

27

l4

57

a

3t.4

68.6

16.8

83.2

5.2

94.8

25.6

14.9

l9.t

8.7

8.t

4.5

r9.0
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4.2 Social and economic backgrounds (Tabte 2 and 3)

a

Results / 82

4.2.1 rhe samples who lived in the area where amphetamine was widety

trafficked were at 33o/o and, no mfficking on taking amphetamine at

25.9o/o.

4.2.2 The samples who had been tafficking amphetamine previorsly were at

25,9% and had nev€,r been raffcking amphetamine previously at

74.t%.

4.2.3 The samples who were still frfficking amphetamine inconstantly were

at l3.6yo, occasionally 7 .lyo, regularly 2.9% andnever 7 6.4%.

4,2,4 The samples who were misled to use amphetamine before were at

l9.lo/o,and were never misled at 80.9o/o.

4.2.5 For the we of amphetamine this time, the samples who were misled

were at 12.9% and were not at 87.1o/o.

4.2.6 The samples who were regularly persuaded to use amphetamine were at

8.lo/o, sometimes 58.9o/o and never 33.0%.

4.2.7 For the use of amphetamine this time, the samples who were misled to

use amphetamine were at 3l.l%and were not misled at6g.6%.

4.2.8 The samples who were forced to used amphetamine were at g.l% and

were never forced at9l.9o/o.

4,2,9 For the use of amphetamine this time, the samples who were forced to

use amphetamine were 5.5% and were never forced atg4.S%.

4.2.10 The samples who got a job at the time being arrested were at 37.gyo,

were jobless or unemployed at 62.10/o,

a
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4.2.11 The samples who had intimate friends who were fond of going out were

at60.8% and were not fond of going out at 39.2o/o.

4.2.12 The samples who had intimate friends who were found of gambling

were at 37.9% and were not fond of gambling at62.lyo.

4.2.13 The samples who had intimate friends who smoked were at g0.6% and

did not smoke at 19.4o/o.

4.2.14 The samples who had intimate friends who were fond of drinking were

at62.5% and were not fond of drinking at37.5%.

4.2.15 The samples who had intimate friends who were fond of buying illegal

lottery were at 17.8o/o and were not fond of buying illegal lottery at

82.2%.

4.2.16 The samples who had intimate friends who were fond of taking

amphetamine in group were at 57.3% and were not fond of that ' ing at

42.7o/o.

4.2,17 The samples who had intimate friends who dealt wittr drug tafficking

were at Mo/o atddid not dealt with dnrg tafficking at 560/o.a
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Table 2

Results / t4

Numben and percentage of the samples classifred by sociat

and economic backgrounds.

Social backgrounds Numbers

Q0e)

Percentages

(100)

General feature of the neighborhood

t

Wide spread of amphetamine tafficking

Wide spread ofthe use of amphetamine

Not any amphetamine use or hafficking

Deal with amphetamine trafficking

Yes

No

Still deal with amphetamine tafficking

Never

Notregularly

Regularly

Occasionally

Been misled by othopeople previously

Yes

No

Been misled to use amphetamine this time

Yes

No

Bee,n percuaded by friends previously

Regularly

Sometimes

Never

t27

t02

80

75

236

236

42

9

22

59

25A

40

269

25

t82

rc2

4t.t

33.0

25.9

23.6

76.4

76.4

13.6

2.9

7.1

19.1

80.9

19.1

80.9

8.1

58.9

33.0

t

a' Copyright by Mahidol UniversityCopyright by Mahidol University



I Fac. of Grmd Studies, Mahidol Univ.

Table 2 (Cont)
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Behavior and habit of intima

Q0e) (100)

Beenpersuadedto use amphetamine this time

a

Yes

No

Been forced to use amphetamine previotsly

Yes

No

Been forced to use amphetamine this time

yes

No

97 3r.l
212 68.9

25 8.1

284 91.9

t7 5.5

292 94.5

Table 3 Numbers and percentage of the subjech classified by social

and economic backgrounds.

Behavior and habit of intimate fi.
Qoe) (r00)

a Be fond of going out

Yes

No

Be found of gambling

Yes

No

Be fond of smoking

yes

No

188

tzl

lt7
192

249

60

60.8

39.2

37.9

62.1

80.6

19,4
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Table 3 (Cont )

ResulB / 86

Behavior and habit of intimate friends Numbers Percentages

Q0e) (r00)

Be fond of drinking

Yes

No

Be fond of buying illegal lottery

I Yes

No

Be fond of using amphetamine in group

Yes

No

Deal with narcotics trafficking

Yes

No

193

116

55

2s4

t77

t32

136

173

62.5

37.5

r7.8

82.2

s7.3

a.t

M.0

s6.0

a

43 physical and mental conditions (Table 4 and 5)

4.3.1 rhe samples who had dependent personality were at ll.0% and who

hadnot at89.0%.

4.3.2 The samples who were dependent on narcotics at all time were at

ll.3% and were at 88.7o/o.

4.3.3 The samples who took after other people in using amphetamine were at

48.9% and did not do that at 5l.lo/o.

4,3.4 For the use of amphetamine this time, the samples who took after other

people in using amphetamine were at 40.8o/o and did not do so at

59.204.
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4.3.5 The samples who were curious to use amphetamine previously were at

69,90/o and were not curious to do that at30,.lyo.

4.3.6 For the use of amphetamine this time the samples used amphetamine

became to do that at 17,5%.

4.3.1 rhe samples who believed that using amphetamine war a common

practice in every part of the world were at 55% and did not believe so

at45%.

4.3.8 The samples who believed that amphetamine enabled them to feel

happy and for get all sorrow were at sl.B% and did not berieve so at

48.2%.

4.3.9 The samples who had to use amphetamine for medical reason were at

3.9% nddid not have to do so at g1,l%.

4.3.10 The samples who had love and tight famity bond at high level were at

94.5o/o, moderate level at 4.2Yolow level at 0.6% and,had no love and

famitybondat 0.6%.

4.3.11 The samples who had someone that hold their mind at 87.4o/o and had

no one at12,60/o.

4.3.12 The samples who were tense at high level were at 3l.lo/o, moderate

level at 35.9yo,low level at 13.9% and were not tense at all at !7.2o/o.

