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The purpose of this research was to study the channels for acquiring information and  
knowledge of drug prevention and the level of acquisition . The subject group from quota sampling 
was 50 adolescents that were equally divided into 2 groups( 25 each). The first group was drug 
addicts and the other one was non-drug addicts. Data was collected from questionnaires and tests. 
SPSS/PC program was employed to analyze data by the method of percentage, mean, standard 
deviation. Also, statistics of T-test and F- test was used for hypothesis test. 
The study revealed that: 

1. Most Muslim adolescents in Bahn Krua Community acquired most of their information 
about drug prevention from their families.  A minority acquired most of it from educational institutes. 

2. Most Muslim adolescents in Bahn Krua Community had an average level of knowledge 
and understanding about drugs and drug prevention. A few of them had a high level. 

3. The comparison of the channels to acquire information about drug prevention of Muslim 
adolescents in Bahn Krua Community analyzed according to the variables indicated that 

     3.1 More women than men acquired information from educational institutes with a 
statistical significance at the level of .05 while there was no difference in other channels of 
information. 

     3.2 There was a higher number of Muslim adolescents in Bahn Krua Community at the 
age between 11 and 15 than the ones at the age between 21 and 25 who acquired information 
about drug prevention from their families with a statistical significance at the level of .05  
No difference was found from other channels of information. 

     3.3 More adolescents who were non-drug addicts than the ones who were drug addicts 
acquired information from the religious doctrines with a statistical significance at the level of .01 
 And more adolescents who were non-drug addicts than the ones who were drug addicts acquired 
information from the committee of the community and mass media with a statistical significance at 
the level of .05  However, there was no difference in other channels of information.  

4. The comparison of  the level of knowledge and understanding about drug prevention of  
Muslim adolescents in Bahn Krua Community analyzed according to the variables indicated that 

     4.1 Women had more knowledge and understanding about drug prevention than men 
with a statistical significance at the level of .01 

     4.2 Muslim adolescents of different ages had the same level of  knowledge and 
understanding about drug prevention. 



     4.3 Adolescents who were non-drug addicts had more knowledge and understanding 
about drug prevention than the ones who were drug addicts with a statistical significance at the level 
of .05 

5. Religious doctrines had the most influence on the level of adolescentsy knowledge and 
understanding about drug prevention while their families and educational institutes had less. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  


