Pa1 Joamshuainuunsas: m3effuanulle i Landevesfuims T a1 Stnalsunfng
Fadensuanifimn  dentaiduesiy
; 2o L
B Jvu UNUIATIN B IAFNR
fnvenansuvniiadia U IBINITLIINTINTAMN
ADE NTTINNSHAUANSAUAI UL FS s
& o =y
1950 @7 My ASugpn VS FUNTIUNNS
& Qs
21190 @T.mams  Funsthen NSNS

27N5E B9 Tatsgnonid ATTUNNS

L UNARYD

& o P

Mafmnedeii J qu$zaaﬁLwaﬁﬂmqﬁﬂwwua:ﬂmwaunjimhLﬁudﬂuﬂaaﬁﬁﬂﬁLﬁwﬁﬂ
LY < o I 13 o e o o 1,
YIRS T3 9L Sulsunfinen defpnTuanimfen sawiatduasa Towdswvugeuan’lu
CYRNE TN o | ooy - =) ¥ L2 <y = L 2
vaLamalaz U st UReseun e usullestun L avdin s e Sun ooy
o @ 4 'y P = o

84 e TRsLuusoumndLfunhomn 1ndeya linSuesnseiTon 19¥euss

WamsRmNaTUIeRol  dmwnsetuiuonutie sfuun Lawdnuls 9u St & Tl
naEI L NIAUMT Mo awdiere st Suu wihinshpdinniign  sesaan  #e
LONLWINTIY d1952 Lvu 31 @vnnsunsTeing N Suufued sfen e s 91 S0y
TﬂuLamﬁz1uﬁaaﬁhﬁaa%auﬁﬂﬁsﬁqquuﬁﬂﬁqﬂ e fiusndesieniandia  Teomns
ﬁ@ﬂuﬂﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁuﬁuazaﬁﬁadﬁﬁﬂﬁLﬁWﬁﬂ%uﬂﬁiL%Uuﬂﬁﬁﬁau fnsIethuussmenags L fuaty

& @ < 1 .

mMstloaiuas s s uen L dvde ﬁnq@wmuﬁﬂaﬁuﬁwuﬁwu ﬂﬁ?ﬁadﬂubﬁLHWﬂﬂqﬁuﬂuﬂaﬁﬂi
wAuinLIou  dnnseniiunssna Tiny UM sfimndunsieungmmnndeuas
Tﬂﬁdﬁ%waiﬁtwuﬁ:ﬁuﬁhﬂﬂﬁL%ﬂuﬁuazﬁ@uﬂﬂws HnadetansawiEnmseminiSoy s
s fluntaiie st L ewRes tuitminu sy q  Anmstirefesnung waza I T Towu

e

e ey o o <i ar « 2 =
L Souldon i ande 2: 935558 nn3dn L dau fADAAUIINMTInsaE IR I L sndio s 9L S



dwiuknanseni fusudesiuen enfie luTs s 5ou e nuimnsauesds
TumsWearni  masdedentsLFoumssou Aorwouns Liionsvas offt Wanemsu wasil
mw . MIguadnuiaueniisdedensiamentande austinatumsen iy wasms

3Lﬂ3ﬂaﬁuqﬁqL%ﬁﬁnﬁﬂﬁtﬁﬂﬁmnﬁtﬁwﬁﬂ



Independent Study Title Narcotic Prevention Operated by Seoéndary
School Administrators under the Department
of Cereral Educétion in Chiang Rai Province

Author Mrs. Nongkran Narongsak

M.Ed. Educational Administration

Examining Committee
Lect. Dr. Unmporn Siriboonma Chairman
Lect. Dr. Panomporn Chantarapanya Member

Lect. Ong-Ard Kosashunhanan Member
Abstract

This study locked at issues having to do with drug abuse
prevention efforts of Chiang Rai. Province General Education Department
secondary schools’ administratofs. Altogether, 84 school administrators
and their assistants were asked to respond to a questiomaire. Colleted
data were then analyzed through application of percentage.

Findings were sumarized as follows :

Most schools did Mey drug abuse situations among their
students. It was found that cigarettes were most prevalent followed by
amphetamine, inhaling substances and alcohol. More than half of the
students brought these items with them to school and consumed them
there, particularly in school toilets. Prevention measures were
undertaken in many forms. They were for example, integrated into

instructional lessons and posted at bulletin boards. School personnel



and student leaders were trained to be aware of and appreciate drug
abuse prevention meansm*es and methods. School  environment and
structures were reformed to be conducive to prevention efforts. Student
activities were also geared toward prevention goals. Cooperation with
outside sagencies was also sought and monitoring and supervision
effected. Within-school campaigns were also launched. When found
using those addictive substances, students were sumoned for
counselling and given a second chance.

As far as prevention-related problems it was found that
informational media were still not quite appropriate ; instructional
media for the purpose as well as campaign media and meterials not yet
up  to standard and quality; supervision of those likely spots where
studente  took the drugs still not adequate‘ and  sufficiently
comprehensive ; operational budget still lacking and identification of

addiction causes among students still not effective enough.