4.3.13 The samples who were frustrated at high level were at 2s.6%o,moderate

level at 24.9Yo,low level at 24.60/o and were not frusrated at all at

13.60/o.

4.3.14 The samples who were worried at high level were at 40.so/o, moderate

level at 29.8yo,low level at 16.2% and were not worried at 13.60/o.

o

t
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4,3.15 the samples who were disappointed and discouraged at high level were

ai 46.30/o, moderate level at 21.7o/o,low level at ls.9yo and were not

disappointed and discoumged at all at16.20/o.

4.3.16 The samples who were sensitive and uncertain at high level were at

24.6yo, moderate level at 22.3o/o, low level at 2l.4Yo and were not

sensitive and uncertain at 31.7o/o.

Table 4 Numbers and percentage of the subiects classffied by physlcal

and mental condition.

Physical and mental condition

o

Numbers

Qoe)

Percentages

(100)

a

Be dependent on otherpeople at all time

Yes

No

Be dependent on narcotics at all time

Yes

No

Previously follow other people

Yes

No

34

275

35

274

151

158

t26

183

2t6

93

11.0

89.0

11.3

88.7

48.9

51.1

40.8

s9.2

69.6

30.1

The reason for the use of narcstiss rhis time was following other people

Yes

No

Previously feel curious to use amphetamine

Yes

No
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Table 4 (Cont)

M.A (Criminolory and Criminal Justice) / g9

Physical and menhl condition Numbers

Q0e)

Percentages

(100)

The reason for the use of narcotics this time was

o

Yes

No

Believe that amphetamine is a good thing

Believe

Disbelieve

Believe

Disbelieve

Yes

No

Family love and bond

Most

Much

Ave,mge

Little

Least

None

Always have someone to turnto for some advice

Ye
No

255

54

t70

139

t2

297

258

34

l3

I

I

2

270

390

82.5

t7.5

55.0

45.0

51.8

48.2

3.9

96.1

83.5

u.0

4.2

0.3

0.3

0.6

87.4

t2.6

Believe that amphetamine enable one to get over one,s sotrow

160

t49

At the moment the subjects were using amphetamine for medical reason

a
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Table 5

Results / 90

Numbensr percentage, mean, and standard deviation of the

subjects classilied by physical and mental condition conceming

mental problem.

Mentalproblem Numbers Percentages

Q0e)

SDx

a

Tension

Most

Much

Average

Little

Least

None

Frustration

Most

Much

Average

Little

Least

None

Worry

Most

Much

Average

Little

Least

None

49

53

lrI
23

20

53

28

51

77

55

2t

77

il
7l

92

34

t6

42

r5.9

17.2

3s.9

7.4

6.5

t7.2

9.1

16.5

24.9

t7.8

6.8

24.9

t7.5

23.0

29.8

11.0

5.2

13.6

2.77 t.62

2.29 1.65

2.96 t.57

a
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Table 5 (Conf,)

M.A. (Criminology and Cdminal Justice) / 9l

Mentalproblem Numbers Percentages

Q0e)

SDx

Disappointed and discouraged

Most

Much

Average

Little

Least

None

Sensitivity and uncertainty

Most

Much

Average

Little

Least

None

1.753.01

a

8r

62

67

28

2t

50

35

4l

69

46

20

98

26.2

20.t

2t.7

9.1

6.8

16.2

11.3

13.3

22.3

t4.9

6.5

31.7

2.13 t.76

a
4.4 X'actorc affecting the use of amphetamine (Iable Q

4.4.1 The samples who felt that being uneducated affected the use of

amphetamine at high level were at9.4o/o moderate level at 20.1o/o,low

level at 2!.3o/oand did not affect the use or amphetamine at 4g.z%.

4.4.2 The samples who felt that unemplolment affected the use of

amphetamine at high level were at28.5Yo, moderate level at 2l.7\o,

O lowlevel at43.7o/oanddidnotaffecttheuseaamphetamine a16.2%.
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4.4.3 The samples who felt that broken home family affested the use of

amphetamine at high level were at 41.4o/o, moderate level at 13,60/o,

low level at 16.5% and did noi affect the we of amphetamine at28.5o/o.

4.4.4 From the whole 5amples 36.6% thought that having no one to tum to

for some advice affected the use of amphetamine at high level, l8.lo/o

at moderate level, 133% at low level and 32.O%thought it didn't effect

at all.

4.4.5 From the whole samples 28.2% thought that poverty or no income

affected the use of amphetamine at high level, 19.4% at moderate level,

16.5% at low level and 3s.g%thought it didn't effect at all.

4.4.6 From the whole sanrples 16.l% thought that tafficking amphetamine

affected the use of amphetamine at high level, 149% at moderate level,

17.4% at low level and st.s%thought it didn't effect at all.

4,4.7 From the whole samples 2.2o/o thou$t that being forced to use

amphetamine affected the use of amphetamine at high level, 4.2 o/o at

moderate level, 16.20/o at low level and 77.3% thought it didn't effect

at all.

4.4.8 From the whole samples 3.9% thought that being misled to use

amphetamine affected the use of amphetamine at high level, 5.5Yo at

moderate level, 13.3% at low level and 77.3% thought it didn't effect

at all.

4.4,9 From the whole samples l8.l% thought that being persuaded to use

amphetamine affected the use of amphetamine at high level, 12.60/o at

o

o

a Copyright by Mahidol UniversityCopyright by Mahidol University



€

a Fac. ofGrand Studles, Mahtdot r*3'j
dfflJi1[\$i- 

M'A' (criminorogv and criminar Justice) / e3

moderate level, 29.2% at low level and 39.5 o/o thought it dido't effect

at all.

4.4.10 From the whole samples 49.8o/o thought that curiosity affected the use

of amphetaurine at high level, 27.8o/o at moderate level, 13.60/o at low

level and 8.7% thought it didn't effect at all.

4.4.11 From the whole samples 19.4% thought that following other people in

using amphetamine affected the use of amphetaurine at high level,

21.7% at moderate level, 22.0% at low level and 36.90/o thought it

didn't effect at all.

4,4.12 From the whole samples 45.9% thought that living in the area where

amphetamine is widely used or tafficked affected the use of

amphetanrine at high level, 21.470 at modemte level, 14.9o/o at low

level and 17.8% thought it didn't effect at all.

