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Scope of the Central Registry of DrugAbuse

1.  This is the fifty-ninth issue i series ¢
Central Registry of Drug Abuse (CRC
Reports to present reported drug al
statistics in Hong Kong for the period 2000
2009 These statistics were based
information on drug abuse recordsllated b
the CRDA from reports sent to it bywide
network of reporting agencies including
enforcement departments, treatment
welfare agencies, tertiary institutions, hosp
and clinics.

2. Although the reporting network of t
CRDA is comprehensive, it is a volunti
reporting system which can only recaditbse
abusers who have come into contact with
been reported by the reporting agencies.

therefore not possible for the CRDA
ascertain the exact size of the drug abt
population in Hong Kong. The statist
should be taken as indicators tbe trends i
drug abuse over time rather than a fi
definition of the situation.

3.  There is no universally accepted mdtho
to accurately measure the size of the

abusing population. No single method
itself is sufficient to study all aspects of
drug abuse problem. CRDA statistics sh:
be viewed as complementary to

quantitative and qualitative data obtairfemm
other sources. Apart from surveys on (
use among students and ad hoc drug res
studies, reference is also made to other
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and figures (such as quarterly repons
admission statistics from treatment
rehabilitation service agencies, ogfs on dru

seizures and drugffence related arrests)

gauge the drug abuse situation in Hong Kong.

4. The total number of reportedruc
abusers reported to the CRDA within a year
compiled each year to indicate tloweral
trend. Statistics on reported drug abuse
updated and released on a quarterly bas
the Narcotics Division web pa
(www.nd.gov.hk/en/drugstatistics.itm In  the
ambit of the CRDA, arug abuser is defin
to be a person who hasme into contact wi
a particular agency and is known or suspe
to have taken substances duringfthe week:
before the date of contact, and the subst:
taken harms or threatens to harm the phy:
mental or social well4ing of an individual, i
doses above or for periods beyond tl
normally regarded as therapeuticSubstanc
of abuse can be broadly divided into

categories - narcotics analgesics and psycho-

tropic substances. Narcotics analgesics
to heroin, opium, morphine and physepto
while psychotropic  substanc
include hallucinogensdepressants, stimular

methadone,

tranquillizers and other substances suc
ketamine, cough medicine and orga
Taking alcohol and tobacco
however not regarded as drug abuse.

solvents.

Scope of Report

5. The Report presents the analysis

reported drug abuse trends and characteristics

of reported drug abusers over the years in
separate chapters. Chapter 2 focuseshe
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important reported drug abuse trends for
past decade from 2000 to 2009Chapter
presents the majorcharacteristics of ¢
reported drug abusers in 20Q@gether witl
their comparison against 200&hapter
compares the characteristics oéwly anc
previously reported drug abusers in 2009
Chapter 5 shows comparative statistics
major categories of drug abusers in 2009.

Rounding of Figures

6. There may be slight discrepancies
between the sumef individual items and tt
totals as shown in the tables and chartstdue
rounding.

Symbols

7.  The following symbols are adopted in the
tables:

@ value and & corresponding percentage
suppressed for data confidentiality

* percentage less than 0.05
- nil
n.a. not available
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Summary Findings

The total number of reported dr
abusers in 2009 decreased by 2.3% to
13 909 (as against 14 241 in 200&er
recorded increases in 2007 and 2008
(Table 1a)

There was a worrying rising trend
young drug abusers aged under 2:
recent years. Althoughhé numbe
decreased slightly to 3 359 in 200%)
increase of 30.3% was recordedthree
years.
reported drug abusers increased onl'

5.0% in these three years. (Table 1a)

Meanwhile, the total numbel

The mean age of all reported d
abusers decreased in recent yeans
remained at a low of 33 in 2009 The
proportion of thoseaged under 2
increased steadily from 14.0% in 2003
to 24% in both 2008 and 2009 The
mean age of reported young d
abusers remained at 17 in recent years.
(Table 1a)

In 2009, he mean age of first abuse
all reported drug abuserand young
drug abusers aged under rZmained &
18 and 15 respectively.  (Table 1i)

Continuing with the past declinir
trend, the number of reported her
abusers in 2009 fell to 6 901 (09.8%
of reported drug abusers). Convers
the number of reported psychotropic
substance abusers continued its ri
trend and reached a record high of 8 424
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E oz {2 Yz 2800 (or 60.8%) in 2009. The numbef
FaErma g oA A S A reported abusers taking psychotrc
T B g s (L8 G substances was bigger thére numbe
Ak )P R A B oo (% of those taking traditionaldrugs o
1d) opiates (mainly heroin) for thr

successive years. (Table 1d)

Fompr (S BAEAK FT) RE e Among psychotropic  substance
BEx dehp 2 A 3 5 (i ketamine (37.6% of drug abusers)
37.6%: 4k % 454 % ) b remained the mostommonly abuse

»}—’;
% 5, o w P A R o m type. Declines inthe number c
P :} j%d; ¥ V); ? . Iﬁ 5 e reported abusers taking canna
ATERF LA IR S cocaine, ecstasy amdmetazepam we|
observed in 2009. On the contr:
those taking ketamine and iceere

AT o F 2 o a'K G373
CrRTER A R RFE A A % S

gl 52T L E increasing, meanwhile those takir

Fehd e ow A o (4 1d) triazolam/midazolam/  zopicloneanc
cough medicine also went upgan.
(Table 1d)

MEFSH L - FUT F 0 ER e Among reported young drug abusers

2 x99 K 3R R FA s aged under 21ketamine was the mc

i opular drug of abuse (84.3% of yol
4 % (84.3%1 4 + 5 & 8K pop 9 : y

reported drug abusers), followed by ice
(16.6%), ecstasy (11.9%), cannabis
(7.4%) and cocaine (6.5%). (Table 1d)

370 H % £k (16.6%) "4 5
17 (11.9%)~ * Fr(7.4%) fo v +
7](6.5%)> (% 1d)

- FFEALE B AMRESF A1 e Both the number and proportion

L Ao f AR A QS: ot ik b ) newly reported drug abusers among
Y24 w T (% 1b) abusers went down in 2009. (Table 1b)
=R 4

B %% 4 #1458 7% 7‘rﬁt 3R e 1458 drug abusers were reported to |
Fl _:k B BN (L2 AEY) taken drugg in the Maipland (mginly
V)\}* VR N E P A 18.4%. i@ Shenzhen) in 2009, being 18.4%gher

than that in 2008 Among them, 42
were aged under 21, being 3.9&tver
than that in 2008.  (Table 1f)

g d 4204 - L - kT o
R4 E RS 3.9% (% 1f)

B B R G 0 M A R e R e Regarding the locality of drug abu
R N T A - % home and recreationea/public gardet
£ > 78.4% At B A o L — }% 2 public toilet topped the list. 7874 of
PRI Y reported adult drug abusers aged 21

- R over took drugs at home/ friend’s home

o

Wh =

-

¢

7’*
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%F 0§ 37.5%% A k@Ee /o in 2009 and 37.5% at recreati

B/ Rt ooa 71.0% - & area/public garden/public toilet. As-

PTEA A AR R en drugat

* 0 43.4%3 il*?% Bl home/friend’s  home, 43.4% at

R (= %%~ &5 41.3%) recreation area/public garden/pul
% 19) toilet (41.3% in 2008). (Table 1g)

o (L - R EREZ-FREA4LER L e From 2000 to 2009, about three quar
E a2z R EFERE ALy of reported drug abusers wi
PR (F4 #F 5 73.4%) - F previously convicted (73.4% in 200
PR g ek ks - K2 Among adult drug abuserged 21 an
b R E o F ﬁ R B 3 F 4 over, the proportion of previous
£ 5 825%> m - L+ - kT convicted was 82.5% in 2009, while
L EBR S A v BT R A young drug abusers aged below 21,
£ 5 43.0%- (% 1p) corresponding proportion was 43.0%

2009. (Table 1p)

o IHEEsId RTFa o BEHF e Regarding the reason for theurren
o L - R T oEF o d ﬁ i drug use, the proportion of reported
‘AR / FRME /B RTOTF young abusers aged under 21 citing
2R Flant F oo pld =F R - & “relief of boredom/depressionhaiety”

i 26.4%:% H F 2 3 F 4 & as a reasorincreased gradually fro
51.1%- (B 2.4) 26.4% in 2001 to 51.1% in 2009.
(Chart 2.4)

e INE T aF T a0 4R e Regarding the monthlyfrequency o
EARGAEEEE “9 NI abusing drugs, reported abusers taking
“EHR XY BRI o 7 heroin  and triazolam/midazolam/
R4 OE > E RS KB kA zopiclone were relatively highein
N 605 2 532 % o ¥k general, with a median montt
Mo kR ARE G T HA 2 r“%ﬁ frequency of abusing drugs at 60 tir

and 53 times respectiveily 2009. The
counterpart figures for abusers of
other psychotropic substances w
much lower, such as ltmes for coug
medicine abusers, 9 times for ice
abusers, 6 times for ketaming,times
for ecstasy, cannabiscocaine an
nimetazepam abusers. (Chart 5.1)

S ST 3 IR A
IR G EEE VR S dk? 2
B 1955w 8 Uk ¥ 0
soa K BT k6% “HE
L7 AT AR AT F
05545 (WD
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. #®&-§F
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
e R R
s 18 335 18 513 17 966 15 790 14 854 14 115 13 252 13 593 14 241 13 904
Ry 32 33 34 34 35 35 34 34 33 33
Bl 15 35f 1564( 14 78C 13 272 12 20C 11 44¢ 10 70¢ 11 127 11 33< 11 161
/f;ﬁv%?/ﬂf/pj}f: 837 845 83 841 81 8L1 808 819 796 802
SR 34 34 35 36 36 37 36 35 35 35
2 ES 298C 287 318€ 251& 2654/ 266€ 254€ 246€ 2907 2748
ﬁﬁ?f/ﬂfjp i 163 155 177 159 179 189 192 181 204 198
SR 25 26 27 28 28 28 27 28 27 27
S E 402C 390z 300z 2207 218 227¢ 257¢ 299¢ 347: 3 35¢
//’Jﬁ%?//{]f/f 157 219 211 167 140 147 161 195 221 244 241
R 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 17
FIvpeEEg ~ A 539t 5644 5241 4444 376C 3725 3517 418C 462t 4396
ﬁﬁ?f/ﬂfjp i 294 305 292 281 2563 264 265 308 325 316
T fE I g 23 23 24 25 24 23 23 23 23 23
R A
- 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
(1) Bl 3T o ) BT R
s 16 424 16 333 15939 13 960 14 527 13931 13 174 13 506 14 213 13 85(
(2) ¥ 51 f‘j}'\?ﬁ
s 12188 11575 11 826 10 357 10147 9757 8118 7420 7248 6 901
W (D) HIF177 7= 742 709 742 742 698 700 616 549 510 498
(3) BEBEI AU TR
s 5561 6022 5581 5219 6196 6335 7402 7909 8383 8424
W (1) FIF157 339 369 30 374 427 455 562 586 59.0 60.8
il LTI
W (1) FIF1 77 98 168 169 140 178 151 234 301 359 376
B[S = A/]H‘ 125 &/I* U Julig
W (1) FIF157 5 6 55 78 12 121 146 169 136 96 101
FLE A
W (1) FIF157 59 5.8 38 4.1 4.4 54 6.5 8.2 9.7 100
(BRI e !
Q) fIps7FE 1.9 18 2.4 39 4.5 51 5.7 4.4 4.0 4.8
I A
W (D) HIF177 = 8.7 7.5 8.1 75 7.7 8.2 74 5.8 54 4.4
B QLR PN
W (D) HIF177 7= 0.2 0.3 0.2 04 0.7 14 2.7 53 4.9 3.7
[ AR H
I/}/F (1) FOF157 1 142 139 8.6 7.0 88 122 116 6.8 5.6 3.7
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[I. Highlightsat a Glance

200C 2001 200z 200: 200¢ 200t 2006 20C7 200¢ 2009
All reported drug abuse
No. 18 33¢ 18 51 17 96¢ 15 79( 14 85¢ 14 11f 13 25: 13 59 14 247 13 90¢
Mean age 32 33 34 34 35 35 34 34 33 33
Male 1535¢ 1564( 14 78( 1327: 12 20( 11 44¢ 10 70¢ 11127 11 33¢ 11 16!
% of all 83.7 84.5 82.3 84.1 82.1 811 80.8 819 79.6 80.2
Mean age 34 34 35 36 36 37 36 35 35 35
Femalt 298( 287 318¢ 251¢ 265¢ 266€ 254¢ 246€ 2907 2 74¢
% of all 16.3 155 17.7 15.9 17.9 18.9 19.2 181 204 19.8
Mean age 25 26 27 28 28 28 27 28 27 27
;ggg%rﬁ’j;foz“f 402 390z 300z 2207 218€ 227¢ 257¢ 299¢ 347¢ 3359
% of all 219 211 16.7 14.0 14.7 16.1 195 22.1 244 241
Mean age 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 17
SoaonePored  539: 5644 5241 4444 376C 3726 3517 4180 4625 4396
% of all 204 305 29.2 28.1 253 26.4 265 308 32.5 31.6
Mean age 23 23 24 25 24 23 23 23 23 23
Common drugs abused

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
(1) Reported drug abusers with type of drugs reported
No. 16 424 16 333 15939 13960 14 527 13931 13174 13 506 14 213 13 85(
(2) Reported heroin abusers
No. 12188 11 575 11 826 10357 10147 9757 8118 7420 7248 6 901
% of (1) 74.2 70.9 74.2 74.2 69.8 70.0 61.6 54.9 51.0 498
(3) Reported psychotropic substance abusers
No. 5561 6022 5581 5219 6196 6335 7402 7909 8383 8424
% of (1) 33.9 36.9 350 374 427 455 56.2 58.6 59.0 60.8
Reported ketamine abusers
% of (1) 9.8 16.8 16.9 14.0 17.8 151 234 301 35.9 37.6
Reported triazolam/midazolam/zopiclone abusers
% of (1) 5.6 55 7.8 n.2 121 14.6 16.9 13.6 9.6 101
Reported methylamphetamine (ice) abusers
% of (1) 59 5.8 3.8 41 4.4 54 6.5 8.2 9.7 10.0
Reported cough medicine abusers
% of (1) 19 1.8 24 3.9 4.5 51 5.7 4.4 4.0 4.8
Reported cannabis abusers
% of (1) 8.7 7.5 8.1 75 1.7 8.2 7.4 58 54 4.4
Reported cocaine abusers
% of (1) 0.2 0.3 0.2 04 0.7 14 2.7 53 49 3.7
Reported MDMA (ecstasy) abusers
% of (1) 14.2 13.9 8.6 7.0 8.8 12.2 1.6 6.8 5.6 3.7
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~ g~ No. of persons

FERL UL o T ERF —'ﬁ
Reported drug abusers by age group

Overall Drug Abuse Trend (Table 1a)

2.1 The totalnumber of drug abuse

reported to CRDA fluctuated over the years.

