CHAPTER V :

DISCUSSION OF FINDINGS, CONCLUSION RND
RECOMMENDATIONS \,

5.1 Introduction \Y'
g
This chapter can examine the study by relating the theogy and previous/studies
discussed in the literature chapter. Ideally, the dis
written according to the order of obj\ iont‘)ﬂhe finding of this
research needs to be discussed criticall s%holarship of a study

C—) A
conducted. All discussions are @

N\
IV, which the researcher in detai

Chapter 111 and Chapter
in line with the researc(quijtcs. The ofithe study and implications for the
stated

D

_ s $ _
field of study shouldde —' ‘E&Q ecom% dations for the future. Research can
also suggest an '\rMo @d o(Jm@w research.
5.2 Disc 'on} Findin (_/
S
el 7
5.2.1 The levels of acceptance Q&e overall PPDa program

S
\\?e level of acceptance refers to the degree to which the respondents are happy
willing to participate in the PPDa programs conducted in the schools. For this

Qearch, only four programs were selected, namely

>



i.  Program Skim Lencana Antidadah Pasukan Berpakaian Seragam
Sekolah Menengah (SLAD) T
ii.  Program Mesej 5 Minit Antidadah, q
iii.  Program Ujian Urin Pelajar Sekolah A
iv.  Program Sumber dan Sudut atau Lorong PPDa Y'
Concerning Table 4.5, all the programs have scores abqve 4.09This implies that
the level of acceptance among the respondents is very Y;e

'findings should

encourage school counsellors to continue doing what hav: Mg so far.

information_and i \sing
ceg% (P@)' focuses
ictm\tar ing d@x;/hile still in
bench school, aged 13 to 17 years (Ai@ é
Y
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Counsellor efforts are necessary for disseminati
awareness of drug dangers in schools. Pendidi

on schools because of the study's results.

&
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5.2.2 Student attitudes towardsgimt ,rugs

The researcher adoptet%rlp ti in F@re 1 to conceptualize attitude
towards illicit drugs. It€m 'n‘e reseI %

chi trhm@s were formulated so that a high
g
score would indicateQQsi e‘a i
a love score wil éw i

ean owa{igulcit drugs. Hence attitude in the context
of this study nsist of threg de@mains,shamely cognitive, affective and behavioral.

Table 4. k that }1 M S ore.@} overall attitude is 1.33 and a standard deviation

of O..Z.B.S his'is indeed a meagre_‘%ge when the mid-point is 2.5. This finding implies

\
t Mespondents generally do not ‘like’ illicit drugs. Generally, school students in

: this,study do not like using illicit drugs. Hence, even though drug-abuse cases happen

ong school children, the results of this study give us hope.

:
king) @érds illicit drugs. On the other hand,
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5.2.3 Thedifference in the level of acceptance of the overall PPDa program based

on the student gender Y"

Based on the independent sample t-test results, it was found tha as no
significant difference in the level of acceptance of the overall PPD o ram between
male and female respondents. The acceptance level is the sam le and female

students. The mean score for female respondents (M= 4.2 S is slightly higher

than the male counterparts (M= 4.19, SD= .38). Thi i p'les that school

counsellors do not need to plan special programs meant for different g r. Hovaer
the study of Jenkins (1995) in Abd Sukor Shaari, Don and Yaakob Ea&d (2004)

found that gender factors significantly influenCe st e Cc

programs. \%\, Q\ é

5.2.4 The difference in student itude tow. % d u@ased on the student
N
gender " Q(:)

Based on the indepe mplf t-t sul was found that there was no

significant difference %atltud estow. S;H@I’UQS between male and female

e res ents (M= 1.31, SD= .24) is slightly

lower than theﬂwoun rpar :[l 3&)@ .21). This result implies that the female

responden isli 1111 td or (haln male respondents. However, the difference
s stati I not S|§'n| Hel?e school counsellors do not need to plan special

pr eant for different gecﬁaer
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5.2.,5 Thedifference in the level of acceptance of the overall PPDa program based

on the student’s socioeconomic status. T

The result of ANOVA on the level of acceptance of the overall PP a%rohram is
based on students’ socioeconomic status. The research found signifiﬁ:t differences in

the level of acceptance between the group 1001-3000 and 1000 ar%s, 001-7000 and

7001 and more. The mean score for the group 1001-3Q00 lowest, M=4.08,
SD=.37. The result implies that this group of respon(%ﬂe \‘/est ceptance.
The group with the higher economic status, 5001-7000 and 7000 boilkghe@hest
scores M=4.36 and M=4.34. As far as the data i&ned, WE C onlgl h}}p y that

those from the higher socioeconomic groups s mor. W

programs. C\’ 0\ &
5.2.6 The difference in student eitudes toﬁ\nﬁvic I@ugs is based on the

