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2.1 Introduction é J l -{')

A literature review can provide i%g re . wh@. can further
validate the findings of past studies o@xpa scope Sast studies. It can
etterr

give ideas to researchers to construc se e /t&u previous studies and

guide researchers to further improv arciproc Ires. @be a similar study to be

>

N

.|0,

raturefreview is also to obtain information on
the research worMas b ongfbased e theory, study design and methods of
collecting an@in da;a?q’,'in Gﬁ(k:/chapter, the researcher will report on the
history ofiresearch fr v_y,n nd@ide the country.

N3

Z.Péature Review \c’)

Several studies have been conducted locally and abroad on the level of
Q:eptance of students with PPDa programs and attitudes towards illicit drugs.

done in different fields or diﬁM ub"|e oing aditérature review, a researcher

will gain an idea of thefvariables to be

In addition, the purpOse
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According to literature sources (AADK, 2007; Abdul Halim & Mohd Muzafar
Shah, 2008) on the dangers of drugs it was found that students who were stu i
drug abuse were found to have identifiable symptoms. Drug addicts Wil@\jmugh
changes in terms of appearance, attitude, habits and behavior. This k e is also
important to be mastered by teachers and students in schools so tmy can keep
themselves away from drugs. Some common signs that can be detectéd have been listed
by the Anti-Drug Agency (2007) as follows: Deteriora mlland workplace
attendance, deteriorating work quality, discipline and resu tSWi‘ty 1;3[ no

reason, constant yawning and lethargy. Avoiding onsibility, teti@n of

appearance and personal hygiene. Habits like toghi yt inJ r ow@-ﬁ'and lose

andssunke s. Scars and

injection sites on the arms and fingertiwae color as ult (@(’foking marijuana.
Side by side with those who are kr@sto be a;am;_\sa%o r@and solicit excessive
N

e to borrow fro@ends or steal easily sold
e, ’r[l ves'or fa i@Likes to visit remote places

for no reason such as s% all ro:)‘ ;,%n‘d ﬁ@rs of buildings with the intention
o

of taking drugs.

Ina stu:@e D Reédw Center, analyst Jonathan Culkins and

¢
colleagues i Sﬂain L/Role T%a@ 05) identified drug prevention programs as
Qv NN
benefic% ducid'g'éj_rgz‘,intaks&tlcohol and smoking. According to him, the
caly

prev; program is estim tea\)t'o have succeeded in reducing tobacco use by 2.3

p%\h alcohol consumption by 2.2 percent and cocaine by 3.0 percent for life.
e

d ver, the overall effect of the prevention program is estimated to have only
anaged to reach 15 percent for life compared to the higher percentage of awareness

after the end of the intervention. This PPDa program should be able to cultivate the
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spirit of student identity which in turn can form pure values, noble and praiseworthy
character, noble spirituality and have feelings of love and affection for the A
family, society, religion, race and country (Mohd Muzafar Shah & Abdul V\@OOS).
Other studies conducted abroad on drug abuse programs in QN showed
positive effects such as the ‘Healthy School and Drugs’ project imetherlands.
School children began experimenting with tobacco, alcohol a dMl other types of
drugs between the ages of 12 and 15. Through the ‘Health &:n Drugs’ project
in schools, there was a reduction in the number of stude ho ¢ ns‘hmgdtiacco and
eventually quit when the intervention period ended ( rs, Pim et.al 2(*)2.&}

To this day, drugs have been a majo to the'c . D.@abuse is

spreading in our country day by day involm ousd‘sve f soc@&ccording to

Ibrahim (1997) drug addiction is not &aaup low-1 e, h@%/en spread to the
more affluent and across ages am%wlers. \ug?es ;’Q’}h every individual is

potentially involved with drug %gardlgss of eqpozt.g over gender. According

to the United Nations Int %al MP am (UNDCP), Malaysia is

ranked fifth in the Sou$ re‘gllunjv%'ﬂwe@%hea number of drug addicts.
o

2.3 Level ofA@he Q

O
\ ¢ ' c% .
The IeG’ acceptancelTefers éoj e degree a person wants to partake in the

progran%kscribgd D%r, thi@\udy will focus on four major drug prevention
P

prom a. The level of ac nce is an arbitrary measure. How does one measure

\ch a program is accep;j by the participants? The researcher can only rely on

%ptions survey. Hence the following statements may describe the feelings of the
&pondents toward the four PPDa programs.

e | enjoyed myself fully in this program
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e | took part actively in this program
e | have learned many things in this program

e | believe all the students should attend this program

e This is a very useful program *

2.4 Attitude

The literature in the field of psychology and personali Cdicites that attitude
was and still is a favorite topic for study and research. Inspite of t t,Wn clouded

Y
by ambiquity and confusion. Fishbein and Ajzen (@(ibute he st e‘)f&éausion
pt

abled definifion @/Tattitude.

osentég‘gnd Hoyland

pon (*or domains. The

to the fact that there is no one universal

Psychologists like Fishbein and Ajzen (197Q\G} ne (ﬂf8
(1980) and Vollmer (1974) defined a e in terms o

domains most often mentioned are:c,) \Y ,<\
2.l

(a) The cognitive, what a Ilevgs about ¢he de object. According to

&

Nikkhah & Redzua m t:[ nitive co ent involves the evaluation

of an object o ased ong's l(no@dge and beliefs as well as the
's ¢ &

intellectual uation. .t \en mpﬁeﬂ beliefs, knowledge, stereotypes and

evaluatians. &

9 ! C.)
(b) The Ve, what a p scﬁ feels“about the attitude object, how favorable or
kb

o

N
le if ?uate ome described this as the emotional/feeling
Y—v

&7
Aﬂponent that will g@notional reactions to objects / events such as love,

ate, anger, worry and so on.

