BUYE

Chapter 4

FHIYEE
SENFRBLHBE
&L ESES

4.1 HERFMHEYBE

8 ahoe R 2 H D FEHEN G —
e al i EHEMITE - KE - AR
RALER B A B - 2011/12 F By £
W TEANREGEMNEE - HEKP
R ERERBAEZ N R LR R EE
B 8 SRR A B o3 A B 2R AR 0 1T
5 T RE M BH AU R i R R R IR
B oL B B B2 A R A

4.1.1 BREEZAARERES (£4.1)

KBS (93.8%) R T REZHA

W R A o AR RS AT
(94.5%) » 8= B Ny 22 R LR

B BB R EMEEAE (59.2%) &

=]

412 HEMWENEE (£4.2)

R E R ERMmENELE  B# 90%
e e Dl FEAEE TIREENE
EEMERE, (98.2%) &k "TREHLETS
Ty 4 RBIGEEE | (95.1%) ° L)
923%0 B "TIREBMTEEEE

Chapter 4

Attitudes towards drug-
taking and  associated
factors among students

4.1 Attitudes towards drug-taking

Drug-taking is one of the facets of youth
problems. It is usually associated with other
behavioural, family, relationship and school

problems. The 2011/12 Survey collected
information  regarding students’  attitudes
towards drug-taking, self-perception, school

performance and relationship with family and
peers. Such information would shed light on
characteristics that might be associated with
drug-taking behaviours of students and early
identification of vulnerable groups that might be
subject to higher risk of taking drugs.

4.1.1 Whether it was okay for people to take
drugs (Table 4.1)

Majority of students (93.8%) considered “it was
not okay for people to take drugs”. The
proportion of non-drug-taking students (94.5%)
who said so was substantially higher than that of
drug-taking students (59.2%).

4.1.2 Perception on harmful effects of drugs
(Table 4.2)

As regards to the perception on harmful effects
of drugs, over 90% of all students in secondary
or above levels agreed that “using drugs would
harm one’s health” (98.2%) and that ‘“‘using
drugs would affect their appearance” (95.1%).
In addition, 92.3% of them agreed that “using
drugs would affect their study”.
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The percentages were even higher among
non-drug-taking students: 98.6% agreed that
“using drugs would harm one’s health”, 95.7%
for “using drugs would affect their appearance”
and 92.8% for “using drugs affect their study”.
Only 82.0%, 71.7% and 70.5% of drug-taking
students agreed with the above three statements
respectively.

4.1.3 Students’ inclination to taking drugs
(Table 4.3)

On the whole, the great majority of
non-drug-taking students in secondary or above
levels held attitudes against taking drug. Over
90% of them disagreed that “taking drugs would
help them find a date”; “they would try drugs if
there was an opportunity”; “taking drugs helped
them to get along with friends better”; “using
drugs was cool” and “friends would make fun of
them if they refused to take drugs”. On the other
hand, a smaller proportion of drug-taking
students disagreed with the above beliefs

(ranging from 70.5% to 79.3%).

4.2 Awareness of drug treatment
and rehabilitation  services
(Table 4.4)

In the 2011/12 Survey, it was the first time to
collect of drug treatment and
rehabilitation services among students in
secondary or above levels.

awareness

79.9% of students in secondary or above levels
had heard of information regarding drug
treatment and rehabilitation services.
Generally, they received the information
through “anti-drug talks” (75.2%), “mass media
such as TV, radio, newspaper” (71.0%), and
“school curriculum/ materials™ (50.9%).

A relatively lower proportion of drug-taking
students (67.9%) had heard of the services.
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Chapter 4
4.3 Self-perception (Table 4.5)
Besides drug-related information, some internal
and external attributes such as students’

self-perception, relationship with family, school
and peers, and their demographic characteristics,
were obtained.

In general, non-drug-taking students showed
higher self-esteem. For instance, 86.2%
reported that “they could always manage to
solve difficult problems if they tried hard
enough” (versus 75.8% of drug-taking students)
and 76.2% of them reported that “most of the
time, they were satisfied with themselves”
(versus 67.6% of drug-taking students).

4.4 Relationship with family, school
and peers (Table 4.6)

Non-drug-taking students indicated a closer
relationship with their parents, with 78.6% of
them agreed that “their parents cared about their
feelings”, while 68.0% of drug-taking students
claimed the same.

When they were asked of whether “they had
their own ideas among their group of friends”,
72.3% of them agreed, which was very close to
the response of drug-taking students (70.0%).
However, more drug-taking students agreed that
they were “influenced by their friends easily”
(40.8% versus 35.4% of non-drug-taking
students).

