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Abstract

Background: Cyber-bullying has emerged as a new form of bullying globally. This
paper presents the findings of a study which compare the nature and pattern of cyber-
bullying among adolescents in Hong Kong, Macao, Guangzhou, Taipei and
Singapore. A total of 4,151 adolescents were interviewed to collect information about
their bullying experience and help seeking pattern. Depression Anxiety and Stress
Scale (DASS) was applied to compare the psychological status among bullying
perpetrators and victims.

Results: Ten common cyberbullying behaviours identified in this study. Seventy-two
percent of the respondent was suffered from cyber-bullying last year. Sixty-eight
percent of them were the perpetrator of cyber-bullying.

High overlapping rate (61.4%) between perpetrators and victims was observed.
Significant gender differences were found among cyber victims and perpetrator. High-
school student boys were more likely to be the perpetrator and victim of cyber-
bullying.

Across samples from the 5 cities, cyber-bullying victims and perpetrators reported
significantly higher level of depression, anxiety and stress level in the DASS results.

The respondents’ help seeking behaviour were compared across the cities. Cyber-
bullying is anonymous and individualistic in nature. As a result, it is difficult to be
identified. Only twenty percent of the cyber-bullying victim will seek help from
others. Bullied adolescents preferred to seek help from their peers (27%), and parent/
family member (23.5%).

Conclusions: Cyber-bullying becomes more noticeable among adolescents. The
popularity of the smart phone and social media further spreads the impacts on
teenagers. Both perpetrator and victim are at-risk. The anonymous and individualistic
nature of cyber-bullying imposes more difficulties for professionals and adults to
identify and offer help to the affected adolescents. Implications for practical helping
initiatives and further research are discussed.
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1. Introduction

Cyberbullying is a new global phenomenon. The past decade has seen a rapid
development in human interaction in the cyber world and the dramatic increase in
aggressive behaviour on the Internet has drawn the attention of the public. Microsoft
(2012) released their latest survey on Cyberbullying, which included 25 countries, and
an average of 37% of children age 8-17 reported being bullied in the cyberworld.
Hinduja and Patchin (2010) found that suicide attempts were associated with bullying
behaviour and Cyberbullying. The phenomenon is globally alarming us.

2. Background of study

The study was jointly commissioned by Hong Kong Playground Association,
Guangzhou Youth Cultural Palace, Unido Geral das Associagdes dos Moradores de
Macau, Taipei Good Friend Mission and Singapore Boy’s Town. It is expected that
the context of cyberbullying, prevalence rate and comparison among cities provide a
benchmark for local NGO and policy maker in designing supportive service for the
young people suffered from cyberbullying.
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3. Aims

1. Comparison among Chinese cities on cyberbullying;

2. To assess the cyberbullying’s impact on young people

3. To arouse the public concern on cyberbullying and its impacts on young
people.

4. Research Method

This study collected data from Hong Kong, Macao, Guangzhou, Taipei and
Singapore in 2016. Ten types of common cyber aggressive behaviours have been
identified according to the previous studies and NGOs’ feedback. A Cyberbullying
behaviour multi-item checklist was developed as an instrument to measure the
prevalence rate of Cyberbullying.

A Self-administered questionnaire was developed and integrated with Chinese
version of the Depression Anxiety and Stress Scale (DASS) to measure depression,
anxiety and stress levels of the respondents (Lovibond & Lovibond, 1996; Taouk,
Lovibond, & Laube, 2001).

A total of 4,151 adolescents from the above mentioned cities were interviewed with
3,925 valid questionnaires to collect information about their bullying experience and
help seeking pattern.
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5. Definition

Cyberbullying

Cyberbullying has four major components, as noted in previous studies
(Kowalski, Giumetti, Schroeder, & Lattanner, 2014; Olweus, 2013; P. K.
Smith et al., 2008; Tokunaga, 2010). The following characteristics were used
to define Cyberbullying in this study

1. Intentional aggressive behaviour

g

Repeat occurrences
3. Imbalance of power

4. Use of information and communication technology

Cyberbullying behaviours

From the literatures, and the finding from cyberbullying case interview carried out in
August ,2015. Ten types of cyberbullying behaviours were defined to formulate the
behaviour checklist of measurement in this study. (Dooley, Pyzalski, & Cross,
2009; HKFYG, 2010; Susan P Limber, 2012; Susan PP Limber & Agatston,
2012; P. Smith, Mahdavi, Carvalho, & Tippett, 2006; P. K. Smith et al., 2008;
Wan, 2014; Wang, Nansel, & lannotti, 2011; BfZERE, 2010, 2013; JERELK,