4.4.13 From the whole samFles ls5% thought that value and belief that

amphetamine is a good thing to use affected the use of amphetamine at

high level, 20.7% at moderate level, 20.4% at low level and 43.4%

thought it didn't effect at all.

4.4.14 From the whole samples 3.2%thonghtthat having to use amphetamine

for medical reason affected the use of amphetamine at high level,2.9Yo

at moderate level, 6.8% at low level and87.l% thought it didn,t effect

at all.

4,4.15 From the whole samples 6.5% thought that having penonatity and

behavior that always depend on amphetamine affected the use of

a

o
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amphetamine at high level, 5.2% atmoderate level, 14.6% at low level

and 73.8% thought it didn't effect at all.

4.4.16 From the whole samples 45.3o/o thought that having mental problem

such ad tension, worry and frustation affected the use of amphetamine

at high level,23.60/o at moderate level, 13.3%o at low level and 17.8o/o

thought it didn't effect at all.

o 4.4.17 From the whole samples 25.9% thought that being sensitive and

uocertain affected the use of amphetamine at high level, 24.3% at

moderate level, 17.5o/o at low level and 32.4o/o thought it didn't effect

at all.

4.4.18 From the urhole samples 44.l%thought that the lack of family love and

bond affected the use of amphetamine at high level, 12.60/o at modemte

level, 15.2% at low level and 27.s%thought it didn,t effect at all.

O
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Number, percentage mean and standard deviation of the samples

Classifred by opinions on factors affecting the use of amphetamine

Table 6

Factors affecting the use of

amphetamine

Numbers Percentages x SD

Being uneducated

Most

a Much

Average

Little

Least

None

Being unemployd

Most

Much

Average

tittle

Least

None

Broken-home family

' Most

Much

Avemge

Little

Least

None

t.37

2.17 t.77

2.s0 t.92

r.56

t2

t7

62

M

22

152

28

50

67

35

t9

100

56

72

42

27

24

88

3.9

5.5

20.t

14.2

7.1

49.2

9.1

19.4

2t.7

11.3

32.4

32.4

l8.l

23.3

13.6

8.7

7.8

28.s
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Table 6 (Cont)

Results / 96

Factors affecting the use of

amphetamine

Numbers Percentages x SD

a

Having no one to turn to for some

advice

Most

Much

Average

Little

Least

None

Poverty or not having income

Most

Much

Average

Little

Least

None

Dealing with amphetamine

tafficking and possessing

Most

Much

Average

Litrle

Least

None

53

60

56

26

l5

99

5t

36

60

31

20

lll

2

5

t3

t4

26

239

17.2

t9.4

l8.l

8.4

4.9

32.0

16.5

tt.7

19.4

10.0

6.5

35.9

0.6

1.6

4.2

7.8

8.4

77.3

2.40 1.92

0.46 0.99

t.44 1.73

a
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Table 6 (ConA)

M.A. (Criminolory and Criminal Justice) / 97

Factors affecting the use of

amphetamine

Numbers Percentages x SD

t

Being foroed to use amphetamine

Most

Much

Average

Little

Least

None

Being misled to use

amphetamine

Most

Much

Average

Little

Least

None

Beingpersuadedto use

amphetamine

Most

Much

Average

Litile

Least

None

2

5

l3

t4

26

239

3

9

t7

2t

20

239

23

35

39

45

45

t22

0.6

1.6

4.2

7.8

8.4

77.6

1.0

2.9

5.5

6.8

6.5

77.3

7.4

11.3

t2.6

14.6

14.6

39.s

0.46 0.99

0.531 t.t2

t.@ 1.69

a
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Table 6 (Cont")

Resula / 98

Factors affecting the use of

amphetamine

Numbers Percentages x SD

a

Being curious

Most

Much

Average

Little

teast

None

Following otherpeople

Most

Mush

Average

Little

Least

None

Living in the neighborhood where

the tse and the tafficking of
amphetamine is widely spread

Most

Much

Average

Little

Least

None

69

85

86

28

t4

27

22

38

67

45

23

tt4

78

64

66

30

t6

55

22.3

27.5

27.8

9.1

4.5

8.7

?.1

12.3

2t.7

t4.6

7.4

36.9

25.2

20.7

21.4

9.7

5.2

17.8

3.28 1.47

1.70

2.98 t.77

1.86

o
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Table 6 (Cont)

M.A. (Criminolory and Criminal Justice) / 99

Factors affecting the use of

amphetamine

Numbers Percentages X SD

a

The value and beliefthat

amphetamine is a goodthing

Most

Much

Average

Little

Least

None

Having to use amphetamine for

medical reason

Most

Much

Average

Litle

Least

None

Being depende,nt on amphetamine

Most

Much

Average

Little

Least

None

t3

35

64

4l

22

134

2

8

9

10

n
269

8

t2

t6

20

25

228

4.2

I1.3

20.7

13.3

7.1

43.4

0.6

2.6

2.9

3.2

3.6

87.1

2.6

3.9

5.2

6.5

8.1

73.8

t.62 1.65

0.32 0.95

1.30

o

0.65
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Table 6 (Cont)

Resuls/ 100

Factors affecting the use of

amphetamine

Numbers Percentages x SD

a

Having mental problem

concerning tension, worry and

frusnation

Most

Much

Average

Little

Least

None

Being se,nsitive and uncertain

Most

Much

Ave,mge

Little

Least

None

The lack of family love and bond

Most

Much

Average

Little

Least

None

78

62

73

25

t6

55

36

M

75

42

t2

100

2s.2

20.t

23.6

8.1

5.2

17.8

n.7

14.2

24.3

13.6

3.9

32.4

27.s

t7.2

12.6

7.8

7.4

27.5

1.78

r.37

2.19

2.67

r.76

a

2.0r

85

53

39

24

23

85
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4.5 Hypothesis testing

Two hlpothesis ofthis study were set as follows.

Hypothesis I The female offe'nders of difrerent personal backgrounds had

different level of the use of amphetamine.

Hypothesis 2 Social and economic backgrounds had the relationship with the

level of the ue of amphetamine by female offenders.

