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 1. Survey background 
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 To collect information concerning alcohol, 

tobacco and drug-taking adolescents, six 

large-scale surveys targeting secondary students 

were conducted during the period of 1987/88 to 

2004/05.  The results of the surveys provided 

useful indicators on students’ knowledge of 

drugs and attitudes towards taking drugs. 
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 In order to keep abreast of the latest trend in the 

prevalence of drug-taking among students and to 

collect other useful and up-to-date information, 

the Narcotics Division decided to conduct the 

seventh survey in 2008/09 school year.  The 

research team of Consumer Search Hong Kong 

Limited was commissioned to conduct the 

2008/09 Survey of Drug Use among Students 

(hereafter referred as the 2008/09 Survey).  The 

team was mainly responsible for data collection, 

data processing and analysis work.  The 

2008/09 Survey design and Survey report 

compilation were undertaken by the Narcotics 

Division and the research team in collaboration. 
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 The design of the 2008/09 Survey was similar to 

that of the previous rounds so as to maintain the 

comparability of key findings and make time 

series analyses meaningful.  The main 

objectives of the 2008/09 Survey are as follows: 

 

8*�"�L�����j1MN�

JK+./01lm��O  

 (a) to obtain the latest drug-taking trends 

among full-time students in major 

education programmes in Hong Kong; 
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 (b) to find out students’ drug-taking patterns 

and their profiles; 
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 (c) to assess students’ knowledge of and 

attitude towards taking drugs; 

@*PQJK� /01¡¢OHa  

 

 (d) to find out students’ exposure to the risk 

of drugs; and 
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 (e) to examine if there are demographic, 

family, attitudinal, behavioural and 

school variables associated with taking 

drugs. 
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 3. Coverage 
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 To further enhance the understanding of 

drug-taking patterns among students, the 

coverage of the 2008/09 Survey has been 

expanded to include full-time students of the 

following education programmes: 
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 (a) Upper primary (i.e. Primary 4 to 6 of 

Local Primary Schools and Year 5 to 6 of 

International Primary Schools); 
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 (b) Secondary (i.e. Secondary 1 to 7 of Local 

Secondary Schools and Year 7 to 13 of 

International Secondary Schools); 
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 (c) Undergraduate programmes under the 

University Grants Committee 

(UGC)-funded institutions
1;

 and 
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 (d) Other post-secondary programmes such 

as Project Yi-Jin
2
, certificate / diploma, 

associate degree or equivalent courses 

offered by the UGC-funded institutions; 

institutes of the Vocational Training 

Council (VTC) or other local institutions 

/ organizations
3
. 
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For the list of UGC-funded institutions, please refer to the Glossary of Terms.  
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Project Yi-Jin is targeted for Secondary 5 school leavers or those elderly students aged over 21 and is run by 

institutions such as VTC.  Students enrolled under this programme may not obtain the necessary qualifications of 

five passes in Hong Kong Certificate of Examination (HKCEE). For analytical purposes, they are classified under 

‘other post-secondary programmes’ so as to distinguish them from students in secondary school setting.  
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For the list of institutions offering post-secondary programmes covered in the survey, please refer to the Glossary 

of Terms.  
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 4. Sampling 
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 About 817 211 students were covered by the 

Survey
4
.  Local primary and secondary day 

schools were sampled using a two-stage stratified 

cluster sampling method, with district and type of 

school as the stratifying variables. All upper 

primary students and secondary students from the 

randomly selected schools were invited to 

participate.  For students from upper  primary 

international schools, secondary international 

schools, UGC-funded institutions and other 

post-secondary programmes, all of them were 

invited to participate in the 2008/09 Survey. 
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 A total of 285 847 students had been targeted in 

the 2008/09 Survey.  They were requested to fill 

in the self-administered questionnaires or 

complete an online survey.  After excluding 

non-contact cases (i.e. 15 245 students from 

upper primary, secondary and other 

post-secondary programmes as a result of 

schools’ refusal to participate because of tight 

timetables of schools, sensitive nature of the 

Survey etc), non-response cases (i.e. 110 511 in 

total) and invalid cases (i.e. 2 002 cases of 

cancellation after failing the data validity test), a 

total of 158 089 students were found having 

successfully completed the questionnaires and 

their data were used for analysis.   
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     The Survey covered 584 primary day schools, 515 secondary day schools and 18 institutions which offered 

relevant post-secondary programmes (including 8 UGC-funded institutions).  \
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 The response rate of the 2008/09 Survey for 

secondary schools (including local day schools 

and international schools) was 80.7%, which was 

comparable with that in the 2004/05 Survey 

(81.6%).  The overall response rate of all 

students was 55.3%
5
.  
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 The sampling fraction for secondary students was 

17.5% and the overall sampling fraction was 

19.3%.  A breakdown of successful cases by 

education programmes are given below : 
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(a) 26 232 cases from 94 Primary Day 

Schools; 
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0= ?