2010; 7.3, 2011)

1. Harassment : Repeatedly sending offensive, rude, and insulting messages.

2. Denigration : Distributing information about another that is derogatory and
untrue.

3. Masquerade: Posting or sending digitally altered photos of someone.

4. Flaming: Online “fighting” using electronic messages with angry, vulgar
language.

5. Impersonation: ~ Breaking into an email/online account and sending vicious or
embarrassing material to others.

6. Sexting: Sending or receiving of sexually explicit or sexually-suggestive
images or video via a cell phone

7. Happyslapping: Physical assaults on unsuspecting victims and recorded on
camera-enabled mobile phones then posted in cyberspace

8. Outing : Sharing someone’s secrets or embarrassing information.

9. Cyber stalking:  Repeatedly sending messages that include threats of harm.

10. Exclusion: Social exclusion through the internet.
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Date:
Target group:

Method:

Sample size:

Valid questionnaire:

Valid Percentage:

Confidence Interval:
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Sample

February to June, 2016

The young people in Hong Kong, Macao,
Guangzhou, Taipei and Singapore
Self-administered questionnaire

4,151 questionnaire collected
3,965
95.5%
+1.56% (95% Confidence Level)




7. Finding

1. Demographic Data

The target of this study is the young people who is aged 24 or below. There
were 4,151 young people interviewed, and the total number of valid
questionnaires were 3,965. Those contain 726 in Guangzhou, 1162 in Hong
Kong, 468 in Macao, 843 in Taipei and 766 in Singapore.

1.1 Gender

There are 1866 male accounted for 47.4%, and 2074 female accounted for
52.6%
Table 1 Respondent’s Gender

Gender Case Valid Percent
Male 1866 47.4%
Female 2074 52.6%
Missing 25
Total 3965
n=3965
1.2 Age

The respondent mean age is 16.17 years (SD 3.072).
Table 2 Respondent’s age

Respondent’s age No. Valid
Percent
Age 11 or Below 159 4.1%
Age 12 -14 1123 28.7%
Age 15 -17 1434 36.6%
Age 18 - 24 1202 30.7%
Total 3918 100.0%
Missing 47
3965

n=3965
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1.3 Education Level

Table 3 Respondent’s education level

Education Level No. Valid Percent
Primary 281 7.1%
Secondary (Junior) 1373 34.8%
Secondary (Senior) 1434 36.4%
Tertiary 852 21.6%
Total 3940 100.0%
Missing 25

3965

n=3965

1.4 Daily Online time

Table 4 Respondent’s average daily online time by education level

Education Level Daily Online SD
time(Mean)

Primary 3.22 4.482

Secondary (Junior) 4.14 3.730

Secondary (Senior) 473 3.987

Tertiary 5.91 3.831

Total 4.66 3.973

n=3965
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2. Social Interaction in Cyberworld

2.1 Teenage making new friend in Cyberworld

13.2% of respondents said that they often make new friend in
Cyberworld.

Table 5 Frequency of respondent making new friend in Cyberworld

Making new GuangZhou Hong Macao Taipei Singapore Total
friend in -

Cyberworld
Never 25.8% 41.7% 25.2%  30.5%  33.2% 32.8%
Onoe or twice 30.4% 24.9% 31.8%  28.2%  28.9% 28.2%
Afew 29.6%  21.0%  30.1%  25.1%  27.5%  25.8%
i 14.2% 12.4% 12.8% 16.1% 10.4% 13.2%

n=3965

2.2 How many online friend?

Table 6 How many online friend?

number of online GvangZhou Hong Macao Taipei Singapore

friend LG

No enline friend 17.4%  24.9% 16.3% 20.3%  6.9% 18.1%
Less than 100 onfine 50.6%  43.8%  43.1%  39.4%  42.5%  43.8%

friends

100 to 500 onfine friends 25.9% 20.3%  27.9% 24.6% 37.2% 26.4%
501 to 1,000 online friends 4.8% 6.1% 7.7% 9.4% 9-0% 7-3%
OwrtoOOonineffonds 4 g9 4.8%  4.9%  6.4%  4.3%  4.4%

>500 online friends 6. 2% 1 0.9% 1 2. 6% 1 5.8% 1 3.3% 1 1 .7%
n=3965
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2.3 Social Media Platform

Facebook is the main social media platform of the respondent(62.3%), the
second and third are WhatsApp (53.1%) and Instagram (52.7%) - However, as

some of the platforms are not available in Guangzhou, the figure is just a
reference. Please refer to locality report for details.

