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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

» 1018 persons aged 11 and above were successfully enumerated by telephone
interviews during the period from 13" to 18" September 2006.

“ADF Docudrama”

» About 21.6% (or 220 respondents) of all respondents had ever watched the
“ADF Docudrama”. More than half of those respondents who had ever
watched TV programmes when the Docudrama was broadcasted chose to
watch it.

» The Docudrama had successfully conveyed important anti-drug messages to
audiences. 21% of these 220 respondents considered all six anti-drug themes
delivered by the Docudrama impressive, while 64% were impressed by three
to five of the themes.

» Great majority (92%) of respondents who had watched the Docudrama agreed
that it was capable of arousing public concern of drug problems in Hong Kong.

Overall anti-drug work in Hong Kong

» Drug preventive education and publicity programmes were successful in
reaching the great majority of the Hong Kong population and conveying
proper messages on drugs. The overall public satisfaction rate with the
anti-drug work in Hong Kong was also high.

» The Survey revealed that almost all (or 97%) of the 1 018 respondents had
ever heard of anti-drug messages via different channels, namely TV, radio,
posters, promotional leaflets, newspapers and magazines.

» Again, almost all respondents were aware of at least one type of drug treatment
services in Hong Kong and law enforcement work in combating against drugs.

» The great majority of the respondents highly agreed / agreed that abusing
various types of psychotropic substances (84% - 96%) and heroin (97%) was
harmful to one’s health.

» About four-fifths of the respondents were highly satisfied / satisfied with
anti-drug work in Hong Kong.



Table of Contents

Executive Summary

1. Introduction

2. Survey Methodology

Obijectives

Project team

Coverage
Questionnaire

Sample selection

Data collection method
Pilot test

Enumeration results

3. Survey Findings

Annex I.

Annex I1.

Demographic characteristics

Audience appreciation of the Docudrama

Perception on drugs

Awareness of anti-drug work

Satisfaction with anti-drug work
Statistical Tables

Specimen of Questionnaire

Page

10
11
12
13

19



1.

INTRODUCTION

1.1

1.2

1.3

Preventive education and publicity is a very important strategy in
combating drug abuse. The Narcotics Division and the Action
Committee Against Narcotics hold a series of educational and publicity
activities to raise public awareness of drug abuse problems to curb the
trend in the year. The "Anti-Drug Files Docudrama”, jointly produced
with Radio Television Hong Kong, is a major component of the campaign
in the year.

The “Anti-Drug Files” ( " 225 #i%" ADF ;) TV series was broadcasted at

7 p.m. every Saturday during the period from 29" July to 23" September
2006 on TVB Jade Channel. The nine-episode series, basing on genuine
cases that occurred in Hong Kong, featured drug abuse and rehabilitation
cases as well as joint operations with the Mainland and overseas law
enforcement agencies in combating drug trafficking and manufacturing.

To gauge public views on “Anti-Drug Files Docudrama” and solicit their
opinions on anti-drug publicity activities of the Government with a view
to guiding further improvements, a telephone survey was specially
designed and conducted in September 2006. This report presents key
findings of the Survey results. Detailed tables are given at Annex |.



2. SURVEY METHODOLOGY

Obijectives
2.1 The Survey has the following objectives:
(@) to assess the extent of public penetration and audience appreciation of
the “Anti-Drug Files Docudrama”;
(b) to assess public awareness of and satisfaction with local anti-drug
work; and
(c) to obtain data regarding public perception on harmful effects of
abusing drugs.
Project team
2.2 The Survey questionnaire was designed by the Statistics Unit, Security
Bureau. Data collection was commissioned to and performed by the
Hong Kong Polytechnic University Technology & Consultancy Co. Ltd.
(the Contractor). Data analyses and report compilation were undertaken
by staff of the Security Bureau.
Coverage
2.3 The Survey basically covered all Hong Kong residents aged 11 or above
who were able to speak Cantonese and were staying in households with a
domestic telephone line during the survey period.
2.4 Non-native speaking household members and children aged 10 or below

in selected households were excluded from the coverage. Mobile
telephone numbers and business telephone numbers were excluded.
Since the Docudrama was only broadcasted in Cantonese, it was
reasonably assumed that audiences of the program were dominated by
Cantonese speaking people.