Fewer non-drug-taking students reported that

“they often break school rules” (18.4% versus
39.6% of drug-taking students).
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4.5 Use of free time (Tables 4.7 - 4.8)

Information on what students would do during
their free time, and in particular what they
would do when surfing the Internet, was
collected in the 2011/12 Survey. Such
information would be useful for the planning of
publicity programmes.

4.5.1 Things to do in free time (Table 4.7)
The  most  popular  activities  among
non-drug-taking students were “watching TV/
listening to the radio or music” during their
leisure time (69.8%), followed by “surfing the
Internet” (67.0%) and ‘“‘chatting with friends”
(63.2%). The most popular activities among
drug-taking students were “chatting with
friends” (57.5%), “surfing the Internet” (51.3%)

and “watching TV/ listening to the radio or
music” (48.7%).

“Go to karaoke/ bars or clubs” and “play
electronic games in cyber cafés/ video game
centres” were the two prominent activities that
were more common among drug-taking students

(30.8% and 18.5%  respectively) than
non-drug-taking students (13.4% and 6.5%
respectively).

4.5.2 Things to do when surfing the

Internet (Table 4.8)

The most popular things to do when surfing the
Internet were “watching YouTube/ video clips/
TV shows/ movies” (79.3%), “chatting/ sharing
with friends (e.g. through email, MSN, QQ,
Facebook, blog)” (71.7%) and “playing online
games” (50.0%) amongst all students.

Most activities on the Internet were more
common amongst non-drug-taking students
except “to make friends online” (20.9% for
drug-taking  students and 11.7%  for
non-drug-taking students).
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4.6 Behavioural and school

problems (Tables 4.9)

In the six months preceding survey enumeration,
the common behavioural and school problems of
the drug-taking students in general were
“roamed around at night” (40.7%), “warned
by school” (33.9%), “skipped school” (33.4%),
“had not seen mother or father for more than a
week” (26.3%) and “had contact with gangsters/
triad members” (25.4%). However, “bullied by
schoolmates” (41.3%) was the most common
problem for upper primary drug-takers.

For non drug-taking students, behavioural and
school problems were much less common with
the more significant ones being ‘“bullied by
schoolmates” (16.1%), “warned by school”
(15.8%), “roamed around at night” (13.0%) and
“had not seen their mother or father for more
than a week” (12.4%).

4.7 Relationship between drug-
taking and use of alcohol and
tobacco (Table 4.10)

It was observed that the proportions of
drug-taking students who were smokers
(52.9%), and in particular those who were both
smokers and alcohol users (49.6%), were much
higher than those of their non-drug-taking
counterparts (7.8% of smokers, and 7.3% of
both smokers and alcohol users).

4.8 Demographic characteristics

4.8.1 Whether

(Table 4.11)
In the 2011/12 Survey, 83.0% of non-drug-
taking students were living with both parents
(versus 69.8% of drug-taking students). 3.8% of
non-drug-taking students were not living with
both parents (versus 12.4% of drug-taking
students).

living  with  parents
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4.8.2 Monthly household income

(Table 4.12)

Compared to non-drug-taking students in
secondary or above levels, larger proportions of
drug-taking students came from families of
higher and lower income groups. 8.1% of them
came from families with monthly income of
$6,000 or below (versus 34%  of
non-drug-taking students), while 17.6% of them
came from families with monthly income of
$50,000 or above (versus 7.2%  of
non-drug-taking students).

A similar pattern was also observed in the
2008/09 Survey: 6.5% of drug-taking students
came from families with monthly income of
$5,000 or Dbelow (versus 3.1% from
non-drug-taking students) and 13.7% of them
from families with monthly income of $50,000
or above (versus 7.9% from non-drug-taking
students).

4.8.3 Years of
(Table 4.13)

living in Hong Kong

The majority of drug-taking students (82.9%)
and non-drug-taking students (91.5%) either
were Hong Kong-born or had lived in Hong
Kong for seven years or more.

Similarly, high proportions of drug-taking
students (82.7%) and non-drug taking students
(92.2%) who either were Hong Kong-born or
had lived in Hong Kong for seven years or more
were noted in the 2008/09 Survey.
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4.8.4 Type of housing (Table 4.14)

33.4% of drug-taking students lived in “public
rental housing” and 39.9% of them lived in
“private housing”,  while  392%  of
non-drug-taking students lived in “public rental
housing” and 39.6% of them lived in “private
housing”. 9.2% and 5.2% of drug-taking and
non-drug-taking students respectively claimed to
be living in “other” housing types or “uncertain”
of the housing types that they were living in.
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