The number has decreased steadilgm
18 513 in 2001 to 13 252 in 2006. 2007
and 2008, the number reversed gndked
up to 13593 and 14 241 respectivelyn
2009, the number wemrtown again by 2.3¢
to 13 909.

Z - m~I'] FAged 21 and over
18335 18513 1,946 e
18 00( | [] Z4-%l'J" Agedunder2l
15 790 14 854
1200C I'44315 |14611 |4 064
13 583
900C
12668 411831 10674 o594 [L0768 [1055
6 00C |
300C
4020 13902 13004 |p207 |2188 |2278 |2578] |2999 |3473 |[3359
0
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

L RS WA K L ERE L
(# 1d)

22 LA E - BREI F(LLEL
AL E)- B A 5 Ak b i
oo R A BT AR P BT
o FPRRIRAER OKREIF
voa gt EF A Bk d 12 241

Opiates / Psychotropic Substance Abu:
Trends (Table 1d)

2.2 Opiates (mainly heroinhave long
been the dominant, traditional illicit drugs
Hong Kong but its popularity isteadily
decreasing. During 2000 to 2QG8Be numbe
of reported abusers taking opiatdsas
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AR 69174 o Bty i 43.5%-° F decreased from 12 241 to 6 917 aodrop O

o HAHEER G LT HAY I ED 43.8%. On the contrary, the number

A fcRld 55614 31 84244 > K reported abusers taking psychotrc

tg i 51.5% A= F E A4 E >R 8 5 substances over the same perioatreasel

T oA F R A GRS F e from 5 561 to 8 424, or an increase of 84.5

AP R A e f 2 15074 (& 21.8%)- Reported abusers takingpsychotropit
substances were 1 507 (or 21.8%9re thai
those taking opiates in 2009.

2.3 MEEFEXS BT HAN I D 2.3  There was a general rising trend
B A % A RREC- 2 Rz OE number of reported psychotropic substance
TEY A FREIRALEY RS abusers as a whole between 2000 and 2009
REAF B ABAES RREAELE except for 2002 and 2003. The numbe
T8 1 84244 o reported psychotropic substance abusess

to a record high of 8 424 in 20009.

W 2.2 REF SR IR L K2 B EE &
Chart 2.2 Reported drug abusers of psychotropic substances drmopiates

» 8¢ No. of persons

15 00(
- TR ;g%f Ff[[,(* BIER ﬁi?‘@'\) Opiates (mainly heroi
12241 11624 11880 #% T i Psychotropic substances
12000 | [ -
) : 1(_)__409 10228 9832
9 00C 8143 7909 8383 842
- - o e o S —7 402 7 2650 I
A e L el e R A\
600 | 15155561:f:f:§ 5151%381}:}: NN S o o o
1 11 A BN BN BN BN
300C | |- e o e e Ef ;f;f
RN R o e e g :f:f\
[ o] RN :f:f\ :f:f% : \ 3:3:\

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

R I B 5 [ TR R il R i -
F\lote :Anindividual abuser may take both opiates and [p)s'yoplc substances during a given year.



ZFRRI-FFAESA AR

Drug Abuse Trends for 2000 - 2009

Frautgd (2 1a)

2.4 i%?:4—;§;u—r—;")ﬁcz
f‘;‘ﬁ’ﬁﬁ%ﬂaé‘ﬁiﬂﬁ%’%’?’\ﬁ

J o i £ & ey

Gk R A K d

2RI ch 2278 4 F A 3 % N E
34734 > A 4f % 52.5% & F 4 & >
Adgew g3 33594 0 7 3.3%-
R d A ov Ak E g - L - o
T KRR A L b R
= &2 14.0% &~ 62 3 ANE R A

E th 24.4%fc 24.1% # 4 L E & 4
123 154 B > &md % it i

LG A d fow & ch 337 4 %
23% <ty A 3 F 4 & 17524 2
5.4%-

® 2.3 -+ - ﬁqu_rzjtlﬁv,\q-r

Youth Drug Abuse Trend (Table 1a)

2.4  There was a worrying rising trend
young drug abusers aged under 21 in re
years. The number in this age groups ha
increased by 52.5% from 278 in 2005 t
3473 in 2008 In 2009 the number we
down by 3.3% to 3 359. Theverall drug
abuse population is becoming youngeith
the proportion of thoseaged under 21
against the total rising from 14.0% in 20@3
24.4% and 24.1% in 2008 and 2009
respectively. In particular, both the numb
and proportion of those aged 12-Ias
increased significantlfrom 337 and 2.3% i
2004 to 752 and 5.4% in 20009.

CERREEREYLTF

Chart 2.3 Reported young drug abusers aged under 21 by spacifaige group

~ §"No. of persons

4 000 |

566

: 1964
3000 tHiqqop| |
17 i)
FEESEEY I RS ES Hr=4®
i i Aged 18-20
2 000 | b7 i P 1253
S 1178 H 1 9%),
1?;05 1224 bz [ %) L (8%) s I 1114 }1039 o
(79%)3 F(7%) 9524 |funii] prii et 9751 ¥ (8w 9 A A=A
i 2] 0 (8%) (7%)
1000 | / swy| 727 B g0 853 P Aged 16-17
o 671 (6%)] (7% /
[ B e B T ) (S | Z67] | 6L | T30\ | TS| gy
4% 4% 41¢ 337 37¢ 5% 5% B
. OO | G| | Gogl [ 35 ] [ &l L @wl |E®] [©] | ©™] Aged 12-15
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
=k 7y % i (e Bl B ey HAYF 15T e
F\lotes Refers to the percentage of all reported drug abuser

4 = pjp&i,ﬂgffr”ﬁl@ 157 pH: 0.5%-
Percentage for those drug abusers aged under 1&saréhan 0.5%.
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25 HEHEFHEH- L - KT EF 2.5 Among the young drug almrs
vz 2 g; Pl “fRRE /s E )/ aged under 21the proportion of abuse
BB OTL R Tt Xopd =% F citing “relief of boredom/depression/
- Eh 264%EH P 2 3 R 4 £ h anxiety” as a reasonncreased gradual
51.1%° @ ™ “iF £ FiL F IR & E § from 26.4% in 2001 to 51.1% in 2009For
AR AET ELE PRERE R those citing “to avoid discpmfort of it
Flen k- FFEE DR E @ absednce as geaszn fﬁr 'f[helr current dr
0
§ 13.4%F % T % 1 6.6%- i £ use_ ecreased gradually from %.40_ 6.6%
) ) during 2000 to2003. However, this trer
ABF G =F R e 2 IR ANERF G S
W B.6%: A 16.3%. 2 1 reversed and the proportion increased f{
@ d 6.6%: 1 16.3% = © 6.6% to 16.3% during 2004 to 28@nd thel
w3 R4 # 15.2%-

® 2.4 -+ - ﬁqu_rzjtlﬁv,\q-r

decreased to 15.2% in 2009.

D E R SR R T

Chart 2.4 Reason for current drug use of reported young drugbusers aged under 21

80%
REEEIcE -7 P T URTE Uit R A
68.2% Peer |nf|uence/To identify with peer, 67.7%
60% [
Al 1 (TSR
Relief o boredom/DepreSS|on/AnX| s 51.1%
44.5% H'.ii?i!;‘f?i ~ 5.0n
% — Curiosi P 0%
a0% | % ~ - N o
N ® -
~ S om mom336%
28,20 = SR PRI P RO
To seek euphoria or sensory satisfaction
20%
o %F}\Jw\(kﬁg ql:jéﬁgiﬁjl U 1% - - m g 15.2%
13.4% "y To avoid d|scomfort caused y not taking the drug , #
~ - -
— . - pases m o -
0%
200c 2001 200z 2002 2004 200¢ 200¢ 2007 200¢ 200¢
A L WS S PR G
Note : More than one reason may be reported for eachithdiVdrug abuser in a given year.
2.6 Foepr (B AHEK BT)s Z ek 2.6 Among psychotropic substance
ek ek & 157 e (& A9 A ketamine,  triazolam/midazolam/zopiclo
- ,,/“ ERE) T AT AL (X G 'methylamphetan?lr.]e (orommonly 'known a
w.op o - ice), cough medicine and cannahbisre mort
KT~ v B S R E T E ROF AR T SF .
o i ) commonly abused in recent years. 21000,
AT HA S S b R EFE

ecstasy topped the list of commprdbuse:



ZRRERI-F R4 E e F AR Drug Abuse Trends for 2000 - 2009
‘L A EBRTAREER GO D psychotropic substances, followed by ketamine
HA A S B g KB 2 A fred and cannabis Starting from 2001, ketami
Fo Ede s K37 Azdn #&_ 17 % oyertook ecstqsy to top the Iist.. Triazo!am/
M et ROPER R LT - b mldazolam/qulclone became increasit
. . o e popular starting from 2002 and ranked

B oo pE= Lt’k P F SR E second since 2003. The number arig
G LA A e B Gk abusers abusing ice has béetreasing sinc
AT p R E LW g Ao B RN E 2004. It overtook triazolam/midazolam/
BAAAR Y A ERHE ARG zopiclone andanked the second for the fi
SR REARL EXRHEISZ oA time in 2008. However, iceeturned to th
GEE A FRABBEFSE R T o third in 2009. Meanwhilecough medicin

and cannabis ranked the fourdnd fifth
respectively on the list.

® 2.5 MEFZSLBIE LT HAF SF
Chart 2.5 Reported drug abusers of major types of psychotrogi substances

~ g~ No. of persons

“K [l Y — = -
5000 Ketamine /
/
4000 | /
/

3000 | /

T NoooLroe S VS g

Ecstasy ST~ Trlazolam/MldazoIam/
2000 - .

~. Zopiclone
77777777 \ \

_kﬁf':/ R — —
1000 i abier s = o e

M@ Cough medicine _ .- -

0 e e — - — v\p‘{[ﬂ Cocaine
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

(Bl 2 87 5 PR AT A fPES -

F\lote More than one type of drugs may be reported foh éadividual drug abuser in a given year.
YA L 3 :#]:v;.i ¥ trex F AR H Drug Abuse Trends for Newly / Previoush

(z* 1b) Reported Drug Abusers (Table 1b)
2.7 AR E AP 2.7  The number of newly reported dr
TR - & 3% (5644 L )EFEHF T 53 abusers has been declining steadily to 3 517

-10 -
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F A #535B174 > Higw 2 3 %

£ 146254 5 R4 # 0 BF R X
4 396 4 o ¥ i enT 3 E #L K

z

a AN

z

B oL
B- #5238 h 23Rz ES 25
R B w 1 FI ED 23Kk 0 ¥k
F AT E KRG Fon P AR
Bl stikenE oA op R I EAEY
A3 F N E325% B4 &
AT I 31.6%:

28 B A LTI A Lip b oE
Kk EHFTE S A F R - E 4 E
9413+ > F ~ E Qw5 96164

z

3 %4 £ 95134 o
B - RE AR E S E R T IS
E# X 5 AT 363 39k FE A4 E
#F 5 38k -

. -
Higp v i

§ /5 BAR R F
(# 1a)

29 P H R E chfF R L B E

ﬁ’rﬁéﬁc};iﬁ%ig—»ﬁwt Bl A R

P A AR > R4 E R A g
20%- A L 4R T LA F A B iE S
BEHFFTEF 2 F A EG LR

4, a4 Ef TR 111614
PR N E RS 1.5%. @ A5 AR A B
cki'ﬁ&g(ﬁ‘ﬁﬂiig‘ﬂﬁﬁkoiz:
£ A B L 31864 5 F %R 4 £ D
2 748 4 -

2.10
L=

BEFTHESRE F T

: B 37Tk T

I

Wi

ES
=L

in 2006 since reaching its peak at 2001
(5 644) and then picked up to 4 625 in 2008

In 2009, the omber decreased again
4 396 Their average age rose from 2:
2001 to 25 in 2003 and then fell to 23 a¢
in 2005 The average age remained st
in recent years The proportion of newl
reported drug abusers among all abuser:
been increasing since 200&nd stood ¢
32.5% in 2008. In 2009, the proportic
decreased slightly to 31.6%

2.8 The number of previouslyeportec
drug abusers has been declining steadily
the years and stood at 9413 in 200%.
then picked up to 9616 in 200&nc
deceased again to 9513 in 2009These¢
abusers were generally older than t
newly reported counterparts, with an avel
age mainly between 36 and.39In 2009
the average age was 38.

Reported Male / Female Drg Abuse
Trend (Table la)

2.9 Drug abuse is more roonon amon
males than females and the pmdjpm of
female abusers generally increased t%o 26
total number of drug abusers in 2009he
number of reported male drug abusers
been declining for somgears. It picked u
in 2007 and2008. In 2009, it decreas

again to 11 161, 1.5% lower than that in 2008

The number of reported female drug abu
fluctuated in recent years. In 2002siboc
at 3 186 and then fell to 2 748 in 2009.

2.10 The average age of reported n
drug abusers declined from 37 in 2005 tc

-11 -
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I F4 ED 35K c M EHFH PR in 2007-2009  Reported female drt
HFoBRIPEamEE kP Tioe abusers were generally younger than
#aFE 4 &5 27k o male counterparts. Theaverage age wi
27 in 20009.

W EAFR S F g Ak Reported Drug Abusers by Activity Status
(£ 1j) (Table 1j)

211 X IR F FERF ﬁ P 2.11 About half of the reported drt
FAL o K D FF - & ATIE B n abusers were unemployedThe proportiol
47.8%+ 2 2 Fw & 4 58.1% H {8 increased from 47.8% in 2001 to 5&ln

Hw R TR A #E44.8% 4§ IF 2004, then declined steadily to 4%8in

%
P

G ﬁ o0 o84 ar ikt pliTE IR 2009. Among the reported drug abust

w2 od - % F R EH 4.5% 2 3 the proportion of reported student dr

- % F - 25 51% H s TR abusers picked up again in recent years.

&£ 3.5% AREEHTAIEA The proportion rose from 4.5% in 20@0

& 7.4%- 5.1% in 2001, then dropped to 3.5% in 2004
and followed by a steady increase to 7.4%
20009.

