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ABSTRACT

The aims of this work werel)} to study the opinions of the treated drug addicts to the
training program 2) to compare the opinions of the treated drug addict with different background
and 3) to follow up the treated drug addicts” behavior in respect of readdiction after the attending
drug addict camp. The samples of class 2 — 7 of the rehabilitation program were 240 persons in
3 districts, Muang , Lablae and Phichai of Uttaradit Province. The data was collected by
questionnaire and also conducted an indepth interview, Data analysis was made by using
déscriptive and analytical statistics.

It was found that 84.6 % of the tfeated drug addicts were voluntary, most of them age
between 21 — 30 years with primary educated, their income were 3,000 bahts or less per month.
They had good relationship between parents 80.0 %, and domiciled out of municipal area 78.3 %.
They had the same domiciled friends 87.5 %, and friends which used drug were 65.4 %.
Amphetamine was first use 72.2 %. For the opinion on the training received, the sample agreed
with the procedure before the training camp, the training schedule, the interaction between the
participants and the trainers. They disagreed that the lohger of training time would be better than
the shorter time in changing the behavior and disagreed that the facilities of the training camp was
convenient. The difference in methods of the camp entry, relationship of parents, education and

the career of the trainees had no difference in their opinions on the training camp. But the



difference of domicile area and having friend which used drug, made different in their opinions.
There was no remained amphetamine in the urine of all the sample in the follow up process of the
drug addiction inspecting for a year after the training camp.

The treated drug addict gained advantage in joining the training camp by the law-abiding
and found no readdicted behavior in the follow up process one year after the training camp. The
recommendation from this study was to improve the training camp especially the facilities of the

camp.