4.5.1 llytrlothesis 1 The fe,male offenders of different backgrounds had

different level of the use of amphetamine. In hypothesis testing, the statistics rsed

were ao analysis of variance and a multiple classification analysis. The variables were

divided into 2 groups as follows :

A. Independent vriables included age, educatio& oosupation, income,

marital status, economic status, the history of being prosecuted of dnrg

use the history of being prosecuted of drug possession, the history of

being prosecuted of drug mfficking and the general feature of the

neighborhood.

B. Dependent variables included the level of the use of amphetamine each

day.

From the an analysis of variance and a multiple classification analysis of the

level of the use of amphetamine on the backgrounds of the samples (Iable 7 and 8)

the results are as follows :

o
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The samples of different age had insignifisanl difference in the level of the use

of amphetamine in these ways; The samples ufro were 25 years old or under had the

level of the use of amphetamine at 0.42 above mean (Brand Mean = 4.230), the

samples who were 26-35 year old had the level of the use of amphetamine at 4.34

under mean meaq and the samples who were 36 years old you had the level of the use

of amphetamine at-1.84 under mear.

Age variable had the relationship of 15% with the level of the use of

amphetamine (Beta = 0.15).

The samples of different levels of education had insigpificant difference in the

level of the use of amphetamine inthese ways; The samples who finished pathom 4 or

lower had the level of the use of amphetamine af 0.17 above mean (Brand Mean =

4.230),the samples who finished pathom 6 had the level of the use of amphetamine at

4.08 under meao, and the samples who finished jrmior high school had the level of

the rse of amphetamine at -0.01 under mean.

Educational levels variable had the relationship of 2%with the level of the use

of amphetamine (Beta = 0.02).

The samples of differe,rt occupations had insignificant difference in the level

of the ue of amphetamine at 0.05 level in these ways; The samples who were

unemployed had the level of the use of amphetamine at 1.27 above mean (Brand

Mean = 4.230),the samples who were low-skilled workers had the level of the use of

amphetamine d.4.22 under meao, and the subject urho were trade persons had the

a

a
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level of the use of amphetamine at -1.19 under mearr. The samples of other

occupatiorur had the level of the use of amphetamine at-1.25 under mean.

Occupation variable had the relationship of 23% with the level of the use of

amphetamine (Beta = 0.23).

The samples of different monthly income had insignificant difference in the

level of the use of amphetamine in these ways; The samples who had no income had

the level of the use of amphetamine at4.66 (Brand Mean = 4.230),the samples who

earned less than 4,000 baht per month had the level of the use of amphetamine at -0.61

under meao, and the sample who earned more than 4,000 baht per month had the level

of the use of amphetamine at -1.84 under mean.

Income variable had the relationship of 22o/o with the level of the use of

amphetamine (Beta = 0.22).

The samples of different marial satus had insiFificant difference in the level

of the use of amphetamine in these ways; The samples who lrsre single had the level

of the use of amphetamine at -O.38 under mean (Brand Mean = 4.230), the sanrples

who were married had the level of the use of amphetamine at 0.01 above mean" the

samples who were widowed or divorced had the level of the use of amphetamine at

0.03 above mean"

Marital sams variable had the relationship of 6% with the level of the use of

amphetamine (Bea = 0.0O.

a

a
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The samples of different economic status had insiguificant difference in the

level of the use of amphetamine in these ways; The samples who were rich and who

could make ends meet had the level of the use of amphetamine at -0.01 under mean

(Brand Mean = 4.230),16s samples who were rather poor had the level of the use of

amphetamine at 0.30 above meao, and the samples who were very poor had &e level

ofthe use of amphetamine at 1.55 above mean.

Economic status variable had the relationship of \o/owith the level of the use of

amphetamine (Beta = 0.08).

The samples of different history of being prosecuted of dnrg use had

insignificant differe,lrce in the level of the use of amphetamine in these ways; The

samples who used to be prosecuted of drug use had the level of the use of

amphetamine at 0.59 above mean (Brand Mean = 4.230),the samples who had never

bee,n prosecuted of dmg use had the level of the use of amphehmine at 4.27 meao,

rmdermead

History of being prosecuted of drug use variable had the relationship of l0%

withthe level ofthe we of amphetamine (Beta = 0.10).

The samples of different history of being prosecuted of drug possession had

insignificant difference in the level of the use of amphetamine in these ways; The

samples who rsed to be prosecuted of dnrg possession had thE level of the rse of

amphetmine at 0.56 above mean (Brand Mean = 4.230),the samples who had never

been prosecuted of drug possession had the level of the use of amphetamine at -O.ll

meaD, tmdermead

a

a
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tfistory of being prosecuted of dnrg possession variable had the relationship of

6% withthe level ofthe use of amphetamine (Beta = 0.0O.

The samples of different history of being prosecuted of dnrg possession for

tafficking had insignificant difference in the level of the use of amphetamine in these

uay$ The samples who used to be prosecuted of drug possession for tafficking had

the level of the use of amphetamine at -1.65 above mear (Brand Mean = 4.230), the

samples who had never been prosecuted of drug possession for nafficking had the

level of the use of amphetamine at 0.09 mean, under mead

History of being prosecuted of drug possession for tafficking variable had the

relationship of l}%withthe level ofthe use of amphetamine (Beta = 0.10).

The samples of different general feature of neighborhood had insignificant

difference in the level of the use of amphetamine in these ways; The samples who

lived in the neighborhood where amphetamine tafficking is widely spread had the

level of the use of amphetamine at 0.30 above mean (Brand Mean = 4.230), the

sample n'ho lived in the neighborhood where the use of amphetamine is widely

spread had the level of the use of amphetamine at 4.46 mean, tmder mead, and the

samples who lived in the neighborhood where neither amphetamine tafficking and the

use of amphetamine is widely spread had the level of the use of amphetamine at 0.ll

above mea&

General feature of neighborhood variable had the relationship of $Yo with the

level ofthe rse of amphetamine (Beta = 0.08).

t
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All independent variables has the relationship of 11.8% with dependent

variable, (Multiple R = 0.118) and can altogether explain dependent variable at34.3%

(Multiple R Squared = 0.343)

Hlpothesis I is confirmed.