® 2.6 REFRF —’ﬁ#’%.&iﬁﬁk‘imb#
Chart 2.6 Reported drug abusers by activity status

~ §"No. of persons

18 000
16 000
14000 ||
12 000
. LR
10000 F 524 o oyec
8000 |- / ST I
6000 {8504 [843] |B8YY |7 24/’%’ / /
8048 17208 P04 634 (6339 [5014 ¥
000 ¢ / / Unemployed
2000 | / / Z / |
932 76| % Student
0 N ¥ ] S ¥ Others

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
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Abuse of More Than One Drug(Table 1c)

2.12 Taking more than one tyjpé drugs
has become a common phenomenon ar
drug abusers nowadays. A repol
multiple drug abuser is defined to be
person who is reported to have taken n
than one type of drugs in a given ye
irrespective of whethethe drugs were tak
concurrently on one occasion or not.

2.13 The proportion of reported multig
drug abusers has been increasowgr the
years, reached 31.9% in 2006, but
steadily to 21.8% in 2009.The majority o
them abused two typeof drugs at the sar
time.

Sources of Reported Drug Abusers

2.14  For adult drug abusers dg2l anc
over, enforcement departments
methadone clinics were the two major
sources of reporting during 2000 to 2009
each taking up about 53.4% and 43.0f
the concerned drug abusamspectively it
2009. Drug treatment and rehabilitation
centres tounselling centres for psychotro
substance abusers of ngavernmente
organizations (NGOs)ranked the thirc
taking up about a quart@af the concerne
drug abusers during the period.

2.15 As for young drug abuseragec
under 21, enforcement departments use
be the majorsource of reporting (taking 1
about half of the young ones during 1985
1999, followed by methadone clinics a
youth outreaching teams of NGOegatl
taking up about a quarter in during 19@b
1999. However, since 2004, yoL
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Fow A Ay fp g & R
(B = ELORAER b
I 47.0%3 66.9%)B X 3 2 IR G
BB TR kR RZ VMR A
(R I #32 R4 E B GAL
21.4%% 36.4%)- B % =
Fr# g & o o B AR RGP
I AR EF R E? o (F T
3 R4 E B 6 4 11.5%3

22.3%) B £ BB T E H L&

R

=

,

-k

fhads 2 BN £

#

outreaching teams of NGOs overtc
enforcement departments to become
major source of reporting (proportic
ranging between 47.0% and 66.9% idgr
2005 to 2009 and enforcement departme

ranked the second (proportion ranc
between 21.4% and 38& during the
period). Drug treatmenand rehabilitatio

centres / counselling centrésr psychotropit
substance abusers of NGOs ranked the
(proportion ranging between 1%6 anc
22.3% during the period). Methado
clinics were no more a common Source

%vwi—gwiﬁa%g@m@(wma; :
23R & h 10.5%% KT 5 1 - % reporting among_ yogng_ _ drug ab.us.
L ) nowadays (proportion significantly declini
FL#ESDL13%)FF L 0 EF %S fom about 10.5% in 2000 to 1.3% in 2009
FER¥ s ma R LE T A given the fact thapsychotropic substanc
F 5@ sk E oo rather than heroin were the dominant ty
of substances of abuse among them.
W 2.7 WEFES FRELEYS DRSPS
Chart 2.7 Reported drug abusers by age group by type of repting agency
%

% 4F 84 Reporting agency | 2000 2005 2006 2007 20p8 2309
- L - & T Aged under 21
#uE#IFf  Enforcement departmerit 38.7 21.4 27.7 36.0 364 32|9
#\ij,ﬁﬁj?“ﬁ‘r Methadone clinics 10.5 1.9 0.8 0.9 11 1B
JFH“VF‘«%FU)“&%‘ PEFIRUERSSEH 1o 1 RS B
iR
Drug treatment and rehabilitation centres / CouimgelCentres

for Psychotropic Substance Abusers of NGOs 7.7 11.5 13.4 16.1 17.p 22|13
Jﬁﬁrﬁjig&fr‘ﬁ il ‘b G E Youth outreaching teams of NGOs ~ 49.9 66.9 58.8 50.6 49.6 47\0
P W UPIETR [S H RR RIS
Substance Abuse Clinics under Hospital Authoritg ather

hospitals / clinics 1.7 1.8 3.1 1.6 1.9 3.8
= -+ - g1+ Aged 2land over
#WE P Enforcement Departmertfs 61.7 57.2 61.0 59.5 543 53|4
S VJli5  Methadone Clinics 433| 449 392 40.0 4480 430
«EL*TW*E“‘#F “W%Yf HA VRIS 1o 1 g BT
iRl
Drug treatment and rehabilitation centres / CouimgglCentres

for Psychotropic Substance Abusers of NGOs 17.9 20.7 21.5 21.1 21.0 23\9
J[E],%‘WV&}%‘%FIJ | pF 91 5F Youth outreaching teams of NGPDs 1.0 2.1 1.9 1.8 3.8 2.8
P W UPIETR [Z H RRRIS
Substance Abuse Clinics under Hospital Authoritg ather

hospitals / clinics 4.3 4.3 3.9 3.8 2.9 3.4

-14 -



ZFRRI-FRRA Ea A AR Drug Abuse Trends for 2000 - 2009

W 2.7 HEFSEFRELEYL DRBFFLF
Chart 2.7 Reported drug abusers by age group by type of repting agency

(Contd)

%

% 4F ¥4 Reporting agency | 2000 2005 2006 2007 20p8 2009
#74 ## All ages
WP Enforcement Departmertfs 56.7 514/ 545 543 500 485
iwﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ‘r Methadone Clinics 36.1 38.0 31.7 31.4 336 32|19
IR I P A BT H o 1  R R BE T
LRk
Drug treatment and rehabilitation centres / CouimgglCentres

for Psychotropic Substance Abusers of NGOs 15.7 19.2 19.9 20.0 201 23|15
’Jﬁﬁrﬂf&}ffﬁfu | b 9t 5F Youth outreaching teams of NGDs 11.7 12.6 13.0 12.6 14.9 13|15
P R A [P [ PR
Substance Abuse CllnICS under Hospital Authoritg ather

hospitals / clinics 3.7 3.9 3.7 3.3 2.6 3.4

TR RIS PR A (R e
f . .
Notes : An individual drug abuser may be reported by mbemtone agency in a given year.
1) B u,J;rffFK ‘;‘5;75% !%{_”Sr‘-"/‘f TJ“FWE;“?'%T IJH«[ “EE Y o
Figures include Hong Kong Police Force, Correcti@svices Department and Probation Offices under
Social Welfare Department
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Characteristics of Reported Drug Abusers in 2009

g EFRaL LR
(£ 1la~1b +2a -+ 2b % 4a)

3.1 B FRAEOoAREEFRS
£ 73 13909+ » g% ~E RS 332

Lo g 5 2.3%-

3.2 AT G AR E A dH
FTE o A FFA4EL 69014
BENERY 4.8% @ kAR S
AR E BT R E XA X B
Bl E o~ & 51.0%T %% 1% 4

& 1 49.8%-

33 FzZ ot R EFAERLTE
%8s T oA E Rk B
A, g o~ & A 41 4 (R 0.5%)%
8424 4 > @ 3 it ] 4 M
A5 d N E159.0% 2 1 R4 £

1 60.8%-

34 AEdFEsc L - AT a4
FOES A D 2 F RN E D
34734 T % 3 R4 & 33594
B A 3.3%- 1 & £ 2 16-20 %
g F oA F R 187 % (&
5.0%) @ A & & F 0 E b b
§ 24.4%7F ' 3 24.1%-

35 - % %4 ETFHEHERI
F T oE e 33K 0 3 NAE
WEF A F DT 0E R EE L
17 f -
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Major Comparison with Previous Year
(Tables 1a,1b, 2a, 2b and 4a)

3.1 In 2009, there were 13 909 reported
drug abusers in total, representing ardast

of 332 persons or.2% compared with th.

of 2008.

3.2 The number ofreported heroi
abusers continued to decline, to 6 9Bl
2009, 4.8% lower than that of 2Q08lIts
proportionin total number of reported dri
abusers fell from 51.0% in 2008 to 4%8n

20009.

3.3 On the contrarythe number ¢
reported psychotropic substaraeusers as
whole continued to rise, by 41 (or 9%, to
8424 in 2009. Its noportion alsc
continued to rise slightly from 520 in
2008 to 60.8% in 2009.

3.4  The number of reported young di
abusers aged under 21 decreased b$%03.3
from 3 473 in 2008 to 3 359 in 200@&hich
was mainly contributed by the dease ¢
137 (or 5.0%) of those aged 16:20The
proportion of reported young drug abus
decreased from 24.4% to 24.1%.

3.5 The mean age of all reported d
abusers remained at 33 in 2009. Hoe t
young drug abusers, the mean agmainec
atl7.
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3.6 MEIFSMExF Ak 3.6  The number of reportéddmale drug
F4 E 5 2748 4 > | E N E R abusers was 2 748 in 2009, 5.5% lowen
5.5%- that of 2008.

BER/EARLESEE (£ 1b) Newly / Previously Reported Druc

Abusers (Table 1b)

3.7 BAEARE XA A 3.7  The number of newly reportettug
2R FEAEJ46254 T T R4 £ abusers decreased by 5.0% from 4 625
e 4 396 4 5 g i 5.0%; @ ¥ Ak 2008 to 4396 in 20Q9 while that o
E3F e A B P E 9513 4 5 T previously reported persons aleased b
1.1% 97§ L & X & F ch| & 1t 1.1% to stand at 9513 in 2009.As &
VE O R AMEIFA Lt b A R percentage of all reported drug abusers
P4 EEME I 31.6%: proportion of newly reported persc

decreased slightly to 31.6% in 2009.

W31  RESEUHAGCFRAERLEFX/EREFS S 5
Chart 3.1 Newly/previously reported drug abusers in 2008 an@009 by age group

i
No. of persons
1424 13909
15000 | 1(23%) 200¢ 200¢
/fffffffff 9513
10000 S Sl
S /5:5:5:5:5 4306
/:.:.:.:.: Lo 4 625(-5 00 ZH-mErE
5000 | o] /;:;:;:;:; (-5.0%) Aged 21 and over
/ S R
e Aged under 21
O # 4 ] o ¢ I - . " " R RN AR
B R %Pgﬁi:#[ ! ETRLE SR A A v -
All reported drug abusers reviously reported Newly reported persons
persons
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E#foitn] (£ 1) Age and Sex (Table 1a)

3.8 - BREAENGORE D 3.8  Of all 13 909 reported drug abusers
13909 & = & —*‘Ff v 24.9%0 & #2 A reported in 2009, 24.9% were aged 3-
213 30 % > 21.5%4 " 31 3 40 21.5% aged 31-40, 11.2% aged 18-20%.5

#o0 11.2%4 - 18 3 20 & » 7.5%4 aged 16-17 and only 5.4% aged 12-
16 1 17 oo v 3 5.4%% 12-15 Their mean age was 33.
oo W P EMIES L 33K -

3.9 R IR & H % ¥~ (80.2%) 3.9 The majority of reported drt

A9 PpaTHEER L 35K abusers (80.2%) were malesReportec
- A B R R H (TR male drug abusers, with a mean age of
22T ] )G & K o230 F Mg L gt were in general older thatheir female
god oo A A f EEh 304K 2 1Y counterparts (with a mean age of 27).
Tl B 5 66.3% @ § MR F —*‘Ff =K Comparig between the male and
M BRI R F 44.7%: female, the proportion of female abus:

aged 30 or below was 66@ while the
corresponding proportion of male abus
was only 44.7%.

W 3.2 #-'li'#%'ll}fﬁ:??’Lﬁw‘ki#ﬁli-ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁk\#
Chart 3.2 Age distribution of reported drug abusers in 2009 k sex

FESTHI  Age group

LN NN ]

"

> > »

40% | /l/ i
15% 18-20
25%
/ / o J
GGGl I IS
A 16 - 17

% —————————————————————————————————— o SET
L ATY% 251 \9%\ \ 41 -50
Sl N OOOOOOOOaO00000
ERE NN NN N N
LI TN SN S T T T T A A T
80% O L DL DE DI DD
P Sttt 210 31240
16 /0\ 41-50 ettt T
o
60% r shhhhhE L L
rreeeei22%osoayy 31-40 25% / 21-30
ccccccccccccccc /

20% | 22 2%
1000 18 _ 20 -‘WW
AT 16 - 17 . 149 .
W\/WNN6(J/WNNV - e u (\m m | - 12 -15
0% Ry, 12-15 . .
pliE Male ¥ 1% Female

SR A DBl N pupe g %{ﬁ?fﬁlfjflﬁﬁ%'pﬁ? 0.5%-
F\lote . Percentage for those drug abusers aged under 1&sarthan 0.5%.
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310 4= %2 %24 # > B EIRAF 3.10 In 2009, the number afeportec
f,, A T

A it E - LAt 0.24 0@ drug abusers per 100 populatioras les:
L L T IR TN B AN S than 0.2 person. In generdigtproportior
(12-15% *2% 7h) o was higher in male drug abusers thae
female counterpartéexcept for those ag:
12-15).
W 3.3 :??iiiﬂiéﬁﬁi'ﬁ%*?“f}d
Chart 3.3 Ratio of reported drug abusers to populabn in 2009
T b} Male ¥ Female %2 Fﬁ,?{- Both sexes
Age Mg No. % Mg No. % Mg No. %
12 - 15 358 0.21 394 0.25 752 0.23
16 - 17 697  0.80 342 041 1039 0.61
18 - 20 1155 0.83 407 0.31 1562 0.58
<21 /F sub-total 2214 031 1145 017 3359 0.24
21-30 2779 0.62 678  0.12 3457 0.34
31-40 2418 052 578  0.09 2996 0.27
41-50 1799 031 240  0.03 2039 0.16
>51 1951 0.18 107  0.01 2058 0.09
>21 /7 sub-total 8947 035 1603 0.05 10550 0.19
FF  Total 11161 0.34 2748 0.07 13 909 0.20

ﬁ%t%” : % RPN H ffﬁ'ﬁj%? & IEHIRE I O F R S LI
Notes : Refer to the proportions of reported drug abusetise respective age/sex groups of year-end paguilat

FEBeFRER (£1) Age of First Abuse (Table 1i)

3.11 ¥ 36.7% 14 % F % 3 ?‘f I 3.11 About 36.7%f reported drug abuse

B 123 15k 2 PR 44 > 19.6%  claimed to have started drug abusé¢hat age

B 16 3 17 g2 & > 21.7%% 18 2 between 12 and 15, 194 between 16 ar
20 f 2. B >10.9%% 21 3 25 % 2 @ » 17, 21.7% between 18 and 20, 28.9

H 4 8.3%% 2.8%~4 W] & 25 2 {4 2 between 21 and 25, and the remainind/8.3
12z @ e R EF X E F 2 2 & and 2.8% at the age over 2Hd below 1.
SR ThE FREERS F S respectively The mean age of first abuse

s T i w g 18 k2 15 all reported abusers and youngsters under 21

P was 18 and 15 respectively.
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%4 chd SN (£ 1d)
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5ﬁ#ﬁfﬁ§ﬁ%&%~“ %

o & o 4 & ko= 5 'K
# "(37.6%) ~ “ v A F " F
% "(10.1%) - “/k” (10.0%) -~ % %
(4.8%)~ =~ Fr(4.4%)~ 7 + T i “i
7 (& 3.7%)¢

313 G idEac L - AT o
Ford g oK ETLRF R S D
A& b FERAE G 843%NAK

iiﬁﬁ—;&f}ﬁ&%“K CRI
“7k7 (16.6%) - “#HEE 1’ (11.9%)-
= (7.4%){r 7 + %](6.5%)° § 1 1v
AME ARG hE SRR

3.14 A FHF D L - K E 0D
FEGG FY R E AR YRS
thd 585 (16 64.9%) # & £ K
F "(22.8%) 4 e AFT CEH R
(12.9%)-

3.15 Kk A
THA A Sk E A

b’l—i—_lr =z, ez /'I'r:\l uklin_,/

3
~
41-»%'[;* «

FZ2 o™ 8L~ "

A fcIB LT O o

Type of Drugs Abused (Table 1d)

3.12 In 2009, 49% of drug abusers we
reported to have abused heroin. hét
commonly abused drugs wereet&mine
(37.6%), triazolam/midazolamdpiclone
(10.1%), ice (10.0%), cough medicin
(4.8%), cannabis (4.4%), cocaine and ecstasy
(3.7% each).