Questionnaire

2.5 The questionnaire, consisting of 16 questions, comprised the following
four areas of questions:
(@) audience appreciation level of the Docudrama (7 questions);
(b) perception on harmful effects of drugs (1 question with 6
subparts);
(c) awareness of and satisfaction with local anti-drug work (5
questions); and
(d) basic socio-demographic information (3 questions).

2.6 The questionnaire was prepared in Chinese only. A specimen of it is at
Annex II.

Sample selection

2.7 The Survey was a voluntary telephone survey. It was conducted with
Computer Aided Telephone Interview (CATI) technology.

2.8 A list of household telephone numbers were randomly sampled according
to a latest telephone directory of local households maintained by the
Contractor in the CATI system for the Survey.

Data collection method

2.9 The Survey was conducted during the period from 13" (Wednesday) to
18" (Monday) September 2006, including Saturday and Sunday. First
attempts of telephone calls were mainly made in the evenings from
6:00pm to 10:00pm. Calls for unanswered telephone numbers were
repeatedly made at other time slots where appropriate. Non-contact
household members were re-interviewed by making prior appointments if
necessary.

2.10 When a telephone call was successfully being answered, interviewers
would select one of the household members according to a statistical
technique called “Modified Kish Grid”. This is a commonly used
technique to ensure all qualified respondents in a selected household
would have equal chance of being selected for interview, thus to avoid
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bias towards persons who were more likely to stay at homes (e.g.
home-makers and children etc.) and pick up telephone calls".

2.11 According to the theory, data so collected need not necessarily be

weighted inversely by the number of targeted household members. This
Is because the differences between weighted and unweighted estimates
were insignificant?. Thus the data presented in this report were
unweighted for simplicity.

2.12 Telephone interviews were conducted by enumerators by going through

the questions one by one. Choices for answers were read out to
respondents one-by-one. Respondents’ answers were entered into the
CATI simultaneously by the interviewers during tele-conversation.
Real-time logical validations of the answers were performed by CATI.

Pilot test

2.13 A pilot test was successfully completed on 7 September 2006. It

confirmed that respondents were able to answer all the questions in
reasonable time (6 minutes on average), and that children as young as 11
should be able to understand the question wordings.

Enumeration results

2.14 The Survey successfully interviewed 1 018 Cantonese speaking people

aged 11 or above. The successful contact rate was 88% and cooperation
rate was 75%.

All qualified target respondents in selected households were listed according to their age in
ascending order. The one corresponding to a pre-designed number (which has been randomly
drawn) would be selected for interview.

Reference: Kish, L. (1965) Survey Sampling (New York: John Wiley & Sons) pp.398-404.
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3. SURVEY FINDINGS

Demographic characteristics

3.1

3.2

3.3

Among the 1 018 respondents, 36% of them were of age 41-60, followed
by 30% of age 21-40. Young persons of age 11 to 20 accounted for
about 21%. About 55% of the respondents were females and 45% were
males. (Tables 1 and 2 of Annex 1)

In terms of occupation, a relatively larger proportion of the respondents
were students (22%), retired persons (14%), home-makers (13%) and
clerical workers (13%). (Table 3)

The above distributions of respondents were largely similar to the patterns
of the overall population in Hong Kong, except that young persons aged
11 to 20 (or students) were slightly over represented in the Survey.