Table 7 An analysis of variance of the level of the use of amphetamine by

the subjects, classified by personal backgrounds.
a

Activities Sum of

squares

Mean

DF Squares

sienif

F of F

a

Main Effects

Age

Rlucation

Occupation

Income

Madtal status

Economic stams

Having been prosecuted of dnrg

use

Having been prosecuted of drug

possession

Having been prosecuted of dnrg

tafficking

General feature of neighborhood

Explained

Residual

Total

18 32.5t4 2.146

2 /14.810 2.962

2 1.06s .070

3 45.498 3.007

3 92.586 6.t20

2 8.637 .571

2 15.057 .995

t 45.527 3.009

585.246

89.621

2.129

t36.493

185.17r

17.274

30.115

4s.528

19.08s

a.691

32.050

585.246

4387.M0

4972.686

.005{'

.053

.932

.031*

.002*

.566

.37t

.084

1 19.085 t.26t .262

t o.69t 2.822 .094

2 t6.025 1.059 .348

18

290

308

32.514 2.149

15,129

16.145
a

.005*
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Ihe multiple classffication of the subjects classlfied by the personal

backgrounds of the subjects

Table I

Grand Mean = 4.230

Variablo + Category

Adjusted for

Unadjusted Independents

Dwon Eta Dev's Beta

Adjusted for

Independents

* Coveriates

DeY'n Beta

a

Age

Loso than 25 years old

2G35 years old

36 years old

Education

Juniotprimary school

@athom4)

Senior primary school

@athom 6)

Junior high school and

higher

Occupdion

Unemployed

Low-skill worken

Trade persons

Others

Monthly income

No income

trsss than 4,000 baht

More than 4,000 baht

t79

109

2l

9t

t49

50

19

79

126

104

.52

-.55

-1.61

1.00

-.22

-1.07

-.23

0.56

-.86

.62

.42

-.34

-.1.84

-.08

t.27

-.22

-1.19

-t.25

-.66

-.61

t.24

6l

tzt

.15.17

.t7-79

-.01.31127

.10

.07

a

.02

.23.18

a

.18 .22
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Grand Mean = 4.230

Variable + Category

Adjusted for

Unadjusted Independents

Dev'n Eta Dev's Beta

Adjusted for

Independents

* Coveriates

Dev'n Beta

Marital status

Single

Married

Widowd/Divorced

Economical Status

Can make ends meet

Ratherpoor

Verypoor

Been proscutd of drug

previously

Yes

No

Been prosecuted of

possession previously

Yes

No

Been prosecuted ofdrug

possession for tafficking

previously

Yes

No

78

l3t
93

-.37

.01

.30

-.01

-.30

l.s5

-1.65

.09

.09

-.27

.32
a

.06.06

244

53

t2

.06

-.48

.85

.08.07

97 .50

212 =023

52

257

t6 -1.48

293 .08

.59

-.27

.56

-.1 I

.50

-.10

.10.08

drug

t

.06 .06

.10

a

.09
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Grand Mean = 4.230

Variable + Cdegory

Adjusted for

Unadjusted Independents

Dev'n Eta Dev's Beta

Adjusted for

Independents

* Coveriates

Dev'n Beta

General feature of neighborhood

'lhe trafficking of

amphetamine is widely

spread

The use of

amphetamine is widely

spread

Nouse andtafficking

of amphetamine

Multiple R Squared

Muldple R

t27 .30

a

-.46-.47

.18 .lt

t02

80

.08 .l I

.118

343

a 4.52 Hypothesis 2 Social and economic backgrormds had the relationship

with the level of the use of amphetamine in female offenders.

In hypothesis testing the statistics used were correlation coefficient analysis.

The variables ofthe study were as follow :

A. Independent variables include being rmeducated, unemployment

broken-home familn having no one to turn to for some advice, poverty or

not harring income, deating with amphetamine tafficking or possessing,

being forced to used amphetamine, being misled to use amphetamine,

being persuaded to use amphetamine, being curiots to use amphetamine,a Copyright by Mahidol UniversityCopyright by Mahidol University
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following other people, living in the neighborhood when the use and the

tafficking of amphetamine is widely spread, the value and belief that

amphetamine is a good thing, having to use amphetamine for medical

reason, being dependent on amphetamine, having mental problems

including teusion, worry, frusnatioq being sensitive and uncertain and

the lack of family love and bond.

B. Dependent variable includes the level of the use of amphetamine each

day. From the analysis of relationship in table 9 it was found that social

and economic backgrounds concerning physical and mental condition"

being uneducated, being persuaded to use amphetamine, being curious to

use amphetamine, being sensitive and certain only had the significant

relationship with the level of the use of amphetamine at 0.05 level. This

means the samples who had high level of the use of amphetamine were

uneducated, persuaded by friends, curious to use amphetamine, snd

sensitive and uncertain On the part of other variables including

rmemplolme,nt broken-home family, having ro one to tum to for some

advice, poverty or not having income, dealing with amphetamine

hafficking or possessing, being forced to use amphetamine, being misled

to rse amphetamine, following other people, living in the neighborhood

where the use and the trafficking of amphetamine is widely spread, the

value and &e belief that amphetamine is a good thing, being dependent or

amphetamine at all time, having mental problem like tension,

worry, frustationo sensitivity, and the lack of family love and

I
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bond had insignificanr relationship with the level of the use of

amphetamine.

Conclusion : Social and economic background concerning broken-home

family dealrng with amphetamine trafficking and possessing, the value and believe

that amphetamine is a good thing, being dependent on amphetanrine at all time, having

mental problems, the lack of family love and bond had the significant relationship with

the level of the use of amphetamine by female offenders.

Hlpothesis 2 is confirmed.

a
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Table 9

Resulb/ l12

Ihe relationship between the level of the use of amphetamine and

factors affecting the use of amphetamins.

Factors
Correlation (r)

a

1. Beinguneducated

2. Unemplolment

3. Broken-home family

4. Having no one to turn to for

5. Poverty or not having income

6. Dealing with amphetamine tafficking and

possessing

7. Being forced to use amphetamine

8. Being misled to use amphetamine

9. Being persuaded to use amphetamine

10. Being cruious to use amphetamine

I 1. Following other peopl

12. Living in the neighborhood where the

tafficking and the use of amphetamine is

widely spread

13. The value and belief that amphetamine is a

goodthing

14. Having to ttse amphetamine for medical

reason

-.0049

.0898

.1624

.0656

.0441

.1826

.0132

0.549

0.533

0.1603

.0806

.t6t4

.1335

.0783

.932

.l l5

.004*

.250

.M0

.001*

.818

.336

.350

.00s

.t57

.004ta

.019*

.t70

a Copyright by Mahidol UniversityCopyright by Mahidol University



a Fac. of Grmd Studie, Mahidol Univ.