3.13 Among reported young drug abusers
aged under 21 ketamine was the mc
popular drug of abuse andas taken b
84.3% of reported young drug abusers
2009. This was followed by ice (16.6%)
ecstasy (11.9%), cannabis (7.4%) and cocaine
(6.5%). Males and females had the same
three popular drugs of abuse.

3.14 Among reported adulirug abuser
aged 21 and overheroin was the mo
common type of drugs abused @%),
followed by ketamine (28%) anc
triazolam/midazolam/zopiclone (12.9%).

3.15 Ketamine has remained the m
common psychotropic substance of abaise

the number of corresponding abusers
increased in 2009. There was alsoreast

in the number taking ice.On the contran
declines in the number of abusers tal
ecstasy, cocaine and cannabis were observed.
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® 3.4

Feageuz Budlsis PR EREFRE F ¥ 64 SN

Chart 3.4 Common type of drugs abused by reported drug abuserin 2009by age groug

by sex

P ATRRIEBIAE B e L A3 i~ S oy 15 b
ercentage of reported drug abusers in the respesak groups

100

Z - - mI'J™ Aged under 2:

P Male

G

80 [

g

N

+ 1% Female

20 [
i \ ............... W aTra =S
“K “r R &Tﬁv; Ff{[ld =
Ketamire Ice Ecstasy Cannabis Cocaine Nimetazepam
s A e

g’ﬁi AERRIERIIAZ I 5e | B L e Uty il ™ 4 53
ercentage of reported drug abusers in the respesetk groups

ommon type of drugs abused

- m®m*I)F Aged 21 and abov

100
80 7] piiE Male % % Female
AN\
40 \:::::::::
20 ::::::::: IR
0 R SO \:3:3:3:3: AR S SN e
s K USERY U P e
Heroin Ketamire A Ice Cough medicine Cannabis
Nidasolamy i o
Zopiclone ommon type of drugs abused
FR TR B R A 2 P

Note :
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w64 & (£ 3d)

i T HA
RIREIRE SR 158

5 a> w
4

94.5%) 1 .&r]'q,\" g RITNEE
R BT E(E 8 e /f.\—”r”
SUEMRRTE 49.8%) v IR B -
FR@“T%’WVE— S % (bR & vy
99.7%) @ M AL AR F %8 AR
SR F S FERY R (A
= )ﬁ—*ﬁ 77.8%3% PR+ + [ﬂ—g 45.6%)

LI S

(# 1f)

317 - F 24 & > 8
(95.8%)k & 4F =% 4 § 355
4 0@ 3 1458‘;\:3»%%(61
10.6%)% 2@ BEp # (4
CEESE B I3 T 18.4%° 3
420 4 H L - FuTE GG
(& FmdF 12.8%) #F ~ & F
5 3.9%-

e F 5 E (£19

3.18 =& ¥ 22 g oo A R iR
R VS N RN & ]
£ > 784% A F F - L - K2
L B - B O R N
240 ¥ 37.5%% AREE D H
SR B3 F @ 71.0%% "»‘-Ev;lfr"ﬁ
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Method of Taking Drugs (Table 3d)

3.16 Abusers of opiates and psychotrc
substances have different habit with regat
the method of taking drugs. Whileume
inhaling was the more popular method
taking heroin and ice (taken byer half of
the concerned abusers in 2088d over 709
for ice abuseps sniffing was the single mc
popular method of taking ketamine (9% of
ketamine abusers), injectiowas the mor
common method of taking triazolam,

midazolam/zopiclone (49.8% of triazolam/

midazolam/zopiclonabusers), oral ingesti
was almost the only method of takiegugl
medicine (99.7% of cough mediciabusers
and smoking was the more common me!
of taking cannabis and cocaine for b
cannabis and cocaine abusers (77.®&f
cannabis abusers and 4%.6of cocaint
abusers).

Place of Abusing Drugs (Table 1f)

3.17 Great majority (95.8%pf reportec
drug abusers took drugs in Hong Kony i
2009. 1 458 persons (or 10.6% reportec
drug abusers) were reported to have ti
drugs in the Mainland (mainly in Shenzhgn)
being 18.4% higher than that in 2008
Among them, 420 (1298 of young dru
abusers) were aged under 21, being%s3.9
lower than that in 2008.

Locality of Abusing Drugs (Table 1g)

3.18 Regarding the locality of drug abu
home and
public toilet topped the list. 784 of
reported adult drug abusers agddand ove
were reported to have taken drugs
home/friend’s home in 2009 and 3%5at

recreation area/public garden/
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e N W s W S (e S RS-
67.8%)* 43.4%% & k7 ¥ >
B 2 Fed (R~ # 5 41.3%)
1R 29.2%% &+ i OK/ el § o
4 (% ~# 5 33.5%)°

TR )

* ;iq‘\ BT A pUEK e po J,ﬁF 4\ 7T
H ljﬂ'ﬂj e »ﬁ(/p;‘p“ﬁﬂ‘ - FF/T at
Tt FHE T yﬁw%ﬁrﬂﬁ‘ o e 5
i1 25.59%6! 27 0%:

® 3.5

recreation area/public garden/public toi
As for drug abusers aged under 21, 74.0

were

reported to have taken drugs

home/friend’s home (67.8% in 2008)*, 4304
at recreatiomarea/public garden/public toil

(41.3% in 2008) and 29.2% &araoke/disc

(33.5% in 2008).

Most of those young drug abusers taking drug
home or at friend home also took dr
elsewhere, such as entertainment venues.
proportion of those only taking drugs atrhe ol

at friend’s home was 25.5% and 27.0% in 2008
and 2009 respectively.

REGEUP L FFAZ-FRLEREFRA LRSI RSP BLT

Chart 3.5 Locality of abusing drugs of reported drug abuserdgn 2008 and 200%y age

group

e AL - %)™ Aged under 2:

Locality of abusing drugs T T 1 T
B A ANkl 7 7 7 7 Z 71678%
Home/friencs hom ‘ ............ “ ............ ‘.|71.0/0
(R | ) D o l l
Recreation arepublic garde/public toilet - e e : : |43'4A’: : :
E[t}i il b OK /é"},;:] 33.5% I I |
@sco/Karaok .................. [292% } } }
| | | | |
FET R P ] PR R O TR [ | | \ \
Nor- party gaiahermgﬁn club house/bulldlng/hotfeh | | | | |
@ SR LT 1R R SR £ 1 1 1 : :
Pzgrty gathering i club house/bunldmg/hotfel ! ! ! ! !
B S 1 | | \ BZZ | 200¢ |
Electrcfnlc game cent : : : : :
Pt | S 2205 | R S
Cak/In ernet café [l | | | | |
R | R ] R 1 1 1 1 1
Apartment/bunalow/rental are [ - | ! ! ! !
SE(EER ) | | | | |
School (include gchool hosi [ : : : : !
0 30 40 50 60 70 ¢
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W 35 (§) ReEMEUI LN FEFA 2 - FFL ERIFRIFREE M BLF

Chart 3.5 Locality of abusing drugs of reported drug abusersn 2008 and 2009 by age
(Cont'd) group
[ U oy e
Locaﬁ{)f/ﬁ%fa Iusing drugs Z - m¥I']+ Aged 21 and abov
TF L A pE T B 7 7 3
HOme/frlen(’Shom‘ ‘ ''''''''''''''''''''''''' e 784%
PREE Y | R R 7 34.8%
Recreation arepublic garden/publicoilet [~~~ """~~~ """ T ] 37.5%

f{ |
E%sco/Karaok ------ 13.4%,
G (N TR LD RS T A [ 3.5%
Party gathering i club house/building/hotfel %l
R - [ 250
Electronic game cen (= “°
@ T SR U e RS pOZ R 2.8%

= -
Nor-party gahering in club house/building/hotJI/I ] 2.5% 7] ' 200¢
MRS /A E 22%100//“ 200
Cat/Internet café fd <*7° <
[y [ I g2 %
F F
Apartment/bungalow/rental a [ 1-9%
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 4

%

P (P 2 7 55 [P PR IR G
Note :  More than one locality may be reported for eaclividdal drug abuser in a given year.

ALEss3 ZRT (£ 1h)

319 #HESRA F A7 HE PR
PP d it R Tl oow BRY A
Ff Fl iR E R A % P R
EpoApPET (ki Fady
53.2%)~ “ 2 kX " (48.7%)~ “#F &
Bl G R G E S oA g R Ao
(35.7%)fr “ »t 4 4 7 (31.2%) -

20 A EFo - L - FuT

AEFY XIREY
BT (R E WA F o
67.7%)5_ I PF v #F fk 1 R
51> # = & i3 17 (51.1%)
“d a4 47 (43.0%)

2
=
=3

N

=

Reason for Current Drug Abuse (Table 1h)

3.19 Thereported drug abusers gave vari
reasons for their current drug use. Thar
popular reasons cited in descending order, were
“peer influence” (53.2%of reported dru
abusers), “relief of boredom” (48.7%),to"
avoid discomfort of its absence” (35.Y%nc
“curiosity” (31.2%).

3.20 Among those reportegbung abusel
aged under 21, “peer influence” (67.7%
reported young drug abuser®pped the lis
followed by “relief of boredom” (51.1%) and
“curiosity” (43.0%).
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W 3.6 SRRl EREIFRAERFERSGE ERT]
Chart 3.6 Reason for current drug use of reported drug abuseyin 2009

IFETPB‘“LJ@FL Z - - mI'J™ Aged under 21

Reason for current drug use

ﬁlﬁ;‘m ly—r Fl+, 51/4 / I I I | I | __,,__.fa64 oot

P e P

Peer influence/To |dent|fy with pa ............................................. 67.7%]
L]/ HAEISTE / BUG . fV

J] Rf|ef of boredom ...... _”/,.{"’ ...... _”/,.{“( ...... _”/,.{“( ...... "/”ﬂ 44 2 .‘P
Depl’eSSIOn/AnX|61 ....................................

H'.JJ‘QFZ; ) 450 1%
CurlosFt) [ 43.0% ‘
SR PR g
FTo sFeek eup%

or sensory satisfacti
HER 2 E 0 Ay i

_ f" I 13
To avoid discomfort of its absen

40 50 60 I

L AL il RS
Reason for urrentdrug use - _{ . %&}BJ‘]_I— Aged 21 and above

CE|[ A By / ; ; 7%
SRS o by L 257

. " . P 8.7Y
Peer influence/To |dent|fy with pe freee e | 48.7%

B /1 ‘Jﬁ“ﬁ]"ﬁféﬁ / B ‘ : 7] 44.4%
Relief Of boredom e e e —— | 48.0%

Depression/Anxiet

:EEBMW";JP%%%% T T p 7] 40.9%

.............................. 42.1%
1o svoid dissomror L  42.2%

Sy S
CurlosFt) ............................. B | 27.5% T 200
R U EY F{FF e e 22.0% !
................ 200¢
................ 1%
o EI'o seek euppmrl i1 | 23.1%
|

or sensory satisfacti T

0 10 20 30 40 50 60

%

e (IR 2 8 5 5 P PR B
Note :  More than one reason may be reported for eachi'dldinrug abuser in a given year.

wEpkR (£ 1)) Activity Status (Table 1j)

3.21 ¥ 44.8%h s & ’ér_?ﬁt i 3.21 About 44.8% of reported drug abusers
R A FEALAL Y 3L 500{}_%‘6 were unemployed at the time of

1 4 5 10.9%F st /4 B4z Another 31.5% were full-time workers, 906
7.4%3%_ 5 4 o % 4 A EFE G being casual/part-time workers and%.4einc

S-S «‘ﬁ gt Gl Rl 0 F 30.5%:- students. Among reported young dr
abusers, the proportion of students was higher

at 30.5%.
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3% ¢ 0 L (5529 & % A
T 213% £ % T > 21.1%% ¢
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- SLE N SN E
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3.24 LM ETERE K
60.3%% 45 > 29.7%c ¥ & 2 4
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iy o § Pt PR As F
i FE e

$igF FREFRSEE (41m)

3.25 AT A AR ESRE
FoA F ¢ 0 228%F AL P
L R A - i
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62.6% #F & 3 T M F f o
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Educational Attainment (Table 1k)

3.22 More than half (55%) of reporte
drug abusers in 2009 hadttained lowe
secondary education, another 21.3%mary
education, 21.1% upper secondary anddl.0
tertiary education.

Ethnicity (Table 1l)

3.23 Chinese has always been the dominant
ethnic group of reported drug abusers, at%4.8
of drug abusers in 2009. Other minority
ethnic groups’ drug abusers remattincludec
Viethamese (2.0%), Nepalese @)/ anc
Indian/Pakistani/Bangladeshi/Sri Lankan (0.6%)
in descending order.

Marital Status (Table 1m)

3.24 About 60.3% ofeported drug abuse
were single, 29.7%married or cohabiting
9.3% divorced or separated and the remai
0.6% widowed. Males and females h
similar distribution of marital status.

