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{Table 1> Homogeneity test of general characteristics (N=52)
- Exp. *(n=27) Cont. **{n=25) 2
Characteristics Category n(%) (%) ¥ p
Sex Male 16(59.3) 11(44.0) 1.211 271
Female 11(40.7) 14(56.0)
Religion Yes 22(81.5) 20(80.0) 0.018 892
No 5(18.3) 5(20.0)
Level Satisfaction of Satisfaction 9(33.3) 11(44.0) 0.451 502
school life Moderate 17(63.0) 13(52.0)
Dissatisfaction 1( 3.7) 1( 4.0)
Academic achievement High 3(11.1) 4(16.0) 0.281 .596
(Self report) Average 20(74.1) 18(72.0)
Low 4(14.8) 3(12.0)
Smoking habit of father Daily 7(25.9) 7(28.0) 0.330 .566
Sometimes 5(18.5) 6(24.0)
Give up smoking 3(11.1) 3(12.0)
Never 10(37.0) 8(32.0)
Unknown 2(74) 1( 4.0)
Experience of drug abuse Yes 1( 3.7) 1( 4.0) .003 .956
prevention program No 26(96.3) 24(96.0)
* Exp. : Experimental group ** Cont. : Control grou
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Knowledge about drug .6( 6. 9( 6. - . — [
Attitude about drug  48.4( 7.30) 52.0( 5.83) -1.950 057 A HETE) AR AehETA 873004 ARF AelETA) 880
Self-esteem 81.7( 9.01) 87.3(11.99) -1.893 .064 o2 0763 skt 2R AR ko] Aol ghol
Assertiveness 114.4(20.19) 121.6(22.95) -1.352 182 o3 2ol JERA okt=1.923, p=.060) 7H 3 7|7}
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{Table 3> Differences of the knowledge and attitude about drug, self-esteem and assertiveness after treatment
between experimental and control group (N=52)
- Pre Post Differences
Characterigtics Category MISD) M(SD) M(SD) t p
Knowledge about drug Exp.(n=27) 10.6( 6.49) 17.8( 3.91) 72( 5.63) 4.000 1000
Cont.(n=25) 10.9( 6.42) 12.0( 6.12) 1.1( 5.43)
Attitude about drug Exp.(n=27) 48.4( 7.30) 54.4( 4.42) 6.04( 6.64) 4.505 000
Cont.(n=25) 52.0( 5.83) 50.4( 4.50) -1.60( 5.48)
Self-esteem Exp.(n=27) 81.7( 9.01) 87.1( 9.54) 533( 8.44) 1.923 060
Cont.(n=25) 87.3(11.99) 88.0(10.66) 76( 8.69)
Assertiveness Exp.(n=27) 114.4(20.19) 117.0(17.66) 2.59(14.43) 873 387
Cont.(n=25) 122.4(22.02) 121.6(22.95) -.80(13.52)
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{(Table 4> Pre-post differences of self-esteem and assertiveness in experimental and control group (N=52)
- Pre Post .
Characteristics Group M(SD) M(SD) paired t p
Self-esteem Exp. 81.74(% .01) 87.07( 9.54) -3.285 .003
Cont. 87.28(11.99) 88.04(10.66) -.437 666
Assertiveness Exp. 114.4 (20.19) 117.04(17.66) -.934 359
Cont. 122.36(22.02) 121.56(22.95) 296 770
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The Effect of Drug Abuse Prevention Program for Elementary
School Students

Sung, Jeong-Hea" - Park, Jeong Sook”

1) Health Teacher, Gyeong Bouk, Cheong-do Elementary School, 2) College of Nursing, Keimyung University

Purpose: This study is to evaluate the effects of drug abuse prevention program for elementary school students.
Method: The design of this study is nonequivalent control group pretest-posttest design. The subjects of
experimental group were 27 students and the subjects of control group were 25 students in fifth grade of
elementary school in C City, Gyeongsangbuk-do. The experimental group had Drug Abuse Prevention Program,
which was two days per week program, for 5 weeks. And post-test was carried out in the same way as the
pre-test. Data analysis was done using frequency, percentage, mean, standard deviation, Chi-square test, t-test,
Paired Samples t-test using with SPSS WIN 11.0. Result: the experimental group, to which drug abuse prevention
program was given, was improved in knowledge of drug and unacceptable attitude of drug compared to the
control group, but there were no significant differences of self-esteem and assertiveness between two groups.
Conclusion: The drug abuse prevention program was effective to increase knowledge and attitude of drug in
elementary school students.
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