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Abstract -

This Thesis was aimed at examining social and cultural factors relating to the
use of amphetamine. The researcher chose 4 small but ethnically related villages in Na
Sai Sub- District, Li District of Lamphun Province as study site. The 4 villages were
inhabited by Karens who had migrated from various provinces of Northern Thailand.
The villagers were devout Buddhists strictly adhering to the 5 Buddhist precepts and
consuming no meat. However the use of amphetamine was prevalent.

As a qualitative researcher , the author resided in the community for 8 months
studying various aspects of community life. In - depth data regarding the use of
amphetamine were collected via interviewing , observing and discussing with 20 villagers
who both were or had been amphetamine users . The researcher relied on the Ecology
Model advanced by Kenneth R. Mcleroy et. al. {1988jwhich stipulated that individual
behaviors are the product of interrelationships and interactions among the following 5
fators:

-Personal Factor
-Inter-personal Factor
-Religion Factor

-Community Factor




-Policy Factor

Qualitative research data analysis methods were used yielding the following
findings:

Personal Factor which comprised income,occupation , knowledge and belief was
found to relate to the use of amphetamine . All subjects informants believed that
amphetamine helped increase the effectiveness amd efficiency of their physical labour .
They reported that it enabled them to work longer hours and ,thus,earn more wages.

Inter-Personal Factor had to do with friends and employers.These people
influenced their decision to take amphetamine stimulants. First friends who had gone out
of the community to work as wage canners in-troduced them to amphetamine . Once in a
community of friends and with a desire for recognition from friends who all used it the
subjects finally caught the habit of using it too. Moreover,some employers even diluted
amphetamine tablets in drinking water provided for workers or paid their in amphetamine
tablets.

Religion Factor was more problematic. Buddhism played a very key role in the
daily life of Karen villagers. At the same time, the religious leadership in association with
secular, leadership did apply tough, measures against addicts of other dangerous
substances.However, amphetamine'users seemed to have escaped the severe punishment
.This was because their use of the substance was only to help them work more effectively
and earn more income . Therefore, that did not in anyway violate any of the 5 Buddhist
precepts they and other villagers strictly adhered to. At the same time, those who took it
usually did so outside of their own community,sometimes deep in the jungle. Once they
returned to thair villages , no traces of their having taken it remained to be seen .Moreover
in case its users were still under its influence they would remained outside of the
community and only returned when they became perfectly normal. Therefore,community

strict measures were obviously not applicable to amphetamine users.




community Factor ,had to do with the role of various government agencies and
personnel based in the villages as well as that of community leaders in this amphetamine
use affair . The former involved themselves very little in the tackling of this serious
problem since all of them were already overloaded with their work.The latter, on the other
hand while occasionally rending their cooperation with those government agencies charged
with addressing narcotic drugs problem, were also overburdened with various tasks. As a
consequence like government agencies personnel, they were not able to seriously help
solve the amphetamine use problem.

Policy Factor was also found to -be quite problematic. Most legal efforts and
measures normally resulted in occasional and superficial supperssion operations. Those
arrested were always small traders. Hands of the law were never long and effective
enough to reach and catch grand dealers, At the same time ,as time went by the number
of petty traders multiplied making the dangerous drug almost always remain within easy
reach of those villagers who want to buy and consume it. |

On the other hand, those who quit the habit of taking it reported that thay did so
not because of other good reasons but because its price had become increasingly higher

and higher than they could afford.