Audience appreciation of the Docudrama

3.4 About 38% (or 389 respondents) of the 1018 respondents had ever

watched TV programmes at 7 p.m. on the two Saturday evenings prior to
the Survey. Specifically, 21.6% (or 220 respondents) of all respondents
had ever watched “ADF Docudrama” and 16.6% had watched TV
programmes other than the Docudrama. That means more than half of
those respondents who had ever watched TV programmes when the
Docudrama was broadcasted chose to watch it. (Table 4 and Chart 1)

Chart 1: Respondents by whether had watched TV / ""ADF Documdrama' in
the past two Saturday evenings before survey enumeration

Had ever watched
"ADF Docudrama"
(21.6%)

programmes but not
"ADF Docudrama"

Had not watched
any TV
programmes
(54.0%)

3.5

3.6

Among the 220 respondents who had watched the Docudrama, 58% had
watched one to two episodes, 28% had watched three to five episodes and
5% had watched more than five episodes. (Table 5)

By broadly listing the six main themes delivered by the Docudrama,
respondents were requested to indicate whether they considered each of
these themes impressive. 21% of respondents responded that they were
impressed by all six main themes, followed by 64% of respondents being
impressed by three to five of the anti-drug themes, and 10% by two
themes. A very small proportion (or 5%) of them was impressed by only
one or none of the themes. These indicate that the Docudrama had
successfully conveyed some anti-drug messages to audiences. (Table 6)



3.7 Messages that could impress most audiences were: “drug abuse would
damage family relationship” (88% of respondents found it impressive),
“drug abuse would harm the health of abusers” (78%), “drug abuse would
cause psychedelic problems” (77%), and “drug abuse could not help
resolve daily problems / difficulties” (73%) in that order. (Table 7)

3.8 Great majority (or 92%) of respondents who had watched the Docudrama
agreed that it was capable of arousing public concern of drug problems in
Hong Kong. (Table 8)

3.9 There were 169 respondents who had watched other TV programmes but
not the Docudrama in the past two Saturday evenings. Majority (or 83%)
of them had not watched the Docudrama because they had not heard of it.
Other reasons for not having watched the Docudrama included: they had
no interests in reality drama or anti-drug programmes (7%) and they were
more interested in TV programmes on other channels when the
Docudrama was broadcasted (4%). (Table 9)

Perception on drugs

3.10 Regarding public’s perception on harmful effects of various kinds of drugs,
great majority (over 97%) of the respondents highly agreed/agreed that
abusing heroin was harmful to health. (Table 10)

3.11 As for psychotropic substances, about 93% to 96% of the respondents
opined that abusing ketamine, cocaine, cannabis and ice was harmful to
one’s health. Specifically, 66% to 71% of respondents highly agreed and
24% - 30% agreed with it. (Table 10)

3.12 However, it should be noted that relatively smaller proportions of the
respondents agreed that cough mixture would harm abusers’ health.
Only 40% of respondents highly agreed and 44% agreed with the
statement that “abusing cough mixture is harmful to one’s health”. 11%
considered the otherwise. (Table 10)
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Awareness of anti-drug work

3.13 As regards public awareness of local anti-drug work, it revealed that great
majority (over 97%) of the respondents had ever heard of anti-drug
messages. The most popular channel was TV or radio broadcasting
(chosen by 95% of the respondents), followed by posters or promotional
leaflets (75%) and newspapers / magazines (61%). Relatively less
respondents had ever heard of anti-drug messages through talks or
exhibitions (38%) or the Internet (22%). (Table 11)

3.14 On the whole, respondents indicated that they would be more attracted to
anti-drug messages publicized by replay of real cases (83%), followed by
those publicized using medical approach (79%) and scary approach (58%).
(Table 12)

3.15 Most respondents (95%) were aware of at least one type of drug treatment
services in Hong Kong. About 90% of the respondents were aware of
the methadone treatment programme offered by the Department of Health.
This was followed by residential treatment programmes (55%) and
counselling services for psychotropic substance abusers (50%). About
one-sixth of the respondents were aware of the services provided by
substance abuse clinics. (Table 13)

3.16 As for law enforcement work, essentially all respondents (99%) were
aware of the work in this area. Majority of the respondents knew that the
Police and Customs and Excise Department would inspect the
entertainment venues for drugs regularly (96%), combat drug
manufacturers / traffickers (93%), block inflow of drugs at control points
(88%) and join investigations of international drug activities (80%).
(Table 14)
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Satisfaction with anti-drug work