Table 9 (Cont)

M.A. (Criminology and Criminal Justice) / I 13

Factors Conelation (r)

15. Being dependent on amphetamine at all

time

16. Having mental problem like tension, worry,

frtrshation, sensitivity, uncertainty

17. Being sensitive and uncertain

18. The lack of family love and bond

.1571

.2533

.0692

.l165

.006*

.000r

.225

.041t

t
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CHAPTtsR V

DISCUSSION

The shrdy on factors affection the use of Amphetamine of female offenders in

the Central Correctional Institute for Female Offendersn Bangkok, is the study of the

use of the way female offenders taking Amphetamine which is am action oppose to

expectation of Thai society and tadition. Female in concept of Thai society is taught

to have polite manner and behaves under the scope of moral according to the norm of

society. It is expected that female in Thai society must play a role and status of good

wife and good mother, not commit crime on drug or associate with temptation,

especially Amphetamine, like male do.

Many interesting issues were found from this study. The first one is that

separation of family and lack of love as well as relationship with members in family

have positive conelation with Amphetamine taken by female offendErs with statistical

significance. We may say that female offenders of broken home are occurred at high

level. The more they lack of love and relation within families, the more Amphetamine

they wiII take. This may be resulting from institution of family. Although family is

the smallest institution, it is the ,sst imFortant institution of society in developing

quality of hman life. It has a role and duty to look after members of family to be

healthy both physical and mental. It will safeguard all members and also instnrct

everyone to leanr about rules, regulations or,standards of society. More importan!

family has an influence on attitude and behavior of members in society. So if

members in family give love and care to each other as well as play their role and duty

perfectly according to expectation of society, good relationship and understanding will

e

a

o Copyright by Mahidol UniversityCopyright by Mahidol University



a
Fac. ofGrmd Studim, tvlahidol Univ. MA (Criminolory and Giminal Justice) / I 15

occur among membem in family. Theq membe$ in family will comprehend the rules

and discipline of society and becanre good and efficient members of society. But in

family thaf lacks of good relationship or understanding, Dily problem will then occur.

So if we considered on the sociological concept. Especially the theory of Social Bond

of Herschi, we nay found that relationship within family is an important measure to

prevent and solve problems of offense including narcotic problems. In other words,

love and relationship within family will be the center that combines everyone in

family together. It wiU prevent all members not to get behavioral deviation or will be

immrrnity of behavioral deviation. But whenever family faces problems or got a

broke,n home situation, members in family may turn to hold on illegal things including

narcotic or Amphetamine. The state of broken home still appeared in Thai society

especially in the families of female offenders. It may be due to the death of parents or

husband or the divorce of parerrts or divorce between female offenders and her

htsband" Moreover, the study showed that about 9lo/o of female offenders got divorce

or became widow. So, divorce or broken home may be the rezult of lacking of love

and slmpathy as well as relationship among members in family. When people have

nothingto hold on" they will feel lonely andthen turn to take Amphetamine in orderto

compensate the 'ing they lost. In conclusion, female offenders who got broken home

and lacked of love will took Amphetamine at high volume in order to respond their

needs in the opposite way and wish to hurt feeling of their parents or attract their

interest

We found &om the study that residing in the area where Amphetamine is taken

or nafficked or possessed had positive correlation with Amphetamine taken by female

offerders. Fe,male offenders who live in the pentioned area will take Amphetamine at

o
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higfu voltrme. When the environment around residence facilitates offenders to find

Amphetamine easily or Amphetamine was taken in large volume, consequently, taking

Amphetamine became normal behavior of society. Moreover, people who grew up in

this e,lrvironme,lrt will learn and absorb an incorrect value and also believed that

Amphetamine wat a good thing that can be taken. We also found that value and belief

of female offenders that Amphetamine is a good tlrings have correlation with the

volume of Amphetamine taken by female offenders' residences and their value as well

as belief may cause female offenders taking and tafficking Amphetamine at high level

and believed that Amphetamine is a good thing. In this regard, tafficking and

possessing Amphetamine also have positive correlation with the volume of

Amphetamine taken ff female offe,nders taffic or possess Amphetamine in large

volume, their level of taking Amphetamine will be high as well. This may be because

is they are ffifficker, they may get great benefit from tafficking Amphetamine which

is enoug! to buy Amphetamine for themselves and in case they are the possessor, they

can keep or possess Amphetamine in the volume that is enough to respond their need.

Another important issue is mental proble,ms, such as tension, oppression,

worry, disappoinfuent and discouagemen! have positive correlation with volume of

Amphetamine taken by female offenders with seatistical significance. So if female

offenders got high level of mental problems, the level of taking Amphetamine of these

offenders will be high as well. But if mental problem of offenders is little, the level of

taking Amphetanine will also be low. This may be because mental problems have

significant influence upon behavior and way of living of person. Way of living of

people has to depend on physical and mental conditions. So if person faces the

problems in society and such problem has an effect to his/her success in work or

o
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education, this may have an influence on his/her mental conditions and cause mental

proble,m. As a resul! although people will try hard to cope with problems and

obstacles, they cannot overcome due to lacking of motivation. But in contrary, they

may tum to hold on something that can compensate their disappointuenl For people

who have sfiong basic of mind and cannot be induced easily, they may solve problem

by using principle of religion. While another gpup of people try to escape from

problems, they will tum to use narcotic or Amphetamine as a tool to forget all

problem. We may conclude that female offenders who face mental problem will get

high level of discouragement as well as high level of taking Amphetamine.

In addition, we also found from the study that personality and behavior relying

on &trg have positive correlation with volume of drug taken with satistical

siEnificance. Female offenders who have personality and behavior that always rely on

dfug wilt also take drug at high level. We may say that this personality is a character

of lacking of self-confide,nt and relying on other people el things all the time to reduce

fear and create self-confident. So in order to create self-confident, they may tum to

hold on narcotic which can encourage or motivate them to behave as they wish.

