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Abstract

The purposes of this study were to find the students’ se.usitivc information , to rank the
sensitive level , to consider the response rate and relevancy on the different sensitive level and to
study about the 6pi11i0n on the data collection. The target of this study were 178 students of a
secondary schoo} in Uthaithani province in 1997. Tools of this study were informal interview, focus
group discussion, anonymously questionnaire and case study. The findings of this study were as

follows:

1. The students’ sensitive information were behaviors of wrongly school discipline, drug
use and sexual. In addition to some illegal behaviors of parents or guardians.

2. The details of this informatioﬁ was ranked for 4 sensitive levels; low, moderate, more,
and most sensitive. These levels 'involved with social value and law penalties and varied according to
some characters of the respondents, i.e.  gender, in general, female students tended to be more
sensitive than male, the current drug use behavior had been more scnsritivc than the past. The
confidential behaviors or other unknown had been more sensitive than known especially sexual
behavior which is the most sensitive item. |

3. The results of survey by using questionnaire were ; the most of the blanks and non-
response were on the item dealing with type of drug used which had got response rate between

57.45-85.82 percent. The response rate tended to decrease or non-response rate, in the other way,



¥l

tended to increase on the hard drug item. This non-response were on all item or on Som‘el type of -
drug. ‘

4, By using questionnaire, the inconsistent answers were less than non-response but more |
spread over the whole item. By various data resources check-up, the questions from questionnaire
had got the consistent answers; on thé low sensitive item, more than 80 percent and tended to be
decrease on more and most sensitive item especially on the sexual item which had got lowest
consistent answers.

5. By asking students about the suitable way for sensitive information survey, it was
various replies those classified as follow:

5.1 The group choosing anonymous questionnaire; this group recommended for only
mark or tick, do not write because it might be identification of handwriting, They were a nmjnrilyI ol
the target population, consist of the stdents who were school discipline delinquents about sexuality
and who were unfamiliar with the investigator. |

. 5.2 The group choosing face to face interview; they were female students who
acquainted with researcher and male students who used drug. They reasoned that writing could be
lied and might not find the replies about behavioral causes, feehng and opmion of students. Yet, they
recommended that the investigator should be the same sex , older and trusty.

5.3 The group choosing group interview; they were male talkative and jolly students
who used to drink, smoke, read pornographic books and having a brawl and the timid female students
who reasoned that it was shyly on face to face reply.

5.4 The group choosing all method, questionnaire and i-nterview; they were scholar,
polite and talkative students. They revealed that they could replied to all items because they did not

have any behaviors to keep as a secrete,