3.17 On the whole, about four-fifths (79%) of the respondents were highly
satisfied / satisfied with the anti-drug work in Hong Kong, while 16%
were highly unsatisfied / unsatisfied. (Table 15 and Chart 2)

Chart 2: Overall Satisfaction with Anti-Drug Work in HK

No opinion (4.9%)

Highly satisfied

Highly unsatisfied
any (6.8%)

(1.3%)

Unsatisfied
(14.5%)

Satisfied (72.5%)
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STATISTICAL TABLES Annex |

Table 1 Respondents by age group

Overall
population aged 10
Age group No. % and above * (%)
11-20 211 20.7 13.7
21-40 304 29.9 33.0
41-60 367 36.1 36.9
61 and over 125 12.3 16.4
Missing information 11 1.1 -
Total 1018 100.0 100.0

Note *: Based on Hong Kong population aged 10 and above in mid-2006, including foreign domestic helpers.

Table 2 Respondents by sex

Overall
population aged 10
Sex No. % and above * (%)
Female 564 55.4 52.6
Male 454 44.6 47.4
Total 1018 100.0 100.0

Note *: Based on Hong Kong population aged 10 and above in mid-2006, including foreign domestic helpers.

Table 3 Respondents by occupation

Overall

population aged 10
Occupation No. % and above * (%)
Student 225 22.1 14.3
Retired person 145 14.2 14.2
Home-maker 134 13.2 10.7
Clerical worker 128 12.6 8.5
Professional & managerial officer 127 125 9.2
Elementary occupation worker 86 8.4 18.1
Service worker & shop sales worker 64 6.3 8.1
Associate professional 51 5.0 10.5
Unemployed person 38 3.7 3.0
Missing information / Others 20 2.0 3.3
Total 1018 100.0 100.0

Note *: Based on Hong Kong population aged 10 and above in mid-2006, including foreign domestic helpers.
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Table 4  Audience penetration for the Docudrama in the past two weeks prior to survey
enumeration

Audience penetration at 7 p.m. on the past two

Saturday evenings prior to survey enumeration No. %
Had watched TV programmes 389 38.2
Had ever watched the Docudrama 220 21.6
Had not watched the Docudrama 169 16.6
Had not watched any TV programme 550 54.0
Forgot 79 7.8
Total 1018 100.0

Table 5 Episode(s) that respondents ever watched

Episode(s) ever watched No. %
One to two 128 58.2
Three to five 62 28.2
More than five 10 4.5
Forgot 20 9.1
Total 220 100.0
Note: The figures were compiled based on the 220 respondents who had ever watched the
Docudrama.

Table 6 Anti-drug message(s) that respondents found impressive

No. of anti-drug messages found impressive No. %
One message 6 2.7
Two messages 24 10.9
Three messages 35 15.9
Four messages 55 25.0
Five messages 50 22.7
Six messages 46 20.9
Missing information 4 1.8
Total 220 100.0
Note: The figures were compiled based on the 220 respondents who had ever watched the
Docudrama.

-14 -



Table 7 Anti-drug message(s) delivered by the Docudrama that respondents considered

impressive
Anti-drug message No. %
Drug abuse would adversely affect one’s family 193 87.7
relationship
Drug abuse would harm one’s health 172 78.2
Drug abuse would cause psychedelic problems 170 77.3
Drug abuse could not help resolve daily problems / 161 73.2
difficulties
Drug trafficking/ manufacturing would result in 121 55.0
serious consequences
Treatment agencies provide support services to 88 40.0
abusers in various dimensions
Could not recall any of the above messages 4 1.8
Total 220

Note: Respondents were allowed to choose more than one answer.