Therefore. This group of offenders will nged Amphetamine higher tan general

people.

Morrover, female offenders of different occupations will also take

Amphetamine at different volumes with statistically significance. Female offenders of

unemplolment will take Amphetamine at the highest level. This may be because they

have free time and have no commituen! so they may feel lonely and then turn to take

Amphetamine. Sometimes the feeling of discouragement may cause female offenders

to take Amphetamine which is the wrong way to solve problem. However, another

o
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re,markable iszue is that female offe,nders who have high income will also take

Amphetamine at high volume. But for female offenders of low income, they do not

have enough money to find Amphetamine for taking. It is possible that people of high

income may also take Amphetamine because when they have lots of money, lots of

problems will also occur. So their solution is to take narcotic at high volume.

a
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CHAPTER VI

CONCLUSION AI\D RECOMMENDATION

The study on factors affecting the use of amphetamine by female offenders in

The Celrtral Correstional Institution for females in Bangkok was aimed to study

characteristic of female offenders who use amphetamine and the factors affecting the

use of amphetamine by this Soup of offenders and to obtain the preventive guidelines

and the solutions to the problem of drug use by female offenders.

The population of the study was 209 female offenders dealing wittl

amphetamine and was imprisoned in The Cental Correctional Institution for female in

Bangkok The Statistics use were percentage, meao, an analysis of variance, a

multiple classification analysis, correlation coefficient and multiple regression

analysis. The results ofthe study could be concluded as follows :

6.1 Results of the study

6.1.1 Personal backgrounds of the sample

Most of the subjects who were female offenders were under 25 years

ol4 juoior high school graduated, Buddhist, low-skilled workers, earned less than

4,000 baht, domiciled in other provinces mther than Bangkok, singls, can make ends

meet had not previously been persecuted of drug use, drug possession, drug

possession fortrafficking and before getting arrested used amphetamine at lea* 3 time

aday.

a
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6.12 Social and economic backgrounds

Most of the samples had a job before getting arrested, lived in the

neighborhood where the use of amphetamine was widely spread, never dealt wittl

amphetamine tafficking, had not previously been misted or foced to use

amphetamine, but had been persuaded by friends and for the use of amphetamine this

time either. were not misled or forced by any one and either not persuaded by friends.

On the matter of behavior and habit of intimate friends, it was found that most of their

intimate friends were fond of going ou! smoking, drinking and using narcotics in

soup.

5.13 Physical and mental backgrounds

Most of the samples were not dependent on amphetamine by

personality, they had used amphetamine because of their curiosity not because they

followed any people. They believed that using amphetamine was a common practice

in all societies, andthat amphetamine could make them happy and enabled them to get

over their sonow. They didn't have to use amphetarnine for medical reason. They had

family love and bond and had someone to turn to for some advice.

On the respects of mental problem, it was foud that the samples had

mental problem concerning tensior, frusfration, worry, disappoinment

discouragement, sensitivity, uncertainty at moderate level.

a
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6.2.1 llypothesis I Female offenders of different personal backgrounds had

different level of amphetanrine.

In hypothesis testing it was found that female offenders of different personal

backgrounds concerning occupation and monthly income had significant difference in

the level ofthe use of amphetamine

622 Hypothesis 2 Social and economic backgrounds, physical and mental

condition had the relationship with the level of the use of amphetamine by female

offenders.

In hypothesis testing it was found that broken-home family, dealing with

amphetamine trafficking and possessing, the value and believe that amphetamine is a

good thing, being dependent on amphetamine at all time, having mental problems, the

lack of family love and bond had the significant relationship with the level of the use

of amphetamine by female offenders.

63 Recommendations from the study

From the study on factors affecting Amphetamine taken by female prisoners in

the Institr$ions for Female Offenders, Bangkolq it was found that facton affecting

Amphetamine taken by female prisoners are separation of members in family, lack of

love and warm, residing in the area where Amphetamine is taken or tafficked or

I possessed, value and belidin Amphetamine as good thing to be taken, personality and

I
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behavior relying on drug, and mental problems such as tension, oppression, worry,

discouragement. Therefore, the author would like to propose some comments for

preventing and solving Amphetamine taken by female prisoners as follows :-

l. We should sEengthen the unity of family institution by encouraging

membff of family to give love and care to each other as well as have good

relationships. Everyone in family has to play his/her role perfectly, especially parents

should be a center of family Moreover, the leader of family has to accept ideas of

members and also ready to give help to them so thar they will not feel lonely and

become sfronger as well as have immunity to protect themselves from narcotic.

2. Official tmits that have responsibility to prevent and suppress narcotic

should improve their efficiency in zuppressing the outbreak of narcotic, eqpecially

Amphetamine. The Office of the Narcotics Connol Board and the Royal Thai Police

should set a wide scope of stategy in narcotic prevention by creating certainty to

every goup of people especially parents and other organization. This will encoumge

pmple to oppose narcotics, narcotic producer, trafficker and supporter. In addition,

we should give knowledge and rmderstanding on bad effect of narcotic to people, set

up the penetrating operation to prevent and suppress narcotic, producer and trafficker.

Cooperation should be made with other organizations within community and leader of

local area as well as other social institutions such as family, temple, school. We

should give chance to these institutions to take part in preventing and solving narcotic

problem, especially Amphetamine problem occurred in comnrunity. This method may

assist in getting rid of environment that facilitate people to take Amphetamine. So,

commuity wifl be free from purchasing, trafficking to taking of Amphetamine.

C
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3. Ministry of Education and Ministy of Fublic Health should improve the

metho{ in gving knowledge or drug to people and juvenile. These people should

leam about bad effect of narcotic problem and know how to solve problems with

rationale, not believe in wrong value such as value and belief in Amphetamine as good

things and have good advantage to be taken. Moreover, the Deparhent of Mental

Health should give chance to people who get touble to receive consulhnt or

assistance on mental problem. In addition, the hot-line center should be set in variou

areas in order to solve problem of tension, worry, oppression and discouagement of

female offenders who face problem so that these people will change their mind not to

solve problem by taking dnrg or Amphetamine.