QEC) The behavioral, how a person actually responds to the attitude object based on

(@) and (b). The behavioral component is the result of a person's beliefs,



knowledge and feelings towards an object/event experienced. The result of the

affective and cognitive relationship will produce a person's behavior. Y'

Based on the above definition of attitude, the researcher developeS&@owing

tripartite model for attitude towards illicit drugs.

Behavioral domain z
: physical or oral actions ‘l\d
| ]
g

Attitude towards
llcit drugs @)
Affective domain Cognitive domain
: Emotions and J "')y I 7] knowledge and
i @ thoughts
feelings a g
N

N

|gUWtrlpar te mo ol aﬁb wards illicit drugs
) s ¢ &
}N N4
2.4.1 Attitude towardsttlicit ‘irugs 40%

N

b —

Based r|p I‘tl[e ,IIn i e 1, attitude towards illicit drugs will also
be formed interactio ?A/ n tléét-l'free domains. Psychologists who support this
model notlna meﬂt as!Q"how the domains interact. However, the researcher
&

§waworal. Hence further discussion will follow the sequence suggested.

to propose that the%;ﬁnltlve domain will develop first, follow by affective
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2.4.2 Cognitive domain in attitude towards illicit drugs

In this domain are the knowledge and information received by a per5\R can

choose whether to believe it or not. For example, society is often told to a ﬁ'caarettes
because continuous inhalation of the smoke may cause lung cancer. If.a person chooses
to believe it, he will avoid cigarettes. If not, then he may end up irg;ain smoker.
Likewise, is the case for drugs addiction. Those who ended u g addicts usually

can tell their stories of not believing that drugs are addicti 0 s‘arts in the mind.

Thus, to measure the cognitive domain, the researgher proposes g ns Iilw'the
| &
following: A

e | think illicit drugs are not harmfwﬁ \
e |amsure I can stop taking@ﬂs\fug i

e lllicit drugs give me en% stuw A
e | am not ashamed % ia arﬂa%t illiﬁgs}rugs

Taking illicit dm just Nn; —&S&;g deal
Yol IS

2.4.3 Affective domai% det‘g ard iII'ci‘bbugs
Affective @hinclubes allithe emotions and feelings associated with illicit

N
drugs. Word Mug est en ti'glls ike “hate”, “love”, “so cool”, “best”,
“heavenly@ll”, sid rd erson’s emotion can also be inferred from his
4
deme wmay cry, ugH', shoutor swear. To evaluate this domain, the researcher

o
prq& atements like the fal'l'swing:

e | hate illicit drugs

0 o I love illicit drugs

e Taking illicit drugs is so cool
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e lllicit drug is the best

e | cannot live without illicit drugs Y"
2.4.4 Behavioral domain in attitude towards illicit drugs : )

Finally, the behavioral domain will see the manifestations of e cognitive
and affective elements. This most likely will be tangible actionwcan be seen by
others. It can be physical or oral actions. For example, the omywill start to hang out
with other addicts, he may be violent when provoked, enj W more than

"aAX
normal and he may not eat like normal. The resear roposes thes s’a@ts as
indicators to the behavioral domain. b 4 T

NN

e After taking illicit drugs, | am.full ene:\gy
n

e When I am high on dru\ |da>ot even
e | prefer to hang out \@jthers w \r!.\%so

e | hate others wh%
| do not caw@ I 91
2.5 Conceptual Framev—\ta

This st aimed t

N
!v
oe (ﬁ

a}(ﬁg illicit drugs
S

the é( of acceptance of students with PPDa

!
¢
program and %es towards llioit d@‘?among high school students. Based on this

goal, a t% I fram%gp&vas seléﬁed to serve as the basis for the study. In addition,
Y—v

cong&vrltten based on an.g»éory/model or combination of theories/models are

congsidered more scientific and focused. Thus, this model has been used in this study to

d rlie the psychological factors studied that is the ABC Tripartite Model by Feldman
h

ich includes three main components namely cognitive, affective and behavioral to

form attitudes (Jain, 2014).
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/ Level of acceptance \ i

1. Program Skim \
Lencana Antidadah -

Pasukan Berpakaian / Attitude towards illicit

Seragam Sekolah
Menengah (SLAD)

drug

2. Program Mesej Lima 1 o
Minit Antidadah . Cognitive
2. Affective

4. Program Sumber dan
Sudut atau Lorong
PPDa.

3. Program Ujian Urin
Pelajar Sekolah <:> 3. Behavior

AN Y,

ey

Figure 2: Conceptual framewz%howg the level of% nt acceptance with the

I gs a% secondary school students

PPDa Program and attitu Mrds
N
2.6 Summary b o ' g &)
sho;&oOming due to the fact that the researcher

O
This lite Au‘ke (J

\ .-
is not able to ‘sﬂ,any revio sﬁdiis;a?rectly related to this topic. It seems to be an
area fev&pQ are;in ere ‘gd in @e concept seems too intangible to measure.
Ho%th researcher hop%haTthe result of this empirical study will be able to

N

te more towards the knowledge based of future drug prevention programs.
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