Table 8  Whether the Docudrama could arouse public concern of drug problems in HK

Opinion No. %
Agreed that the Docudrama could arouse public concern 202 91.8
Disagreed that the Docudrama could arouse public concern 14 6.4
Not sure 4 1.8
Total 220 100.0

Table 9  Reason(s) for not watching the Docudrama

Reason No. %

Never heard of the Docudrama 141 83.4

Had no interest in reality drama or anti-drug programmes 11 6.5

More interested in TV programmes on other channels 7 4.1
when the Docudrama was broadcasted

Forgot 10 5.9

Total 169 100.0

Note:Figures were compiled based on the 169 respondents who had watched TV programmes in
the past two Saturday evenings but not the Docudrama.
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Table 10 Respondents’ perception on the harmful effects of various kinds of drugs

Whether agreed that “abusing the drug is harmful to one’s

5 health”
rug type
9P Highly Highly

agreed Agreed Disagreed disagreed Not sure Total

Heroin 755 233 3 1 26 1018
(74.2%) (22.9%) (0.3%) (0.1%) (2.6%)  (100.0%)

Ketamine 718 250 3 2 45 1018
(70.5%) (24.6%) (0.3%) (0.2%) (4.4%)  (100.0%)

Cocaine 721 254 6 1 36 1018
(70.8%) (25.0%) (0.6%) (0.1%) (3.5%)  (100.0%)

Cannabis 668 303 14 1 32 1018
(65.6%) (29.8%) (1.4%) (0.1%) (3.1%)  (100.0%)

Ice 698 248 7 1 64 1018
(68.6%) (24.4%) (0.7%) (0.1%) (6.3%)  (100.0%)

Cough mixture 407 445 113 0 53 1018
(40.0%) (43.7%) (11.1%) (0.0%) (5.2%)  (100.0%)

Note: Percentages in brackets represent the respective proportions to the total number of
respondents successfully enumerated.
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Table 11  Channels that respondents heard of anti-drug messages

Channel No. %
Ever heard of anti-drug messages through any of the
following channels 992 97.4
TV or radio broadcasting 963 94.6
Posters or promotion leaflets 762 74.9
Newspapers / magazines 620 60.9
Talks or exhibitions 389 38.2
Internet 220 21.6
Others 98 9.6
Never heard of anti-drug messages through any of the
above channels 26 2.6
Total 1018

Note: Respondents were allowed to choose more than one answer.

Table 12  Publicity approach that would better attract respondents’ attention

Approach No. %
Replay of real cases 844 82.9
Medical approach 803 78.9
Scary approach 588 57.8
Publicity of anti-drug messages by movie stars 389 38.2
No idea 35 3.4
Total 1018

Note: Respondents were allowed to choose more than one answer.

Table 13 Whether respondents were aware of drug treatment services in Hong Kong

Drug treatment services No. %
Aware of any of the following services 968 95.1
Methadone treatment programme (by the 915 89.9
Department of Health)
Residential treatment programmes 563 55.3
Counselling services for psychotropic substance 504 49.5
abusers
Substance abuse clinics (of Hospital Authority) 171 16.8
Not aware of any of the above services 50 4.9
Total 1018

Note: Respondents were requested to indicate if they were aware of each of the sub-items above.
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Table 14 Whether respondents were aware of law enforcement work by the Police and
Customs and Excise Department

Law enforcement work No. %
Aware of any of the following work 1003 98.5
Inspecting the entertainment venues for drugs regularly 972 95.5
Combating drug manufacturers and traffickers 948 93.1
Blocking inflow of drugs at control points 897 88.1
Joint investigations of international drug activities 812 79.8
Not aware of any of the above work 15 1.5
Total 1018

Note: Respondents were requested to indicate if they were aware of each of the sub-items above.

Table 15 Whether respondents were satisfied with anti-drug work in Hong Kong

Level of satisfaction No. %
Highly satisfied 69 6.8
Satisfied 738 72.5
Unsatisfied 148 14.5
Highly unsatisfied 13 1.3
No opinion 50 4.9
Total 1018 100.0
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