@

student’s socioeconomic 4
The ANOVA resultYsudenlf' ﬁ{t ds illicit drugs is based on

e

socioeconomic status. %earch found g,nhj%ﬂ. differences in attitudes towards

illicit drugs betwﬂ!’\groud?()\nd atzoé'v}vith 1001-3000 and 3001-5000. The

mean score fo Nrou 790 pboa)@ the lowest M=1.18, SD=.17. The result
4

implies that'this group of respon ents@ost negative towards illicit drugs. Those who

came f amilies \ﬁlt@& incertes are more aware of the dangers of illicit drugs.
.A ot

with the highest E&%omic status, 1001-3000 and 3001-5000, have the

Th\
@ scores, M=1.37 and M=1.35. As far as the data is concerned, we can only imply

OI those from the higher socioeconomic groups are significantly more negative

towards illicit drugs when compared with those from lower-income families.
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5.2.7 The relationship between the levels of students' acceptance of the PPDa

program with student attitudes toward illicit drugs T

In the previous chapter, the level of acceptance negatively corr g@lth the
attitude towards illegal drugs, with the Pearson Correlation coefficieﬁei-ng r=-0.71.
This is a strong negative relationship. The negative linear correlation is‘eonsistent with

many previous studies (Gressad & Loyd, 1986; Loyd & Gressa 6; Zulkifli Abdul

iram, 1 9'5). The Pearson
trong relationship faran
?p\ura y

Manaf & Raja Maznah Raja Hussain, 1994 and Jusni

product-moment coefficient of 0.639 suggests an adeguatel

(.,)
attitude test (Gay, 1996). Nevertheless, many a have often mte‘d Y‘éﬂt (Gay,
? 4
1996; Schumacher & McMillan, 1993) that aw \CS(Q tion C(@‘fcient may
n%. It implies that

suggest a cause-effect relationship but do@&:es ari lish

students who dislike drugs tend to acc the@

significant association does not i i a:auga%’n hipc’\)%refore, the researcher
7]

cannot state whether the higka: of M in&&PDa program, including

N

students' physical and ment Iven’ent, S reg In a negative attitude towards
[
illegal drugs. i , \.‘ '3 &)
5.3 Limitatio Q
c !
@ ? C.)
s several im ationé_namely,

Thls%
‘q e reszIt no@generalized to another population in other areas

A Y :
\ as the sample o‘l\('ﬂﬂs study was students from the selected schools in

ram“highly. However, a

% Pahang only.
Q ii.  Thisis a perception study. Hence if the respondents perceived differently,
then the results will be different. Hence, the researcher has taken measures

to ensure the instrument has high validity and reliability.
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ili.  The short time has limited researchers to carry out more in-depth studies

efficiently. T
iv.  The questionnaire used may have its weaknesses. This is@ the

questionnaire has been translated from English to Malay e it easier
for respondents to understand the questions. Because ofithis, there may
still be translations that are not very accurate or QiMm the meaning

available. '

5.4 Recommendations of Study .\d‘ X~
\

| .S

Further research can be conducted better_to unélerstand” e fthe\/ ‘Hﬁdings in

this study. Some of these suggestions are expectedto MW g@&:’e for future

researchers to conduct a more detailed @tudent nceéﬁwe PPDa program
and students' attitudes towards illegal drugs. A *w /(\
) N
I.  Respondents fron;%er sdtioec ic s were found to have a

higher level of acce nci[ e PP@program and a more negative

<>

attitude tow illicit drugs. drt@.research can be conducted to
's 4

determ'qe\the osi' of% ference.

'S re show{bhat the level of acceptance of the PPDa

@

I
m negative cl‘rre& with attitudes towards illegal drugs. Some

kther Je sz) needsél'} be conducted to determine whether the two
4

constructs have a g%:sg relationship.
N

\ii. Researchers in the future can also see a more deliberate effort that is
0 needed, especially by the division or unit in schools, especially in Pahang,

to find a genuinely suitable approach to give exposure to counsellors about
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their significant role in increasing the level of student acceptance to the

PPDa program and student awareness about the dangers of drugs.Yv

55 Summary :: ,

In conclusion, this chapter has discussed the study's findings, ations, and

recommendations. Based on this study, several findings have beerwfied, including:

The level of acceptance among respondentshi zrallr high. In other

words, respondents liked the program. \d
L 4

The attitude towards illegal drugs responden ’s -@gr.ally

negative. In other words, respondents ot lik¢illeg ru%zz~

There is no significant difference in‘the | accepta Yaf the PPDa
n ﬁer.

program or attitudes tow@t drugs
There is a significant difference i e‘el é&eptance of the PPDa
. - > .
program and att owafds il drt@based on the family's
&
socioeconomic sm \A

There is%;ve cor%mj ﬂe@ the acceptance of the PPDa
'3
prOgra&j atti ds ill

tlt \r;‘w eéj‘ﬁrugs.
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