Whether Partner Took Drugs (Table 1m)

3.25 Of those married or cohabiting, 2.8
reported that their partners also abusledgs
The proportion of reported female abusers with
partners also abusing drugs was 62.@aticl
higher than that of male abusers (at 9.9%).
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Edar % (£ 1n)

3.26 i -k # (10.3%) - ~ ¥
(9.8%) i = 1 (8.9%)fr B & (8.4%)
A SR R RN
BRI L - AT hk kAR
EF oA E o A (12.9%) & %
(10.6%)~ # F (9.3%)fr = ¥ (8.5%)

r BB B E

E3E =% (£ 1o
3.27 #% X #ic (58.4%) # % dF =
iﬁ%&&i%ﬁééﬁé&%ﬁ.&ﬁ
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Atk BB o

¥723 Fhps (41

3.28 H - % R4 EHw &2 =
Ak §OF R F H (73.4%)% 7 3= %
- SE RN SN At
7 (26.6%) ~ % 3 H & % {7
(11.1%) » = 2 & & % = £ 7
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District of Residence (Table 1n)

3.26 Sham Shui Po (10.3%Yuen Lonc
(9.8%), Yau Tsim Mong (8.9%) an&wun
Tong (8.4%)were the top four districts wi
reported drug abusers residing there.

reported young drug abusers aged under 21

Yuen Long (12.9%), the North (10.6%®wali
Tsing (9.3%) and Tai Po (8.5%) were tloair
major districts.

Type of Quarters (Table 10)

3.27 More than half (58.4p00f reportec
drug abusers resided inlgic and aided rent
blocks, 37.0% in private housing and %.8n
home ownership estates.

Whether Previously Convicted (Table 1p)

3.28 About three quarters (73.4%pf
reported drug abusers in 20@@re reported t
be previously convicted, comprising only
drug-related offences (26.6%), onlgther
offences (11.1%) and both druglated an
other offences (35%). The proportion ¢
previously convicted abusers amorgportec

adult abusers aged 21 and over was 82.5%

almost twice of that omong their youngs
counterparts aged under 21 (43.0%).
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4.1 Of all 13 909 drug abusersportec
in 2009, 4 396 or 31% were reported fc
the first time in the year (or newly report
and the remaining 9513 (680 were
previously reported. The proportion
newly reporteddrug abusers among you
drug abusers under 21 was much highe
66.2%, as compared against 20.&mon¢
reported adult abusers aged 21 and ovAr.
comparison of the characteristics betw
newly and previously reported drug abu:
is given in the ensuing paragraphs.

Sour ces of Reported Drug Abusers

4.2  For newly reported drug abuse
enforcement  departments  andyouth
outreaching teams of NGOs were the
major sources of reporting in 200@king ug
48.7% and 24% respectively of th
concerned drug abusers.

4.3 For those previously reporteatiug
abusers, enforcement departmen
methadone clinics and drugeatment an
rehabilitation centres / counselling cen
for psychotropic substance abusers of Nt
were the top three majaources of reportir
in 2009, taking up 48.3%, 45.6% and 23.9
respectively of the concerned drug abusers.
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AT F F ik Previously Reported Drug Abusers in 2009
W41 R RA EFA/EARIERE AREFPHEE YL H
Chart 4.1 Newly/previousy reported drug abusersin 2009 by type of reporting agency
E4Fi84 Reporting agency B EIR AL FALE AR AL
Newly reported Previously reported
L#No. | % L#No. | %
4 & # All ages
#FHI Enforcement departmerdts 2142 48.7 4 599 48.3
SAVids2r  Methadone clinics 243 55 4 335 45.6
R AR O ARV H - RS BT E
Drug treatment and rehabilitation centres / CoumgglCentres for
Psychotropic Substance Abusers of NGOs 998 22.7 2 275 23.9
:J]zférquiﬁﬁ‘iﬁglfﬁ ‘DF 9 Youth outreaching teams of NGOs 1063 24.2 813 8.5
B Y S [P TRRL [
Substance Abuse Clinics under Hospital Authorityl ather hospitals
/ clinics 203 4.6 265 2.8
= - 4™ Aged under 21
#FHI - Enforcement departmerts 781 35.1 325 28.7
SVide2r  Methadone clinics 19 0.9 25 2.2
ZE R 2 AR IR 1 B R B B S
Drug treatment ancg rehabilitation centres / CouimgglCentres for L
Psychotropic Substance Abusers of NGOs 516 23.2 232 20.%
?ﬁ*&ﬁﬁtt{s&vﬁglfﬁ ‘b= 914 [F Youth outreaching teams of NGOs 970 43.6 609 53.7
PR PR b PO RTREL R [ R R e [
Substance Abuse Clinics under Hospital Authorityg ather hospitals
/ clinics 68 3.1 42 3.7
(A 2 0 5 5 [P i = [l B 2 A -

Rlotes An individual drug abuser may be reported by mbentone agency in a given year.
(1) B eods gy AR« G EA I RS (O B
Figures include Hong Kong PO|IC£ Force, Correctid®ervices Department and Probatioffié® under Socie
Welfare Department.

E#folu (£ 29) Ageand Sex (Table 2a)

4.4 FAAREEREF 0G4 44 The age distribution of new

e T

ek 3 jﬂz E RS FAE R A oW reported drug abusers was quite differemt
7 # L #(50.6%)# # & 21Kk 1T that of previously reported onesMore thar
2 9=z 22 - (32.0%) A+ 21 = half (50.6%) of the former were ageddel
B30k - 6 EFRF HI A2 - (21.6%) 21 and about one-third (3®6) were age
H1E A J 213 30/, 2 = & 2 = 21-30, whereas about one-fifth (2%¥p of

(66.5%) & 31 % 2 11+ o F x4 & the latter were aged 21-3@nd abol
3k 3 J‘Ff T EE L 23 ko0 P ¥ two-thirds (66.5%) were aged 31 and over
T e ER L 3B E T R TR F Newly reported drug abusers, with a mean
jﬂz 5 #E P o age of 23, were in general much your
than their premusly reported counterpa

(with a mean age of 38).
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SRR EEX/EREERE L hERLT

Chart 4.2 Newly/previously reported drug abusersin 2009 by specific age group

FERHI Agegroup

100%
0 — 251
tt{t{AE(i)tt{ 4<'\41_50
ponen12inaand 5140 251
80%
32% 21-30 19% 41-50
60%
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W 2600 | 3140
40% | 20% 18-20 R NN
11 IOOOOOIOOOCNN
O / /
20% |- Wm%% 16-17 22% 21-30
o 1272
12-15 16- 17
AV ] 12-15"
0%
FIo R 2 i - 7l 203 iy~
Newly reported drug abusers Previously reported drug abusers
SRR IR 1%
F\Iotes : Percentage is 1%.
o RN o HA O ) B b 0.5%¢
Percentage for those drug abusers aged under 1&saréhan 0.5%.
g e g
4.5 R e A R IR L I 8 4.5 Regarding sex distribution, 2%7of
B oipen 4 % 29.7% it A ¥ 4 T dFx 3 newly reported drug abusers were female, v
& ¢ SribenE A IO B § 15.2% the respective proportion among previol
reported abusers was lower, only at 15.2%.
ARG F Lehad (£ 20) Ageof First Abuse (Table 2d)
4.6 B AR R AR e & —*F]’ S B oAn 4.6 Previously reported drug abusers
0 Tih 17 KB4 @ g AR average started to abuse drugs at an e
—*‘Ff Pl vk > T3ah 19 Kk B4 o age, at 17; while those newly reported ®ne

W § chd B (£ 2b)

47 HZ FRAEFABREEFS
A O R
“K & "(68.5%) - H & & k7

(13.5%)% i % # (11.2%)-
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later, at 19.

Type of DrugsAbused (Table 2b)

4.7 Among newly reportedrug abusetr
in 2009, the most commonly abusige of

drugs was ketamine (68.5%), followed by ice

(13.5%) and heroin (11.2%).
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4.8 I RY KRR DR A 48 As for previously reporteddrug
PoB W A 8 hd AR 2 R abusers, heroin was the dominant type

#(67.5%) 2 = 5 “K  "(23.5%)% “ v
A3 EH &"(13.6%)-

® 4.3

drugs abused (67.5% followed by
ketamine (23.5%) and triazolam/midazolam

zopiclone (13.6%).

SRR ERX/EAEIHERA F NS ohd BN

Chart 4.3 Common type of drugs abused by newly/previously reported drug abusersin

2009
%
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¥ AR (56.9%) “fE RV
(46.2%)fc “d3t45 47 (42.1%) -
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Reason for Current DrugAbuse (Table 2c)

4.9 For newlyreported drug abusers, f
three most commoreasons for current dn
use were “peer influence” (56.9%jygtief of
boredom” (46.2%) and “curiosity” (42.1%).

4.10 As for previously reported perspns
the three most commoreasons for curre
drug use were “peer influence” (51.7%
“relief of boredom” (49.8%) and “t@void
discomfort of its absence” (44.2%).
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Economic Activity Status (Table 2e)

4.11 Of all newly reportedirug abuser:
36.3% were full-time workers, 31.4%
unemployed, 18.8% students and 0.2
casual/part-time workers. Among previously
reported persons the proportion of th
unemployed was much higher, at.%5.
Another 29.5% were full-time workers, 1%2
casual/part-time workers and 2.6% students.
Educational Attainment (Table 2f)

412 A greater proportion of ewly
reported drug abusers attained higl
educational level, with 58.9% beirlgwer
secondary, 32.7% upper secondary,%.9
tertiary education and @& primary
education. Only 0% had no schooling «
at kindergarten level.

4.13 For previously reported abusers,
53.6% had lower secondary, 1%Z2uppe!
secondary, 0.7% tertiary educatioB7.6%
had primary educationand 1.9%
schooling or kindergarten.

n

Marital Satus (Table 2g)

4.14
abusers were never

Some 82.7% of newly reportdcug
married while tl
respective proportion among previou
reported persons was lower, at 34.0
Married and cohabiting persons took

14.5% of the former group and 38olof the
latter group, while the widowed, divorced
separated altogether took up %.9of the



SRRl EFARIEE
¥ LA ¥ ik

Characteristics of Newly and
Previously Reported Drug Abusers in 2009

415 B A B AR ESF X

FH 007 3L9%ERF A
CRCF AR R AR H R & B b
% (21.4%) 2 df 2 AR A
P 0 11.2%h g Ak & AR F
FHE T ERE R R
F L iEeant 6] 52 B (9.7%) A A
W B AR Bk e s R 4T
F oo B7.2%hE 4k ke & ﬁ =i
A E i Ry REFEG S

X F
g et b % % (64.4%) o

s r R

g ke b

6 = -mk- ‘a‘\

|28

-33-

former group and 12.9% of the latter group.
4.15 Of those married or cohabitingwly
reported abusers, 31.9% reportitht theil
partners alsabused drugs, which was hig|
than that of the preously reported abuse
with drug taking partner (at 2P4). For
the married or cohabiting males, 1% 2of
the newly reported abusers were with ¢
taking partner which was higher than tha
the previously reported abusers with ©
taking partner (at 99%). For the married «
cohabiting females, the situation v
reversed. 57% of the newly reporte
abusers were with drug taking partner, wit
was lower than that of the previou
reported abusers with drug taking partne
64.4%).
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Characterigtics of Major Categori

Abusersin 2009

of Reported Drug

51 miXmaiiE- i 5
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Ly tody LPEH P AR R G4
A E L% MA R
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5.1 Itis a common phenomenon for di
abusers to abuse more than one typ
drugs. A multiple drug abuser is defined
be a person who is reported to have t:
more than one type of drugs withithe
specified period, irrespective of whetltbie
drugs were taken concurrently on the s
occasion or not.

Reported Multiple Drug Abusers
(Table 1c)

5.2 o FREAENG AR 5.2 Of all reported drug abusers, 3 @8
v 4 % ® 5 4 3018+ & 21.8%x & 21.8% took more than one type of drugs
K- A T FRALERG A 2009. The distribution of reported ntiple
N oL ‘ n drug abusers by number of reported
3 5 44 ey TR G F K . . ,
;W ”f - 8 *i}t; R ; - types ever taken in 2008nd their majc
Pl _ L‘-E’ ) N\ 2 = . . .
L e L A combination are presented in the follow
Sl LA =+
il AR S table:
AT 3R ILL"LFF A 4R
R RE T SER T E R R
Number of drug types taken / major combinationrafid taken | No. of reported| % of all reported
drug abusers drug abusers
% 83 84 % Twodrugtypestaken 2 443 17.6
N REEG AT CEHE
() Heroin & Triazolam/Midazolam/Zopiclone 974 7.0
(i) “K #74c*“/k”  Ketamine & Ice 260 1.9
(i) “K #"f-"448 1" Ketamine & Ecstasy 205 1.5
(iv) “K #"4c¥ + %] Ketamine & Cocaine 177 1.3
(v) B ®fc"k” Heroin &Ice 152 1.1
% 8§ = f4 & Threedrug typestaken 444 32
. /‘g/%&—\u‘fl }f‘\_—;_n/uf#g: ” ‘ft”“}’
() Heroin & Triazolam/Midazolam/Zopiclone & Ice 43 0.3
. HK o” N J‘ [ﬁ—fr’ %E-F'—_L ”
(if) Ketamine, Cannabis & Ecstasy 38 0.3
%8 %= 83 5 Morethan threedrug typestaken 131 0.9
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5.3 About 17.60 of reported dru
abusers had taken two types of drug:
2009. The most common combiiwat of
two types of drugs taken was heroin

Anott
3.2% took three types of drugs, while o

triazolam/midazolam/zopiclone.

0.9% of reported drug abusers took m
than three types of drugs.

Comparison of Reported Heroin Abusers
with Reported Psychotropic Substance
Abusers

54 In the ensuing paragraphs,
comparison of the charactercst of reportel
heroin abusers and reported psychotr
substance abusers is presented. Sef
figures on the salient characteristics of
more popular categories of repor
psychotropic  substance  abusers
ketamine,
ice, cough medicinegcannabis and cocai
abusers are also included.

Ageand Sex (Tables3a & 4a)

5.5 In 2009, there were 6 9Q&portec
heroin abusers of whomthe majority
(86.6%) were males. Their overall averac
age was 43. As for the 8 42#&portec
psychotropic substance abusers, 756éte
males. They were far much younger tr
reported heroin abuse with an average a
of 26. Comparatively speaking, there w
proportionally more reported fem:
psychotropic substances abusers (%.dr
2 057 than reported female heroin abus
(13.4% or 923).

triazolam/midazolam/zopiclgne



Characteristics of M ajor

SFFAELAREYARTESSE F ik Categories of Reported Drug Abusers in 2009

W 51 H¥Hxe: AL FFA ERETERF Fnfn] S edbeuid
Chart 5.1 Age/sex distribution of reported drug abusers in 5009 by common type of
drugs abused
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A EE Y SR R AR 8 kT reported psychotropic substance abusers
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36.7%% 26.5%-° Ak E Fx a ‘9 A
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among reported ice and ketamiabusers
being 36.7% and 26% respectively. Th
corresponding proportions of femal&r
abusers of triazolam/midazolam/zopiclpne
cocaine, cannabis and cough medi
were 18.7%, 18.3%, 15.2% and %4
respectively.