�

(b) 83 605 cases from 112 Secondary Day 

Schools;  

 

>N? & O Q'CDRST?@R

SA.'B'CEF1 - ?:,6 <

'0=U,?

�

(c) 6 410 cases from 8 UGC-funded 

institutions which offered undergraduate 

programmes; and  
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(d) 41 842 cases from 17 institutions 

(including 8 UGC-funded institutions) 

which offered other post-secondary 

programmes. 
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No obvious differences in school profiles (e.g. 

size of student enrolment and mode of funding) 

of participating and non-participating schools 

were noted.  For details of the response rate and 
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Compared to secondary students, students from the following education programmes had a lower response rate.  

The reasons are summarized as follows: 

(i) Upper primary 

� The response rate for primary students was 69%.  Some schools only allowed students of higher 

levels to participate in the survey.  Also, some parents did not consent their children to participate in 

the survey.  

(ii) Undergraduate programmes under the UGC-funded institutions and other post-secondary programmes 

� The response rate for the former programmes was 12% and that of the latter, 46%.  Different from  

local primary and secondary students, all undergraduate students of the UGC-funded institutions and 

students of selected institutions of other post-secondary programmes were invited to complete an 

online survey (where response rate is lower than other means of data collection). 



 
  

11 

sampling fraction, please see Appendix II. 
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Students were sampled from strata of schools 

with different sampling fractions when sampling 

is required.  Appropriate weightings had been 

applied to cater for this factor and the different 

response rates of individual questions for 

compiling aggregated statistics.  As such, the 

number of actual respondents for a particular 

answer of a question could not be derived 

directly by multiplying the respective percentage 

with the total number of students. 
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 5. Questionnaire design 
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 In order to make useful reference of data with 

previous rounds, the 2008/09 Survey largely 

adopted the design of 2004/05 questionnaire with 

suitable modifications.  The 2008/09 

questionnaire covered the followings areas: 

 

(a) non-medical use of psychotropic drugs 

and heroin; 

 

(b) use of alcohol and tobacco, but the 

number of questions was limited to the 

extent of investigating their relationship 

with taking drugs; 

 

(c) students’ knowledge of and attitudes 

towards taking drugs, self-perception and 

values; 

 

(d) students’ exposure to risk of drug-taking, 

awareness of anti-drug messages and 

participation in anti-drug activities; and 

 

(e) students’ demographic information. 
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 To reduce upper primary students’ burden and to 

facilitate their understanding, a simplified version 

of questionnaires was prepared for them.  The 

questionnaire for upper primary students had 30 

questions, whereas that for students of secondary 

schools, UGC-funded institutions and other 

post-secondary programmes was a full version 
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(with 42 questions).  The content of the 

questionnaires have similar scope of coverage.  
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 In addition, compared to the format of the 

2004/05 questionnaire, two new features were 

incorporated in the 2008/09 questionnaire. 
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 First, the majority of the questions allowed 

multiple answers and the layout was simplified to 

reduce the chance that students could make 

mistakes. 
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 Second, pictures of several drugs were included 

in the questionnaire for illustration purposes. 

This facilitates students to provide more accurate 

answers to the Survey. 
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 The draft questionnaires were pilot tested in 

July and September 2008.  Subsequently, the 

layout and contents of the questionnaire were 

revised taking into account feedback from 

participating students.  Specimen in both 

English and Chinese are given in Appendix III. 
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 6. Confidentiality 
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 Owing to the sensitive nature, a number of 

measures were implemented to ensure 

confidentiality and avoid disclosure of students’ 

identity.  These measures relieved students’ 

psychological burden when providing sensitive 

information.  
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 First, to avoid drug-taking students from being 

identified from others owing to their different 

questionnaire completion time, all students, 

regardless of whether they had taken drugs or 

not, were required to answer the same number of 

questions. 
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 Second, for students completing the 

questionnaire in the classrooms or school halls 

during normal class periods, teachers and other 

school staff were requested to leave the venue. 