Table 7 Sequence of social media platform used by respondent

Rank Social media platform Case Percent of Cases
1 Facebook 2461 62.3%
2  WhatsApp 2098 53.1%
3 Instagram 2082 52.7%
4  WeChat 1711 43.3%
5 Line 1522 38.6%
6  Online games 1293 32.8%
7 QQ 1074 27.2%
8  fyiE 845 21.4%
9  Twitter 362 9.2%
10  Other 162 4.1%

Total 13610 344.7%

n=3965, this is a multiple options question, the total percentage can over 100%

Table 8 Comparison of social media platform used by respondent in 5 cities

Social media GuangZhou gg;:g Macao Taipei Singapore Total
platform

WhatsApp 5.8% 92.6% 38.5% 8.5% 95.9% 53.1%
Line 3.4% 23.9% 25.6% 88.2% 48.0% 38.6%
QQ 83.5% 20.0% 32.1% 7.7% 2.9% 27.2%
WeChat 91.6% 34.1% 96.6% 14.9% 9.7% 43.3%
Facebook 5.5% 75.0% 81.2% 93.5% 51.6% 62.3%
Instagram 9.4% 60.7% 58.5% 55.0% 75.9% 52.7%
Twitter 1.7% 10.9% 13.7% 12.6% 7.2% 9.2%
fnr e 55.0% 16.6% 31.6% 12.6% 0% 21.4%

Online games 16.8% 328% 355% 389%  39.5% 32.8%

Other 5.4% 6.7% 2.4% 4.1% 0% 4.1%
n=3965
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3. Cyberbullying Behaviors

3.1 Cyberbullying behaviour

The extent of cyberbullying is measured by the ten types of cyberbullying behaviour
identified in this study. The Perpetrator and Victim scores were calculated to measure
the extent of cyberbullying encountered by perpetrators and victims respectively. The
mean of the ten questions provides a Perpetrator and victim score rank from 1 to 4.
Score one means the respondent has no performing or suffering from cyberbullying
behaviour in last year; the higher the score, the higher the intensity of cyberbullying
behaviour observed.

The most common observed cyberbullying behaviour are Flaming, Harassment ,
and Outing.

Table 9 Cyberbullying behaviour list

Behaviour Perpetrato Perpetrator Victim Victim

r score score rank score score

rank
1.Harassment 1.53 2 1.66 2
2.0uting 1.42 3 1.54 3
3. Denigration 1.22 6 1.35 S
4, Masquerade 1.35 5 1.37 4
5. Flaming 1.69 1 1.78 1
6. Sexting 1.17 8 1.34 6
7. Happy slapping 1.12 10 1.14 10
8.Impersonation 1.17 9 1.21 9
9.Cyber stalking 1.21 7 1.31 8
10.Exclusion 1.36 4 1.33 7

n=3965

3.2 Cyberbullying Prevalence rate

This study measures the Prevalence rate by the respondent Cyberbullying behaviour
and experience in last year. The Cyberbullying Perpetrator Prevalence rate is 68%,
Cyberbullying Victim Prevalence rate is 72.9% o
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Table 10 Frequency of Cyberbullying in 5 cities

Cyberbullying Guangzhou Hong Macao Singapore
Kong
Perpetrator 61.7% 60.2% 82.6% 57% 73.8% 68%
Prevalence rate
Victim 71.2% 66.9% 86.4% 64.9% 80.4% 72.9%
Prevalence rate
n=3965

3.3 Cyberbullying Perpetrator and Victim

High overlapping rate between perpetrators and victims was observed.
Significant gender differences were found among cyber victims. 61.4% of the
respondents in study are perpetrator and victim of cyberbullying.
Correlation coefficient was computed between Perpetrator and victim score.
Pearson’s correlation coefficient was significant r = 0.831, n=3853, p=0.000
suggesting that there is a strong positive relationship between the two
variables. The more perpetrator behaviour performed, the higher chance to
be the victim of cyberbullying.

3.4 Who is the Perpetrator?
The main cyberbullying perpetrator is the “Friend ” of victim (29.8%).

Table 11 Who is the perpetrator?

