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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this research were to 1) study the level people’s opinions
on the problem state of the epidemic of addictive drugs in the municipal area of
Na Wa sub-district, Nakhon Phanom province,2) to compare the level people’s
opinions on the problem state of the epidemic of addictive drugs in the municipal of
Na Wa sub-district, Nakhon Phanom province by personal factors,3) and Influence to
study the area of family factor, friend factor, Economic factor, and environmental factor
affecting the community-toward the problem stat of the epidemic of addictive drugs in
the municipal area-of Na Wa sub-district, Nakhon Phanom province by personal
factors. The sample was 384 local people aged 18 who resided in the Na Wa
municipal area. The data were collected through a Likert type questionnaire (reliability
co—efficient = .956). Descriptive statistics used in the analysis of the data included
frequency, percentage, mean, and standard deviation, and the hypothesis testing was
conducted using a paired samples t-test and one-way ANOVA. and multiple
regression analysis. The results revealed as follows:

1. The sample had a high level of opinions (X =4.02) regarding the

factors leading to the epidemic of addictive drugs, with the high mean for friends (Y

= 4.38) and family (X = 4.30) respectively. They had a moderate level of opinions



(X = 3.30) on the community environment as a factor leading to the prevalence of
drug use.

2. On the whole, the opinion of the people on the problem state of the
epidemic of addictive drugs in the Na Wa municipal area were at a high level
(X =3.62).In further details, the opinions regarding the drug users obtained the
high mean (X = 4.46), followed by the opinions regarding the media (X =3.53).
The opinions regarding drug producers obtained the moderate mean (X =3.18).

3. The respondents were significantly different (p<.05) in their opinions
on the problem state of drugs epidemic in the community, in terms.of personal
qualities, i.e. sex, education, occupation, and monthly income:

4. The influence of the family, economic and .community environment
factors had a significant effect on the epidemic of addictive drugs in the Na Wa
municipal area at the 0.05 level, with a correlation co—efficient (R) of 0.651. These
factors leading to the widespread drug use.in the communities within the municipal
area could predict the level of the drugs problem in state the Na Wa municipal area

with 41.90 percent accuracy.
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