5.7 Comparing the age of vario
categories of psychotrapsubstance abuse
triazolam/midazolarzopiclone abusers, wi
an average age of 39, were much older
the other five major types of psychotro
substance abusers. The mean ageswdr
medicine, ice, cannabis, cocain@nd
ketamine abusers were 29, 27, 25, 25 and 21
respectively.

-36 -



SRRLELIRGEUBEFRS F gk

Characteristics of M ajor
Categories of Reported Drug Abusers in 2009

Basd E# (£ 30

5.8
PG

FAE

e
= F

7

=+

==

A
Ed L A7 R R E RS

;ﬁ;w%/\—lmpfﬁlﬂ
gawﬁ1@$¢$”f“

ﬁ
33 ’jfrséﬁ%:%ZS;%ze

’ :’;’\‘VA%Z

,_

x\“\

O

BeF EY

%

d
5

A

5.9 P AR S A S
i B 4L

#é-%-r-r"{:l_é‘ﬁ:&‘f‘:ﬁl’l‘f
oA L g #

3 %

S #b«‘m
Wl :'h g

» Bl o I2E)

|38

i)

e

pi)

Floppf e L s 87K
W44%:’ﬂaiﬁﬁﬂﬁ&$
L EX AR G B E AL e d
EXTIEINUE 30 2 S

R4 2R (£ 40

510 M EHF® G EE LS G
B8k R E R d R AL TE L
FlixF s ad Eap 2T (Ea

iﬁaaﬂ@“ﬁ 51.8%): 3

ﬁﬂbﬁﬁﬂigﬁﬁ”(517%)ﬁ”“

,

H %

7~

<

REFR G L THEE EF b T
SR R E S IR FN AR R
(55.8%) > # = £ “ K" (51.8%)fr

“ At 4 4 7(39.9%)

VR

L

a>
3t dw

-37 -

Ageof First Abuse (Table 3c)

5.8 Reported abusers of ketamima
average started to abuse the substances
age of 17 in 2009 while herqgisannabis an
cough medicineabusers at 19. Repori
triazolam/midazolanzbpiclone abusers «
average tarted to abuse the substar
concerned at a relatively older age, at 25.

Duration of Drug Abuse

5.9 Given the fact that reped abusel
of psychotrophic substances are gene
much younger than those of traditio
drugs, the former have a shorter duratodn
drug abuse history than the latter.
instance, the median duration of repo
ketamine abusers was 3 years *hil for
heroin abusers, the median duratmndrug
abuse was higher, at 23 years.

Reason for Current Drug Use (Table 4c)

5.10 Among reported heroin abusetse t
most common reason for currently tak
heroin was *“to avoid discomfort of it
absence” (51.8%f reported heroin abuser
followed by “peer influence” (51%).
Among reported psychotropic substa
abusers, “peer influence” (554 came th
first and “relief of boredom” (51.8%and
“curiosity” (39.9%)came the second and -
third respectively.

* Figures refer to the median duration of d
abuse for ketamine and heroin abuserhe duratiol
of drug abuse for an individual drug abuses the
difference between the reportedeaand the age
first abusing a particular drug.
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Efirx % (£ 3b % 4b) District of Residence (Tables 3b and 4b)
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and Kwun Tong (8.9%). Foreportec
psychotropic substance abusers as a w
more people resided in Yuen Long (1%)1
and Kwai Tsing (8.%). More specifically
for reported ketamine, cannabis and cocaine
abusers, more of them resided in Yuen Long
they were 13.8%, 13.0% and 12.5%
respectively. For reported triazolam/
midazolam/zopiclonabusers, Sham Shui
(13.4%) topped the list; for reportede
abusers, Kwun Tong (9.9%); and forugh
medicine abusers, Tai Po (13.7%).

Monthly Frequency of Abusing Drugs
(Chart 5.2)

5.12 Reported abusers of heroin al
triazolamimidazolam/zopiclone had
relatively higher monthly frequency o
abusing drugs in general, with a mec
monthly frequency of abusing drugs at
and 53 times respectively in 2009 The
counterpart figures for abusers of all ot
psychotropic substances were much lo
such as 19mes for cough medicine abuse

9 times for ice abusers, 6 times for ketamine
ecstasy, cannabis
cocaine and nimetazepam abusers.

abusers, 4 times for

-38 -
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W 5.2 KA 64 RHEHA - FF -2 FF4 £k 1 d Sik? ik
Chart 5.2 Median monthly frequency of abusing drugs for 2007-2009 by common type
of drugs abused
(sx #& no. of times)
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GRS CEHE
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*% Z Cough medicine 30 26 19
‘R Ice 9 9 9
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“¥%:f1”  Ecstasy 4 4 4
= Ji Cannabis 4 4 4
v + %] Cocaine 4 4 4
AP gk Nimetazepam 4 4 4
#1313 R (F5.3) Monthly Expenditure of Abusing Drugs
(Chart 5.3)
513 A ETHFX G H R F DE 5.13 Reported abusers of heroin Hhd
d R A RBoWD FREA E SR highest monthly expenditure o&busing
B P i B 7,000~ 0 A4k R drugs in general, with a mediamonthly
FrspIHAEEFY o aT A expenditure of HK$7,000 in 2008Among
Fls e AT "EHET - AT the abusers of psychotropic substandesse
Zvy Bl A Y g A N EE taking cocaine, triazolam/midazolam/
W 2,145 ~ ~ 1,800 =~ ~ 1,500 ~ % zopiclone, ice and cough mediciread ¢
1,018~ - ama H s g3 HAHF 5 relatively  higher median monthly
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HK$1,500 and HK$1,018 respectively wt
the counterpart figures faxbusers of othe
psychotropic substancegere lower, such ¢
HK$643 for ketamine, HK$429 for cannabis
and HK$200 for both ecstasyand
nimetazepam abusers.
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Chart 5.3 Median monthly expenditure of abusing drugsfor 2007-2009 by common type
of drugs abused
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Economic Activity Satus (Table 3e)

5.14 A significant share of ecstag38%),
nimetazepam (20%), ketamine (17%),
cannabis (13%) and ice (13%) abuserse
students in 2009, and they hadlatively
lower monthly expenditure of abusing drugs.

Locality of Abusing Drugs (Table 3f)

5.15 Home/friendshome were the mao
popular location of abusing drugs
contributed to 669Y84% of abusers fc
different drugs in 2009. Other than that,
locality of abusing drugsaried a lot amon
different drugs. For example32% of
cough medicine abusersook drugs
electronic game centre Also, 53% o
nimetazepam abusers, 47% of cocaine

ir
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AT TEMHET %8 F 2 45%:0 abusers and 46% of ecstasy abudersk
ARES S HFRME KRB R 2 2 F drugs in disco/karaoke Meanwhile, 489

SR BF e of triazolam/midazolam/zopicloneabuser
and 45% of heroin abusers took drugs in
recreation area/public garden/public toilet.
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Table 1a Reported drug abusers for 2000-2009 by sex by age

AR No. of persons

KERl / il 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
Sex / age
B Male

<12 @ - @ @ - - - @ @ @

(@) (- (@ (@ ) ) (- (@ (@ (@

12-15 422 404 290 251 190 207 251 387 404 358

Q7 @26 (0 19 (16 (18 (23) (35 (36 (32

16-17 876 911 662 500 481 576 588 681 785 697

(57 (8 @45 (38 (39 (G0 (55 61 (69 (62

18-20 1511 1537 109 835 833 765 926 1064 1208 1155

(9.8) (98 (74 (63) (68 (67 (86) (96) (10.7) (10.3)

<21 /)Zf Sub-total 2810 2852 2044 1587 1504 1548 1765 2134 2401 2214

(18.3) (182) (I13.8) (12.0) (12.3) (13.5) (165) (19.2) (21.2) (19.8)

21-30 4457 4770 4536 4076 3459 2843 2574 2769 2753 2779

(29.0) (305 (30.7) (30.7) (28.4) (24.8) (24.0) (249) (243) (24.9)

31-40 3300 3114 3140 3011 2805 2573 2416 2446 2393 2418

215) (1990 (212) (227) (23.0) (225) (226) (220) (L1) (21.7)

41-50 3028 2995 2988 2685 2518 2415 2096 1897 1806 1799

(19.7)  (19.1) (202) (20.2) (20.6) (21.1) (19.6) (17.0) (15.9) (16.1)

> 51 1760 1909 2072 1913 1914 2070 1855 1881 1981 1951

(11.5) (122) (140) (144) (157) (18.1) (17.3) (169) (17.5) (17.5)

> 21 /)3t Sub-total 12545 12788 12736 11685 10696 9901 8941 8993 8933 8947

(81.7) (81.8) (86.2) (88.0) (87.7) (86.5) (83.5) (80.8) (78.8) (80.2)

ZN5f Sub-total

15355 15640 14780 13272 12200
(100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0)

SEEg4ERS Mean age 34

34

35

36

36

11449 10706 11127 11334 11161
(100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0)

37

36

35

35

35
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Table 1a (Cont'd)

BUHNRF BT —FEFEZ_FEAFHEIRREE
Reported drug abusers for 2000-2009 by sex by age

AR No. of persons

Rl / iR 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
Sex / age

% Female

<12 - @ @ - - - - @ @ @

- (@ (@ ) ) ©) - (@ (@ (@

12-15 325 307 273 164 147 171 211 274 326 394

(10.9) (10.7) (8.6) (650 (55 (64) (83 (11.1) ((11.2) (14.3)

16 - 17 430 313 290 161 190 223 275 294 329 342

(14.4) (109) (©O.1) (64 (72) (B4 (10.8) (119 (@11.3) (12.4)

18 -20 455 429 394 295 345 336 327 295 416 407

(15.3) (149) (@124) (11.7) (@13.00 (12.6) (12.8) (12.0) (14.3) (14.8)

< 21 /)it Sub-total 1210 1050 958 620 682 730 813 865 1072 1145

(40.6) (36.5) (30.1) (24.6) (25.7) (274) (31.9) (35.1) (36.9) (41.7)

21-30 999 1029 1212 1008 1112 1015 910 716 865 678

(33.5) (35.8) (38.0) (40.0) (419) (38.1) (357) (29.0)0 (29.8) (24.7)

31-40 479 488 639 563 521 582 531 565 625 578

(16.1) (17.0) (20.1) (22.4) (19.6) (21.8) (209) (22.9) (21.5) (21.0)

41-50 244 247 298 260 262 255 202 226 233 240

82 @®6) U4 103 B9 ©6) 79 (2 @O (@87

>51 48 59 79 67 77 84 90 94 112 107

ade @1 @5 @7 29 @2 (G5 @G8 B9 @9

> 21 /)©NFF Sub-total 1770 1823 2228 1898 1972 1936 1733 1601 1835 1603

(59.4) (63.5) (69.9) (754) (74.3) (72.6) (68.1) (64.9) (63.1) (58.3)

ZN5f Sub-total 2980 2873 3186 2518 2654 2666 2546 2466 2907 2748

SEEg4ERS Mean age

(100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0)

25 26 27

28

28

(100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0)

28 27

28 27 27
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Table 1a (Cont'd)

BUHNRF BT —FEFEZ_FEAFHEIRREE
Reported drug abusers for 2000-2009 by sex by age

AR No. of persons

I
Rl / iR 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
Sex / age
B4 4%t Both sexes
<12 @ @ @ @ - - - @ @ 6
(@ (@ (@ (@ ) ) - (@ (@ ()
12-15 747 711 563 415 337 378 462 661 730 752
41 @38 @G1) @6) 23 @27 G5 @9 6. 64
16 - 17 1306 1224 952 661 671 799 863 975 1114 1039
(7.1) (66) (53) @2y @5 G71H (©S5 (72 (18 (15
18 -20 1966 1966 1484 1130 1178 1101 1253 1359 1624 1562
(10.7) (10.6) (83 (72) (79 (7.8 (9.5 (10.0) (114 (11.2)
< 21 /)it Sub-total 4020 3902 3002 2207 218 2278 2578 2999 3473 3359
(21.9) (21.1) (16.7) (14.0) (14.7) (16.1) (19.5) (22.1) (24.4) (24.1)
21-30 5456 5799 5748 5084 4571 3858 3484 3485 3618 3457
(29.8) (31.3) (32.00 (32.2) (30.8) (27.3) (26.3) (25.6) (254) (249
31-40 3779 3602 3779 3574 3326 3155 2947 3011 3018 2996
(20.6) (19.5) (21.0)0 (22.6) (224) (224) (222) (22.2) (21.2) (21.5)
41-50 3272 3242 3286 2945 2780 2670 2298 2123 2039 2039
17.8) (17.5) (183) (18.7) (18.7) (18.9) (17.3) (15.6) (14.3) (14.7)
>51 1808 1968 2151 1980 1991 2154 1945 1975 2093 2058
9.9) (10.6) (12.0) (12.5) (13.4) (15.3) @14.7) (145) @147 (14.8)
> 21 /)\FF Sub-total 14315 14611 14964 13583 12668 11837 10674 10594 10768 10550
(78.1) (78.9) (83.3) (86.0) (85.3) (83.9) (80.5) (77.9) (756) (75.9)
R5f Total 18335 18513 17966 15790 14854 14115 13252 13593 14241 13909
(100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0)
SZIG4ERS Mean age
FTE#: 2 Wk 32 33 34 34 35 35 34 34 33 33
All reported drug abusers
TR TR E Rk A 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 17

Reported drug abusers under 21

R
Note :

FEINA YIS BN (S SRR M RIAE R A B 2 8 s & 1Y E o LL -

Figures in brackets refer to the proportions of reported drug abusers in the respective sex groups.
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Table 1b Reported drug abusers for 2000-2009 by newly/previously reported by
sex by age
AB No. of persons
HER] / 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