Rank Who is the Perpetrator Percent of
Cases

1  Friend 323 29.8%
2  Someone else from school 247 22.8%
3  Stranger 202 18.6%
4  Someone | knew from Cyberworld 108 10.0%
5 Ex-friend 95 8.8%
6 Ex-boyfriend or girlfriend 40 3.7%
7  Other 39 3.6%
8 Many people 31 2.9%

Total 1085 138.9%

n=781, this is a multiple options question, the total percentage can over 100%
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3.5 Motive of Cyberbullying

Table 12 Motive of Cyberbullying

Rank Motive Percent of
Cases

1 togetrevenge 241 38.1%
2 tovent my anger 206 32.6%
3 forfun 196 31.0%
4 they deserved it 166 26.3%
5 because they picked on me at school 151 23.9%
6 | hate them 142 22.5%
7  because others were doing it 103 16.3%
8 to demonstrate power 79 12.5%
9 Other 42 6.6%

Total 1326 209.8%

n=632, this is a multiple options question, the total percentage can over 100%
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4. Cyberbullying and Psychological status

4.1 Psychological status

This study adopted Chinese version of the Depression Anxiety and Stress Scale
(DASS) to measure depression, anxiety and stress levels of the respondents
(Lovibond & Lovibond, 1996; Taouk, Lovibond, & Laube, 2001). The stress level of
respondent is normal, while the anxiety is measured in moderate level.

Table 13 Comparison of respondent’s DASS scores in 5 cities
Guangzhou Hong Macao Taipei Singapore Total

Kong
Stress 13.24 11.31 12.00 9.91 13.51 11.88
Anxiety 11.74% 8.82* 9.35* 7.49 13.39# 10.02#
Depression 11.15* 9.07 9.51 7.24 13.31* 9.93

n=3965, *Mild *Moderate

Depression Anxiety Stress
Normal 0-9 0-7 0-14
Mild 10-13 8-9 15-18
Moderate 14-20 10-14 19-25
Severe 21-27 15-19 26-33
Extremely Severe 28+ 20+ 34+

A guide to the Depression, Anxiety and Stress Scale (DASS21), (Lovibond &
Lovibond, 1996)
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4.2 Stress, anxiety, depression and Cyberbullying

An independent sample t-test was conducted to evaluate the hypothesis that the
depression, anxiety and stress levels of the respondents involved in cyberbullying is
different than the others not involved.

Either cyberbullying perpetrator and victim showed a significant higher level of
stress, anxiety and depression when compared with other respondent not involved in
cyberbullying. (seeTable 14)

The cyberbullying perpetrator shows a high stress, anxiety and depression level than
the victim.

Table 14 Comparison of the respondent being cyberbullying or not

Cyber Bully other Being Cyber Bullied

Yes No Yes No
Stress 14.18** 9.05* 13.65** 8.94**
Anxiety 12.27** 7.75** 11.81* 7.59**
Depression 12.32** 7.48* 1M.77* 7.41*

n=3965 , **. Significant at the 0.000 level (2-tailed).
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5. Gender Difference?

5.1 Perpetrator and Gender

An independent samples t-test was conducted to evaluate the gender
difference in cyberbullying perpetrator score. The test was significant,
t(2523)=11.23 > p<.001. The Male perpetrator score (M = 1.44) is

significantly higher than female perpetrator score(M = 1.24). Male
respondent shows a higher tendency to bully other in the Cyberworld.

5.2 Victim and Gender

For the cyberbullying victim score, The test was significant, t(2657) =
10.196 > p<.001. The male victim score (M = 1.52) is significantly higher

than female victim score(M = 1.33). Male respondent shows a higher
tendency to be bullied in the Cyberworld.

6. Online time and Cyberbullying

6.1 Perpetrator score and daily online time

Correlation coefficient was computed between Perpetrator score and daily
online time. Pearson’s correlation coefficient was significant (r=0.195,
n=3803,p<0.01) suggesting that there is a positive relationship between the
two variables

6.2 Victim score and daily online time

The Pearson’s correlation coefficient between victim score and daily online
time was significant (r=0.203, n=3801, p<0.01) suggesting that there is a
positive relationship between the two variables.
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7. Academic level and cyberbullying

7.1 Cyberbullying Prevalence rate on academic level

Table 15 Cyberbullying Prevalence rate on academic level

Academic level Perpetrator Victim
Prevalence rate Prevalence rate

Primary 281 24.8% 27.1%

Secondary (Junior) 1373 34.7% 44.2%

Secondary (Senior) 1434 40.7% 46.8%

Tertiary or above 852 26.5% 31.1%
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8. How to response?