However, it was a mandatory requirement for a 

few schools to assign teachers / school staff to be 
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present in the venue. Under these circumstances, 

their roles were limited to maintaining discipline 

and order only.  
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 Third, the questionnaire was anonymous.  

Completed questionnaires were collected by 

enumerators and sealed in envelopes.  
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 Fourth, for all students of undergraduate 

programmes of the UGC-funded institutions and 

students of selected institutions of other 

post-secondary programmes who completed the 

online survey, each eligible respondent was 

provided a unique hyperlink for the access to the 

questionnaire.  Upon their completion of the 

questionnaire, the results would be directed to the 

secured server of the research team, where access 

was restricted to authorized persons only. 
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 Data collected were handled with strict 

confidence.  All raw questionnaires would be 

completely destroyed by the research team. 
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 Only aggregate statistics for the Survey will be 

released.  Data pertaining to individual schools 

or students are treated with strict confidentiality. 
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 7. Data collection 
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 The fieldwork enumeration for the 2008/09 

Survey was conducted from October 2008 to 

October 2009. Due to the tight school schedule 

and the pandemic of H1N1, sampled schools 

were first invited to participate by letters, 

followed up by phone calls.  Other appropriate 

follow-up actions were also taken to minimize 

the number of refusal cases as far as possible. 
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 Experienced fieldwork enumerators were sent to 

individual schools to administer the   Survey.  

Proper training and supervision were given to 

them beforehand.  Fieldwork instruction 

manuals on survey concepts and procedures to be 

followed in the enumeration process were 

specially prepared for them. 
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 All participating students were briefed of the 

survey objectives, measures that had been taken 

to ensure data confidentiality, and the structure of 

the questionnaires beforehand.  Opportunity was 

also taken to promote anti-drug messages by 

distributing anti-drug promotional leaflets to 

participating students after all questionnaires 

were completed and collected.  
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 In response to the irregularity of class sessions of 

undergraduate students under the UGC-funded 

institutions and other post-secondary 

programmes, it was the first time to use online 

survey.  The online survey deployed an 

auto-skip function according to students’ 

response.  To ensure confidentiality and 

students’ privacy, the following control measures 

had been implemented: 

 

(a) a unique hyperlink was used for each 

registered student; 

 

(b) the access of students’ database (i.e. the 

students’ email address) was restricted to 

authorized persons of the institutions;  

 

(c) students’ responses were stored in a secured 

server of the research team and only persons 

authorized by the research team had access to 

the database; and 

 

(d) cross-referencing databases were not 

allowed, i.e. students’ email addresses and 

responses stored in the secured server could 

not be linked up. 
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 8. Survey limitations 
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 A large number of questions in the 2008/09 

Survey allowed multiple answers while these 

questions mostly allowed single answer only in 

the 2004/05 Survey. Direct comparison of the 

results should therefore be handled with care.  

Moreover, there were slight differences in some 

of the terms adopted in the 2004/05 and 2008/09 

Survey.  Details of the differences were 
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remarked in relevant Charts and Tables presented 

in Appendix I. 
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 It was the first time to invite upper primary 

students in the 2008/09 Survey. Although the 

questionnaire was pilot tested and subsequent 

modifications were made, it was observed that 

some students, particularly those of Primary 4 in 

local schools and Year 5 in international schools 

might have met difficulties in completing the 

questionnaires.  Some students did not 

understand the correct way of choosing the 

answers: they circled the pre-listed descriptions 

as their answers instead.  Some also showed 

difficulties in comprehending the questionnaires. 
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 It was also the first time to collect data online in 

the 2008/09 Survey. One drawback of this 

method, however, is that it can contribute to a 

lower response rate.  In order to maximize the 

response rate, all eligible students of 

UCG-funded institutions and other 

post-secondary programmes were invited to 

participate in the Survey instead of using random 

sampling approach.   
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 9. Technical suggestions 
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 For future surveys, suggestions on the following 

technical aspects are highlighted for further 

consideration: 
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 (a) A shorter version of questionnaire with 

simpler format and wording should be 

considered for upper primary students.  This 

modification might facilitate better 

understanding of primary students, 

particularly those from Primary 4/ Year 5 

students.  If layout consistency across 

different groups is a critical factor for 

consideration, whether Primary 4/ Year 5 

students should be included in the survey 

coverage should be carefully considered. 

 

(b) It was observed that some students completed 

only several questions and then disconnected 
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from the online survey. The length of the 

questionnaire should be shortened if the 

online approach is to be used again.  
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