Sex / age

BHXREEEH Newly reported

B Male
<16 345 320 232 213 152 186 198 346 337 294
16 - 20 1567 1637 1176 993 885 1078 1022 1217 1315 1131
< 21 /\3f Sub-total 1912 1957 1408 1206 1037 1264 1220 1563 1652 1425
21-30 1313 1605 1486 1294 975 729 741 983 1067 1087
31-40 546 518 592 629 463 339 316 350 310 380
41-50 130 147 132 167 98 92 98 94 96 160
>51 60 60 71 58 51 45 25 40 27 39
> 21 /)3 Sub-total 2049 2330 2281 2148 1587 1205 1180 1467 1500 1666
/3 Sub-total 3961 4287 3689 3354 2624 2469 2400 3030 3152 3091
SEHAERS Mean age 24 24 25 26 25 24 23 23 23 24
% Female
<16 270 238 237 140 109 153 174 231 262 337
16 - 20 595 496 524 350 383 441 379 390 524 463
< 21 /)\if Sub-total 865 734 761 490 492 594 553 621 786 800
21-30 392 419 499 381 495 483 385 328 449 318
31-40 133 142 199 159 113 128 127 146 173 128
41-50 37 51 66 45 28 40 36 41 48 47
>51 7 11 27 15 8 11 16 14 17 12
> 21 /)\Ef Sub-total 569 623 791 600 644 662 564 529 687 505
/NEf Sub-total 1434 1357 1552 1090 1136 1256 1117 1150 1473 1305
SEAE4ERS Mean age 21 22 24 24 23 23 23 23 23 21
H44%&t Both sexes
<16 615 558 469 353 261 339 372 577 599 631
16 - 20 2162 2133 1700 1343 1268 1519 1401 1607 1839 159
< 21 /)\if Sub-total 2777 2691 2169 1696 1529 1858 1773 2184 2438 2225
21-30 1705 2024 1985 1675 1470 1212 1126 1311 1516 1405
31-40 679 660 791 788 576 467 443 496 483 508
41-50 167 198 198 212 126 132 134 135 144 207
>51 67 71 98 73 59 56 41 54 44 51
> 21 /)\Ff Sub-total 2618 2953 3072 2748 2231 187 1744 1996 2187 2171
RESF Total 5395 5644 5241 4444 3760 3725 3517 4180 4625 439%
SEHAERS Mean age 23 23 24 25 24 23 23 23 23 23
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Table 1b (Cont'd)  Reported drug abusers for 2000-2009 by newly/previously
reported by sex by age
AR No. of persons
|
KR / i 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
Sex / age
D E2# Previously reported
B Male
<16 78 84 60 39 38 21 53 43 71 68
16 - 20 820 811 576 342 429 263 492 528 678 721
< 21 /)ZF Sub-total 898 895 636 381 467 284 545 571 749 789
21-30 3144 3165 3050 2782 2484 2114 1833 1786 1686 1692
31-40 2754 2596 2548 2382 2342 2234 2100 2096 2083 2038
41-50 2898 2848 2856 2518 2420 2323 1998 1803 1710 1639
>51 1700 1849 2001 1855 1863 2025 1830 1841 1954 1912
> 21 /)\3f Sub-total 10496 10458 10455 9537 9109 8696 7761 7526 7433 7281
ZPEF Sub-total 11394 11353 11091 9918 9576 8980 8306 8097 8182 8070
SRS Mean age 37 37 38 39 39 40 39 39 39 39
% Female
<16 55 70 37 24 38 18 37 45 65 59
16 - 20 290 246 160 106 152 118 223 199 221 286
<21 /) Sub-total 345 316 197 130 190 136 260 244 286 345
21-30 607 610 713 627 617 532 525 388 416 360
31-40 346 346 440 404 408 454 404 419 452 450
41 - 50 207 196 232 215 234 215 166 185 185 193
>51 41 48 52 52 69 73 74 80 95 95
> 21 /)i Sub-total 1201 1200 1437 1298 1328 1274 1169 1072 1148 1098
A Sub-total 1546 1516 1634 1428 1518 1410 1429 1316 1434 1443
SEE4EES Mean age 29 29 31 31 32 33 31 32 31 31
H44%&t Both sexes
<16 133 154 97 63 76 39 90 88 136 127
16 - 20 1110 1057 736 448 581 381 715 727 899 1007
< 21 /)\Ff Sub-total 1243 1211 833 51l 657 420 805 815 1035 1134
21-30 3751 3775 3763 3409 3101 2646 2358 2174 2102 2052
31-40 3100 2942 2988 2786 2750 2688 2504 2515 2535 2488
41-50 3105 3044 3088 2733 2654 2538 2164 1988 1895 1832
>51 1741 1897 2053 1907 1932 2098 1904 1921 2049 2007
> 21 /)\3f Sub-total 11697 11658 11892 10835 10437 9970 8930 8598 8581 8379
H3F Total 12940 12869 12725 11346 11094 10390 9735 9413 9616 9513
IR, Mean age 36 37 37 38 38 39 38 38 38 38
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Table 1c Reported drug abusers for 2000-2009 by common type of drugs abused/
abusers taking more than one type of drugs

AB No. of persons

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

R EFELES Common types of drugs abused
R 12188 11575 11826 10357 10147 9757 8118 7420 7248 6901
Heroin
fEENE o 5561 6022 5581 5219 6196 6335 7402 7909 8383 8424
Psychotropic substances

Ey 1605 2746 2692 1954 2584 2100 3080 4059 5099 5212
Ketamine

=gy /) BRER s S EV T E 927 902 1249 1567 1752 2034 2227 1835 1360 1395
Triazolam / Midazolam / Zopiclone

"k 968 947 606 567 642 753 856 1112 1374 1386
Ice

1Z 4% 308 291 377 547 658 706 755 601 567 670
Cough medicine

A 1434 1227 1298 1050 1119 1136 976 788 763 612
Cannabis

afFA 31 46 38 56 95 193 358 716 700 514
Cocaine

" FETEA " 2333 2272 1378 971 1275 1694 1529 916 801 511
Ecstasy

KeEE—EELEEAL 3065 3236 3122 2943 3510 4054 4202 3565 3274 3018
Abusers taking more than one type

of drugs

{EFTA #: 2 Mk sE Y E stk 187 198 196 21.1 242 291 319 264 230 21.8

% of all reported drug abusers
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Table 1d Reported drug abusers for 2000-2009 by age group by type of drugs
abused
AB No. of persons
iR / B SRR 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
Age group / type of drugs abused
“+—BELLF Aged under 21
R EED 749 428 267 137 112 87 53 62 62 79
Opiates (21.6) (133) (10.7) (75 (53) (39 (@1 @1 18 (24
LE L 747 426 266 137 112 85 51 62 62 78
Heroin (21.5) (13.3) (10.7) (7.5) (5.3) (38) (200 (21) (1.8) (2.3)
Yl - - @ - - - - - - -
Opium (-) ) (@) (-) (-) (-) (-) (-) (-) (-)
iz @ @ - - - - @ - - -
Morphine (@) (@) (-) (-) (-) ) (@) (-) (-) (-)
FEL12 / FELHE 6 @ - - @ - - - @ @
Physeptone / Methadone (0.2) (@) (-) (-) (@) (-) (-) (-) (@) (@)
f& E Rt FED 2845 2863 2276 1722 2052 2185 2525 2948 3423 3296
Psychotropic substances (82.1) (89.2) (91.2) (94.0) (96.5) (97.5) (99.0) (99.0) (98.8) (98.9)
7 7 1280 1919 1757 1153 1480 1368 1876 2392 2961 2809
Ketamine (36.9) (59.8) (70.4) (62.9) (69.6) (61.1) (73.5) (80.3) (85.5) (84.3)
=y | BREEM G /(U 42 30 34 92 92 82 67 52 36 42
Triazolam / Midazolam / Zopiclone (1.2) (0.9 (1.4) (50) (43) (3.7) (26) (1.7) (1.0) (1.3)
ZEIEM 2148 1904 1039 722 907 1325 1261 955 963 892
Amphetamines (62.0) (59.3) (41.6) (39.4) (42.6) (59.2) (49.4) (32.1) (27.8) (26.8)
B (" AL ") 1949 1701 928 635 814 1194 1088 631 540 397
MDMA (Ecstasy) (56.2) (53.0) (37.2) (34.7) (38.3) (53.3) (42.6) (21.2) (156) (11.9)
FEGIEMD (" ") 381 348 204 124 143 180 264 407 516 554
Methylamphetamine (Ice) (11.0) (10.8) (82) (6.8 (6.7) (80) (10.3) (13.7) (14.9) (16.6)
KM 736 557 647 524 543 572 475 363 312 247
Cannabis (21.2) (17.4) (25.9) (28.6) (25.5) (25.5) (18.6) (12.2) (9.0) (7.4)
B -FA] 9 12 14 10 20 58 170 356 326 @ 218
Cocaine (0.3)  (04) (0.6) (0.5) (0.9 (2.6) (6.7) (12.0) (94) (6.5)
1 #E 90 44 79 142 205 216 178 132 107 125
Cough medicine (2.6) (1.4) (3.2) (7.8 (9.6) (9.6) (7.0) (44) (31) (3.8)
T T - 11 44 31 120 152 343 273 227 183
Nimetazepam (-)  (03) (1.8 (L.7) (56) (6.8) (134) (9.2) (6.6) (5.5)
G 78 19 36 17 12 8 @ 7 10 @
Diazepam (2.2)  (0.6) (1.4) (0.9) (0.6) (04) (@) (02) (03 (@)
HREFE 61 48 65 52 29 27 12 10 - @
Organic solvents (1.8) (1.5) (2.6) (2.8 (14) (12) (0.5) (0.3) -) (@)
A I il 12 @ 9 12 17 25 24 13 23 12
Methaqualone 0.3) (@) (0.4) (0.7) (0.8) (1.1) (0.9) (04) (0.7) (0.4)
INEF 3467 3210 2496 1832 2127 2240 2551 2979 3463 3332
Sub-total
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Table 1d (Cont'd)

drugs abused

HERAHNBRBRELHEBIN I —FFFE_FThHF

Reported drug abusers for 2000-2009 by age group by type of

AB No. of persons

FiRiA] / WA 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
Age group / type of drugs abused
Zt+—B KL E Aged21 & over
R BEm 11492 11196 11613 10272 10116 9745 8090 7366 7203 6838
Opiates (88.7) (85.3) (86.4) (84.7) (81.6) (83.4) (76.2) (70.0) (67.0) (65.0)
pr3vaia 11441 11149 11560 10220 10035 9672 8067 7358 718 6823
Heroin (88.3) (85.0) (86.0) (84.3) (80.9) (82.7) (75.9) (69.9) (66.8) (64.9)
FBH 46 32 20 27 47 25 14 6 8 @
Opium 04) (0.2) (0.1) (0.2) (04) (0.2) (0.1) (0.1) (0.1) (@)
I 8 @ @ @ @ - @ @ @ -
Morphine o1 (@) (@ (@) (@) -) (@ (@ (@) (-)
FEH-3F /) 69 73 73 60 I35 200 52 41 46 45
Physeptone / Methadone (0.5)  (0.6) (0.5 (0.5) (1.1) (1.7) (0.5) (04) (0.4) (0.4)
GRS 2716 3159 3305 3497 4144 4150 4877 4961 4960 5128
Psychotropic substances (21.0) (24.1) (24.6) (28.8) (33.4) (355 (459 (@47.1) (46.1) (48.8)
E775 0k 325 87 935 801 1104 732 1204 1667 2138 2403
Ketamine (2.5)  (6.3) (7.0) (6.6) (89) (6.3) (11.3) (158) (19.9) (22.8)
Sy | BRER G FUC 885 872 1215 1475 1660 1952 2160 1783 1324 1353
Triazolam / Midazolam / Zopiclone ~ (6.8)  (6.6)  (9.0) (12.2) (13.4) (16.7) (20.3) (16.9) (12.3) (12.9)
LI 947 1125 817 746 936 1042 1006 971 1074 924
Amphetamines (7.3)  (86) (6.1) (6.2) (7.5) (89) (9.5) (9.2) (10.0) (8.8)
T (" L") 384 571 450 336 461 500 441 285 261 114
MDMA (Ecstasy) (3.0)  (44) (33 (2.8 (37) (43) (42) (27) (24) (LI
FEZAET (" ) 587 599 402 443 499 573 592 705 858 832
Methylamphetamine (Ice) (4.5)  (4.6) (3.0) (3.7) (40) (49 (56) (6.7) (8.0) (7.9)
A 698 670 651 526 576 564 501 425 451 365
Cannabis (54)  (51) (4.8 (4.3) (4.6) (4.8 (47) (400 (42) (3.5
o <A 22 34 24 46 75 135 188 360 374 296
Cocaine 0.2)  (0.3) (02) (04) (0.6) (1.2) (1.8) (34 (3.5 (2.8
Iz %% 218 247 298 405 453 490 577 469 460 545
Cough medicine (1.7)  (1.9)  (2.2) (3.3) (37) (42) (54) (45 (43) (52
T8 @ 6 39 49 105 75 116 108 83 88
Nimetazepam (@) (*)  (0.3) (04) (0.8 (0.6) (1.I) (1.0) (0.8  (0.8)
Eoi 21 37 49 46 44 21 27 17 24 12
Diazepam 0.2)  (0.3) (04) (04) (04) (0.2) (0.3) (02) (0.2) (0.1)
HIERE 24 13 14 11 16 9 15 7 @ @
Organic solvents 02) (0.1) (0.1) (0.1) (0.1) (0.1) (0.1) (01) (@) (@)
K IEE ] 11 9 9 10 @ @ 6 @ @ @
Methaqualone 0.1) (0.1) (0.1) (0.1) (@ (@) (1) (@) (@) (@)
INEF 12957 13123 13443 12128 12400 11691 10623 10527 10750 10518
Sub-total
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Table 1d (Cont'd)