8.1 The Cyberbullying victim’s response

Table 16 Cyberbullying victim’s response

Rank Response Case Percent of Cases
1 blocked bully 296 36.9%
2 left site 215 26.8%
3 did nothing 202 25.2%
4 seek help from other 160 20.0%
5 logged off computer 157 19.6%
6 changed screen name or email 93 11.6%
7 other 92 11.5%
Total 1215 151.5%

n=802, this is a multiple options question, the total percentage can over 100%

8.2 Help seeking

Table 17 Comparison of respondent help seeking in 5 cities

Target Guangzhou Hong Macao Taipei Singapore Total
Kong
Rl 29.8% 28.9% 25.3% 16.0% 49.2%3 29.5%
Parent | Family 35.7% 44.1%3 31.2%3 82.9%?2 61.3% 52.6%?
Peer 55.2%" 54.6%" 53.4%' 89.7%!" 44.7% 60.5%"
Social worker 14.7% 25.4% 28.8% 8.3% 10.1% 17.3%
Police 35.8%3 16.1% 21.1% 9.8% 16.0% 19.1%
mysar Y 54.8%2  46.1%2  53.2%2  16.3%°  50.5%2  42.9%°
other 4.0% 2.9% 3.7% 0.5% 0.1% 2.2%

n=3965, this is a multiple options question, the total percentage can over 100%, 1st, 2nd? ,
3rd3
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8. Analysis and recommendation

Cyberbullying Prevalence

The research draws attention to the fact that in 2016, Seventy-two percent
of the respondent was suffered from cyber-bullying in the last year. Sixty-
eight percent of them were the perpetrator of cyber-bullying.

High overlapping rate (61.4%) between perpetrators and victims was
observed. Significant gender differences were found among cyber victims
and perpetrator. High-school student boys were more likely to be the
perpetrator and victim of cyber-bullying.

Threats to young people

Further investigations reveal that across samples from the 5 cities, cyber-
bullying victims and perpetrators reported significantly higher level of
depression, anxiety and stress level in the Depression Anxiety and Stress
Scale (DASS) results.

Support for the young people suffered from cyberbullying

Only twenty percent of the cyber-bullying victim will seek help from others.
Bullied adolescents preferred to seek help from their peers (27%), and
parent/family member (23.5%).

It is recommended:

* Cyber-bullying becomes more noticeable among adolescents.

* Everyone involved in Cyberbullying is loser, both perpetrator and victim
are at-risk. ¥ Only a small portion of affected young people would seek
help in existing service setup;

* More initiatives required for helping professions to offer help and support
for the young people suffered from cyberbullying.

- END -

2016 Survey on cyber bullying among adolescent




9. Research Team and Contact

Principal Researcher
Mr. Wan Lap Man

Research Team

Hong Kong : Mr. Wan Lap Man (Hong Kong Playground Association)
Guangzhou : Miss Wang Jia (Guangzhou Youth Cultural Palace)

Macao : Mr. Zhou zhao ping (Unido Geral das Associagbes dos Moradores de Macau)
Taipei : BB L L (Taipei Good Friend Mission)

Singapore : Miss Christin Tan (Boys’ Town)

Data Collection Team

L3~ EIEHE ~ R~ WAHE - U - RER - R - MTERK
R~ RFEGL - ARIUER ~ MR SRR - Hkam

PREREL ~ BRESE ~ SZREIN ~ SRR ~ HORAL ~ RAHIE ~ 2RE - REE

/e 4= - AN

Guangzhou :

F 3% RERE ~ REATT ~ IR ~ FIERE ~ BRI - ILE IR - AT

XRBUR ~ B0 ~ 4

Sy
%
pi

Macao :

AN ~ BRGEME ~ S8 ~ 23RN - BRAELE ~ MO~ BRIRP ~ Tk %
=

Pl il ~ GEpKCE ~ OO - SRR - BB~ BRI M - B
w5
Taipei :

JAIER ~ BRATH ~ RARZF ~ PR
TOIME ~ P

Singapore :

4

= OB TE > BRI

Irene Loi, Roland Yeow, Christin Tan, Ong Teck Chye, Gwen Koh
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Contact:

Hong Kong Playground Association

Address: 11/F, Sothorn Centre, 130 Hennessy Road, Wanchai, Hong Kong
Tel: (852) 2573 3849 Fax: (852) 2834 6007

Website: www.hkpa.hk

Contact person: Mr. Wan Lap Man (email: lapman@hkpa.hk)

Guangzhou Youth Cultural Palace

Address: [ ZRE[ MH#FEXIEREKI125

Tel: (86)020-83180068-0. Fax:(86)020-83392290

Website: www.gzqg.cn

Contact person: Miss Wang Jia (email: w13922293085@gmail.com)

Uniao Geral das Associacoes dos Moradores de Macau

Address: JRFISERS 1R T

Tel: (853) 2836 3139 Fax: (853) 2836 2607

Website: www.ugamm.org.mo

Contact person: Mr. Zhou zhao ping (email: ugamm.y.team@gmail.com )

Good Friend Mission in Taipei

Address: No.29, Lane 214, Section 3, Cheng-Teh Road, Tatung District,
Taipei 10363

Tel: (886) 2-25942492 Fax: (886) 2-25930988.

Website: www.gfm.org.tw

Contact person: BE{f;Z % 1 (email: paige19761223@gmail.com)

Boys'Town

Address : 624 Upper Bukit Timah Road, Singapore 678212
Tel : (65)6690 5420 ext 454 Fax : (65)6762 7846

Web : www.boystown.org.sg

Contact : Christin Tan (email : christintan@boystown.org.sg)
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10.Agency information

Hong Kong Playground Association (www.hkpa.hk)

Established in 1933, Hong Kong Playground Association is a long-time non-
governmental organisation providing social services to children and young people in
Hong Kong. Through diversified and pertinent services, we aim at breeding
youngsters’ holistic development and nurturing them to be successors of the Hong
Kong Society.

All the way we uphold out spirit of “person-oriented and strive for excellence”, so as
to benefit the younger generation and contribute to the society as a whole. At the
same time, we devote to becoming a prestigious and professional children and youth
service organisation at local and international levels.

Uniao Geral das Associacoes dos Moradores de Macau (www.ugamm.org.mo)
TG S5 R[] S ) R S AT - SENOR T U R B DAL B ARG o 2R 2 E Y e R R
R # R R T Bt — 2 4 > DUB B e R T 2 o 19834F12 4 30 H “IR M1
VigWa g  IERNOL o A e R A WA SRR B - B85 B 2 A NS
M SRR RRER BRI - MR BASDIR ~ S EALE > BITERAE - IREHAE -
R AL ORI RER R S - S EA e > R R -~ B
B~ BE 0% s~ B ARG RAEME > BhaERIFEDS - SR -

Guangzhou Youth Cultural Palace (www.gzqgg.cn)

J7HIE B BOLT19514E, Al » J7NF B T “HENRTR - AT
U RINETT > TR THEEAESSS - HEANRKEE - HFEANAZRR ~F
SENBER RS ~ FAENRAT UL ~ HENZ KBS RE AN, o )N E S TE

R S5 Lt N T AR UL E 28 ) RN IEAR LI - 3L ] R G —— A il R

TR ETHL R A A A TAE A A DB R L o 5 ER TR T

FEIRT DELTINRS 5 ARBLBUFE A = R ERBERELGERS P OHE ~ KX

THAEHH I E ~ &K KEFEFHE 5 7N T123558 D4ERS AU E -

Taipei Good Friend Mission (www.gfm.org.tw)

Our Mission and Goal

“I came that they may have life and have it abundantly.” John 10:10

Based on the love of Christ” and “utilizing social work skills and counseling
techniques” to assist the maladjusted children or youth to rebuild their bodies,
minds and souls in order that they may become healthy and sound persons.

Boys’ Town (www.boystown.sg)

Boys’ Town is a charity started by the Brothers of St. Gabriel in 1948 and provides
residential care, street outreach, fostering, and community and school-based
programmes for families, children, and youth-in-need. Through our services and
programmes, we equip our beneficiaries with the skills they need to become
responsible and contributing members of society. Each year, Boys’ Town works with
about 500 beneficiaries, of which, about 100 are part of its residential programme.
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http://www.hkpa.hk
http://www.ugamm.org.mo
http://www.gzqg.cn
http://www.gfm.org.tw
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