6.4 Recommendations for further study

1. The study should be made on fhctors affecting Amphetamine taken by

female prisoners at wider scope. The target goup for this study in female prisoners

who committed crime and imprisoned by the case of Amphetamine in other prisons
{

and institutions

2. We should also make a study on factors affecting Anrphetamine taken by

male prisoners imprisoned in other prisons and institutions for male. We should put

the focps on cause of drugs taken of factors affecting narcotic taken by juvenile in the

Cenml Obsenation and protection Center.

3. We would make a study on participation of people in preventing and

solving the problem of Amphetamine taken by juvenile and female in many areas.

t
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QTIESTIONNAIRE

Titte : Factors affecting [ppftsfxmine using in female prisonen in the

Central Institution for Female Offenders.

Please mark / in the E or fill in the provided space with the best answer.

l Partl - Personalbackgrotrndorsocialbackgrounds

l. Age ........ years old

2. Education

E Uneducated tr Primary school (Pratom l-4)

tr Primary school level (Pratom 5-6) E Secondary school level

tr High school

tr Bachelor degree

E Others Gpecf)

Appendix / 128

E Vocational/higher vocation school

tr Masterdegree

tr Chdstianity

EI Others (speciff)

tr State enterprise officer

tr Agriculturist

E Company employee

tr Small business

{

3. Religion

E Buddhism

tr Islam

4. Occupation

E Unemployed

E Governme,ntofficer

tr Unskilledworkers

tr Tradepersons

,
E Others (specifu)

5. Average income BhUmonthCopyright by Mahidol UniversityCopyright by Mahidol University
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b

6. Hometown

tr Bangkok

7. Marital status

tr Single

E Widowed/divorced

tr Other provinces (identify)

tr Manied

tr Others (speci$)

8. In case of getting marrie4 you ........

E have Children tr Others (identiS)

9. In case of getting married, you ........

E llave harmonious married life tr Regularly have domestic argument

E Sometime have domestic argument tr Regulady had domestic fighting

E Sometimes had domestic fighting tr Other (identiff)

10. How are your economic station

tr Rich tr Canmakeendsmeet

E RatherPoor E Verypoor

I I . Before imprisonment had you ever been prosecuted of drug offense and in urhat

case

tr Dnrgabrse E Ever E Never

E Possess drug E Ever E Never

E Possessfortrafficking E Ever E Never

12. Before being anested, how often did you take dnrg (Amphetamine) times

per day. (independent variable)

{
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Part 2 - Social and Economic backgrounds

How is the neighborhood you lived like

tr It is an area where Amphetamine is widely mfficked

tr It is an area where people use Amphetamine

tr No tafficking or taking Amphetamine

tr Others (identify)

llave you evertrafficking or sold Amphetamine

tr Yes trNo

Appendix/ 130

1.

t
2.

E Other (speciff)

If yes, do you continue doing so

E Never

tr Regularly

El Sometimes

tr Seldom

tr Others (specf)

Have you everbeenmisled by anyone to use Amphetamine

tr Yes trNo tr Other (qpec$)

5. For the tse of Amphetamine this time, were you misled by anyone

E Yes trNo tr Other (speci&)

6. Have you ever been persuaded by friend to use Amphetamine

E Yes, regularly E Yes, sometimes E Never at all

7. For the use of Amphetamine this time, were you persuaded by anyone

El Yes trNo tr Other (speciff)

8. Have you ever been forced to take Amphetamine

E Yes trNo E Other(specrfr)
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9. For the use of Amphetamine this time, were you forced

E Yes tr No E Orher Gpecf)

10. Have you ever been curious to know about the use of Amphetamine

E Yes tr No E Other Gpec$)

I l. Is it your curiosity to try on taking Amphetamine this time

E Yes tr No tr Other (specrs)

12. You believed that using Amphetamine is a common practice in every part of the

world

E Yes tr No tr Other (speciff)

13. You believed tlrat Amphetamine enable you to feel happy and forget all sonow

tr Yes tr No tr Other (speciff)

14. Do you have to use Amphetamine for medical reason ,

tr Yes tr No E Other (specifr)

15. Do you have the following mental problem

16. llave got a dependent personality

E Yes tr No E Other Gpecify)

17. Are you always dependent on narcotic

tr Yes tr No tr Other(specify)

\

{

I

problems Most Much Average Lifile Least Nothing

l. Beingtense

2. Being ftrstrated

3. Beingwonied

4. Being disappointed and discouraged

5. Being sensitive and uncertain
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18. Whenyou were arreste4 You

tr hadgotajob EI werejobless/unemployed

E other (speciff)

19. Have you ever followed other people on using amphetamine

E Yes tr No E Other (sPeciff)

20. For the use of amphetamine this time, did you follow other people

\ EYes trNo

21. What is the use and behavior of your close friends like

Behaviors Yes No Others

l. Found ofgoing out(atnight)

2. Found of garrbling

Smoke

4. Fond of drinking

5. Fond of buying illegal lottery

6. Fond of talcing Amphetamine in

souP

7. Dealing with narcotics fafftcking

22.How much do you love or care for your family (husband, children or parents,

brother/sister)

tr Most tr Much E Average

tr Little tr Least tr Feel nothing

23.Doyou have any one to turn to for some advice

E Yes (specrs) tr No

tr Others (specify)

{
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Part3 - Factors affecting the use ofAmphetamine
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h

(

How much do the following factors affect

the use ofAmphetamine on you

Most Much Average Little Least Nothing

l. Uneducated or low+ducated

2. Joblesorunemployed

3. Broken home

4. Have no one to turn to when having

problem

5. Poverty or no income

6, Trafrcking-possessing amphehmine

7. Be forced to use amphetamine

8. Be misled to uso amphetamino

9. Be persuaded to use amphetamine

10. Be curious to try on aking

ampheamine

ll. Wish to follow other people in using

amphetamine

12. Living in the area where amphetamine

is widely used orrafficked

13. Value and belief that amphetamine is a

good thing to use

14. Medical reason that needs amphehmine

for medication

15. Having penonality and behavior that

always depends on amphemmine

16. Menhl problems such as tension, worry

or frustration

17. Being sensitive and uncertain

18. The lackof frmily love and bond
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Part4 - Comments or suggestions (identiff)

Appendix/ 134
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