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ABSTRACT

This research was aimed at studying factors influencing injection drug users’ intention
in preventing HIV infection and factors related to their intention in preventing HIV infection.
Factors studied in this research were their attitude towards HIV prevention behavior,
subjective norm and perceived behavioral control. The subjects were 71 injection drug users
who used to come for a treatment or were receiving a treatment at Community Clinic {Fah Mai
Clinic). Data were collected by questionnaires and individual interviews. The data were
analyzed by frequency, percentage, mean and standard deviation. Relationships between
variables were tested by Pearson’s correlation coefficient and multiple regressions.

The findings of the research were as foliows:

1. Injection drug users had the attitude towards HIV prevention behavior at the high
level (Mean = 7.83, S.D. = 0.65).

2. Injection drug users had subjective norm in HIV prevention behavior at the high
level (Mean = 6.91, S.D. = 1.41).

3. Injection drug users had perceived behavioral control in HIV prevention behavior

at the moderate level (Mean = 6.24, S.D. = 0.44).
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Injection drug users had intention in preventing HIV injection at the high level

(Mean = 2.35, S.D. = 1.94).

Injection drug users had factors related to their intention in preventing HIV

infection as the follows:

5.1 There was a low correlation between attitude towards HIV prevention behavior
and intention in preventing HIV infection at the significant level of 0.01 {r =
0.16).

5.2 There was a moderate correlation between subjective norm and intention in
preventing HIV infection at the significant level of 0.01 {r = 0.40).

5.3 There was a moderate correlation between perceived behavioral control and
intention in preventing HIV infection at the significant leve! of 0.01 (r = 0.63).

Concerning factors predicting intention in prevention of HIV infection, it was found

that perceived behavioral control could significantly predict their intention in

prevention of HIV infection at the level of 0.05 and could also predict their intention

as 43% (R° = 0.43, p < 0.05).