drugs abused

HEBRAHNBRBRELHBIN TN —FFFE_FFT1SF

Reported drug abusers for 2000-2009 by age group by type of

AR No. of persons

fFinil R / RRESEER

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
Age group / type of drugs abused
FrE 4Ry All ages
SR BHEm 12241 11624 11880 10409 10228 9832 8143 7428 7265 6917
Opiates (745) (712) (74.5) (74.6) (70.4) (70.6) (61.8) (55.0) (51.1) (49.9)
poyiaa 12188 11575 11826 10357 10147 9757 8118 7420 7248 6901
Heroin (74.2)  (70.9) (74.2) (74.2) (69.8) (70.0) (61.6) (54.9) (51.0) (49.8)
A 46 32 21 27 47 25 14 6 8 @
Opium 0.3)  (02) (0.1) (0.2) (0.3) (0.2) (0.1) (*)  (0.1) (@)
I 9 @ @ @ @ - @ @ @ -
Morphine (0.1) (@) (@) (@) (@) (-) (@) (@) (@) (-)
FELT4F / FE00 75 75 73 60 136 200 52 4] 47 46
Physeptone / Methadone (0.5) (0.5) (0.5) (0.4) (0.9) (1.4) (0.4) (0.3) (0.3) (0.3)
EERE M FHm 5561 6022 5581 5219 6196 6335 7402 7909 8383 8424
Psychotropic substances (339) (36.9) (35.00 (37.4) (427) (455) (56.2) (58.6) (59.0) (60.8)
k75 1605 2746 2692 1954 2584 2100 3080 4059 5099 5212
Ketamine (9.8) (16.8) (16.9) (14.0) (17.8) (15.1) (23.4) (30.1) (35.9) (37.6)
gy | BREME R/ GEU v 927 902 1249 1567 1752 2034 2227 1835 1360 1395
Triazolam / Midazolam / Zopiclone ~ (5.6)  (5.5)  (7.8) (11.2) (12.1) (14.6) (16.9) (13.6) (9.6) (10.1)
ZIERET 3095 3029 1856 1468 1843 2367 2267 1926 2037 1816
Amphetamines (18.8) (18.5) (11.6) (10.5) (12.7) (17.0) (17.2) (14.3) (14.3) (13.1)
GEH SRS FEEA ) 2333 2272 1378 971 1275 1694 1529 916 801 511
MDMA (Ecstasy) (14.2) (13.9) (86) (7.0) (88) (I2.2) (11.6) (6.8 (56) (3.7)
FILZIERAT (" K) 968 947 606 567 642 753 856 1112 1374 138
Methylamphetamine (Ice) (5.9 (5.8 (3.8 (4.1) (44) (54) (6.5 (82) (9.7) (10.0)
A 1434 1227 1298 1050 1119 1136 976 788 763 612
Cannabis 87) (7.5) (8&1) (7.5) (7.7) (82) (74) (58 (54) (4.4
oj A 31 46 38 56 95 193 358 716 700 514
Cocaine 0.2)  (0.3) (0.2) (04) (0.7) (14) (2.7) (53) (49 (3.7
Iz & 308 291 377 547 658 706 755 601 567 670
Cough medicine (1.9)  (1.8) (24) (3.9 (45 (5.1) (57) (44) (4.00 (4.8
HHEGE @ 17 83 80 225 227 459 381 310 271
Nimetazepam (@) (0.1) (0.5) (0.6) (1.5) (1.6) (3.5) (2.8 (2.2) (2.0)
LE 99 56 85 63 56 29 30 24 34 16
Diazepam 0.6) (0.3) (0.5) (0.5 (04) (02) (02) (0.2) (0.2) (0.1)
F e 85 61 79 63 45 36 27 17 @ 7
Organic solvents 0.5)  (0.4) (0.5 (0.5 (0.3) (03) (02) (0.1) (@) (0.1)
7 125 il 23 10 18 22 21 28 30 14 28 14
Methaqualone 0.1) (0.1) (0.1) (0.2) (0.1) (0.2) (02) (0.1) (0.2) (0.1)
st 16424 16333 15939 13960 14527 13931 13174 13506 14213 13850
Total

R (D (@A R RREECEEN R ERRa SN EEmER -
Notes : More than one type of drugs abused may be reported for each individual drug abuser in a given year.
Q) FEIMANEFEIRME S FEIRAE N AP A R 28k e LA E VA L -

Figures in brackets refer to the proportions of all reported drug abusers with known drugs abused in the respective age groups.
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Table 1e Reported drug abusers for 2000-2009 by method of taking drugs
%*

N
WRBEIT A 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
Method of taking drugs
bE o 413 40.3 43.1 42.1 38.7 38.8 37.1 32.8 27.2 24.8
Injection
U AR 33.0 32.2 33.7 33.7 33.0 33.5 29.8 31.5 33.7 36.3
Fume inhaling
DI S T & 26.4 25.4 22.9 23.2 25.5 22.8 21.8 19.3 15.0 16.5
Smoking
154 5.6 9.2 10.0 9.0 10.6 12.4 19.7 26.6 34.9 36.3
Sniffing
LR 17.1 16.5 13.5 15.5 18.8 23.9 25.9 194 18.1 16.5

Oral ingestion

R (AR R R EEREAN TR E RSN R R ERITE -

Notes : More than one kind of method of taking drugs may be reported for each individual drug abuser in a given year.

* AGFTE B 2R R AR FE H L -

As a proportion of all reported reported abusers with known method of taking drugs.
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Table 1f Reported drug abusers for 2008 and 2009 by age group by place of
abusing drugs

SRR / R MM 2008 2009
Age group / place of abusing drugs AE{ No. %* B No. %%

“+—BELLT Aged under 21

BT 3336 97.3 3172 96.6
Hong Kong SAR

oh B A 437 12.8 420 12.8
Mainland of China

HAr 75 29 0.8 18 0.5

Other countries

“+—EE L E Aged 21 & over

BT 10 236 97.4 9984 95.6
Hong Kong SAR

oh B A 794 7.6 1038 9.9
Mainland of China

HAr 75 139 1.3 109 1.0

Other countries

FRrEfE® All ages

BT 13572 97.4 13 156 95.8
Hong Kong SAR

oh B A 1231 8.8 1458 10.6
Mainland of China

HAr 5 168 1.2 127 0.9

Other countries

HE () ARRERLMTRFRE-FEEANFERT R -
Notes : Statistics on place of abusing drugs were compiled only as from 2006.
(2) 1 51 BRI A TS N AT BRI — AR B At 7 -
More than one place of abusing drugs may be reported for each individual drug abuser in a given year.
* SRR W 2 AR R T R BRI E L -

As a proportion of all reported drug abusers with known place of abusing drugs.
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Table 1g Reported drug abusers for 2008 and 2009 by age group by locality of
abusing drugs

AR / BR T HRS 2008 2009
Age group / locality of abusing drugs AE{ No. %o * AB{ No. %

“+—BELLT Aged under 21

HER /[ BKEIZR 855 25.5 862 27.0
Home/Friend's home only

TR /[ AIKAIZR R HAth 3 B 1413 422 1 406 44.0
Home/Friend's home and other localities

A HAth 3 B 1079 322 928 29.0

Other localities only
H B Other localities

VS AN VPN -/ 1381 41.3 1386 43.4
Recreation area/public garden/public toilet

Hy1E / FAOK 1121 33.5 932 29.2
Disco/Karaoke

ghr / KE /B /S BB TR S & 235 7.0 241 7.5
Party gathering in club house/building/hotel/bar

&7 /S K& /B S B TR S & 224 6.7 307 9.6
Non-party gathering in club house/building/hotel/bar

ok /5 176 5.3 201 6.3
Night Club/Internet café

BT AR L 267 8.0 217 6.8
Electronic game centre

HHE / BRE /S HEA 83 2.5 147 4.6
Apartment/bungalow/rental area

B (2R &) 51 1.5 65 2.0

School (include school hostel)

“t+—E &L E Aged 21 & over

HER /| HEKBIR 5050 48.4 4797 46.4
Home/Friend's home only

%/ BARENZRE S oA B 3247 31.1 3303 32.0
Home/Friend's home and other localities

TR At 3 B 2131 20.4 2231 21.6

Other localities only
A HEE Other localities

B T/ ZNE S ZNET 3628 34.8 3879 37.5
Recreation area/public garden/public toilet

B4 S FAIOK 1214 11.6 1388 13.4
Disco/Karaoke

g7 /S K& S B ) BRI TH R S & 366 3.5 495 4.8
Party gathering in club house/building/hotel/bar

g7 /S KE /B S B TR S e 288 2.8 256 2.5
Non-party gathering in club house/building/hotel/bar

BT L 295 2.8 288 2.8
Electronic game centre

VI 220 2.1 252 2.4
Night Club/Internet café

HIE / EIE /AT 237 2.3 201 1.9

Apartment/bungalow/rental area
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Table 1g (Cont'd) Reported drug abusers for 2008 and 2009 by age group by locality

of abusing drugs

FEiRAER / B AMES 2008 2009
Age group / locality of abusing drugs B No. % * AB{ No. %o
i fER®S All ages
HEZR /| HEKBIR 5905 42.9 5659 41.8
Home/Friend's home only
ER /[ AHREVZE R HoAt 3 B 4 660 33.8 4709 34.8
Home/Friend's home and other localities
TR H A3 B 3210 23.3 3159 23.4

Other localities only

HHEL Other localities

VSN VPN -/ 5009 36.4 5265 38.9
Recreation area/public garden/public toilet

Hy1E /S FHOK 2335 17.0 2 320 17.2
Disco/Karaoke

ghr / KE /B /S BB TR S & 601 4.4 736 5.4
Party gathering in club house/building/hotel/bar

ghr / KE /B AR THIE R S & 512 3.7 563 4.2
Non-party gathering in club house/building/hotel/bar

BT L 562 4.1 505 3.7
Electronic game centre

ok /5 396 2.9 453 3.3
Night Club/Internet café

e / ERE /ST 320 2.3 348 2.6
Apartment/bungalow/rental area

B (2R &) 56 0.4 66 0.5

School (include school hostel)

R (D) ARREER BB T AR EFANEL TR -
Notes : Statistics on locality of abusing drugs were compiled only as from 2006.
(2) TR SR FHE AL FEN TR ERD N — R R E IR E -

More than one locality of abusing drugs may be reported for each individual reported drug abuser in a given year.

* AL FTE R AR B B A L

As a proportion of all reported drug abusers with known locality of abusing drugs.
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Table 1h Reported drug abusers for 2000-2009 by age group by reason for current

drug use

Op*

iR / HRRRELRE

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
Age group / reason for current drug use

—+—BRLLF Aged under 21
SR EZEAAE / BREZERAAITR—R 682 660 582 579 600 684 649 588 642 677
Peer influence/To identify with peers

iR / IB4EETE / R 282 264 27.6 287 314 404 413 413 442 511
Relief of boredom/Depression/Anxiety

e R 2 A I B 5 R 134 93 78 66 66 73 89 127 163 152
To avoid discomfort of its absence

HNFE 429 434 386 382 410 358 41.1 427 451 43.0
Curiosity

FORURGECE e AV S 445 39.6 389 327 346 434 424 374 339 336
To seek euphoria or sensory satisfaction

BT 63 BR 06 08 05 1.6 0.8 1.3 1.3 1.2 1.6 20
For self-medication

TR R 2.3 19 20 24 16 37 46 42 54 56
Under influence of the partner

HMJRA 2.1 07 08 05 03 038 1.1 07 03 0.1
Other reasons

“+—B LA E Aged 21 & over
TH|EZEA AR ) AFIEZERI ST —F 415 382 355 447 436 445 440 4377 457 487
Peer influence/To identify with peers

iRy / 1548 / FEE 203 222 289 249 274 346 397 405 444 480
Relief of boredom/Depression/Anxiety

00 R 2 A N B R 3 55.1 544 572 58.1 546 485 433 416 409 421
To avoid discomfort of its absence

HRNFE 229 204 197 238 228 292 327 339 313 275
Curiosity

FoRURGECE e AV S 184 187 178 101 93 147 176 21.5 220 23.1
To seek euphoria or sensory satisfaction

BT 6 BR 3.1 30 35 45 47 52 57 53 48 58
For self-medication

TR R 0.9 1.1 1.2 1.1 1.2 23 21 26 29 23
Under influence of the partner

HAMJRA 1.4 13 04 04 03 04 03 04 02 &
Other reasons
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Table 1h (Cont'd)

for current drug use

BFREANRAFRRERRAN IO —FFFZ-_FEAF

Reported drug abusers for 2000-2009 by age group by reason

%*
Il =] A

Sl / SRR ARRmRE 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
Age group / reason for current drug use
FrE 4R All ages
ZH|EZE AR ) AFIEZER ST —F 47.0 435 389 464 460 484 480 47.1 503 532
Peer influence/To identify with peers
iR / IB4EETE / R 220 23.0 287 254 280 355 400 407 443 487
Relief of boredom/Depression/Anxiety
e R 2 A I B 5 R 46,5 459 498 515 476 41.8 36.6 351 349 357
To avoid discomfort of its absence
HRiTFE 27.0 247 226 257 255 303 344 359 347 312
Curiosity
FORURGECE e AV S 238 226 209 13.0 13.1 194 224 251 250 256
To seek euphoria or sensory satisfaction
BT 63 BR 26 26 31 41 41 46 48 44 40 48
For self-medication
TR R 12 12 13 12 13 25 26 29 36 3.1
Under influence of the partner
HAt = A 1.6 12 05 04 03 05 04 05 02 0.1

Other reasons

HEE o (ERERRFEEELEN TR ERS N R R e ERE R -

Notes : More than one reason for current drug use may be reported for each individual reported drug abuser in a given year.

* SRR AR A A T A R R R A S R IR e SR R IR B WY E L -

As a proportion of all reported drug abusers with known reason for current drug use in the respective age groups.
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Table 1i Reported drug abusers for 2000-2009 by sex by age of first abuse
%
(=]
TRl / BRB AR 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
Sex / age of first abuse
5 Male
<12 2.7 2.7 3.1 3.1 3.3 3.4 3.4 3.0 3.0 3.0
12-15 307 301 305 303 309 323 337 336 350 359
16-17 208 208 197 196 199 204 206 200 213  20.1
18 -20 228 232 233 223 230 227 221 233 223 225
21-25 131 135 132 135 126 120 118 118 109 109
26 - 30 6.1 60 64 68 6.5 57 49 49 46 45
>3] 3.9 36 40 44 3.8 3.4 3.5 34 29 3.1
JNEF Sub-total 100.0  100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0
R R L 18 18 18 19 18 18 18 18 18 18
Mean age of first abuse
Zz Female
<12 1.6 1.5 1.6 20 1.7 1.8 1.6 20 1.7 2.2
12-15 377 348 336 306 286 299 331 364 376 402
16-17 226 207 212 193 186 172 166 162 165 173
18 -20 190 211 213 221 234 206 213 208 194 181
21-25 104 120 119 142 166 176 134 117 127 110
26 - 30 49 65 56 66 72 80 90 78 72 55
>3] 3.9 3.5 4.8 52 40 48 50 5.1 49 57
JNEF Sub-total 100.0  100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
R R L 18 18 18 19 19 19 19 19 19 18
Mean age of first abuse
Br&%Et Both sexes
<12 26 26 29 29 3.1 3.2 3.1 29 28 2.8
12-15 317 308 310 304 305 319 336 340 355 367
16-17 21,0 208 199 195 196 199 199 194 204 196
18 -20 222 229 230 223 231 223 220 229 218 217
21-25 127 133 130 136 132 130 121 118 112 109
26 - 30 59 6.1 62 6.7 6.6 6.1 56 54 5.1 4.7
>3] 3.9 36 4.1 4.5 3.8 3.7 3.7 3.7 3.2 3.6
2} Total 100.0  100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0
BRI AEERZS4E# Mean age of first abuse
A 2 S 2 18 18 18 19 18 18 18 18 18 18
All reported drug abusers
B e A MY At e e 15 16 16 16 16 15 15 15 15 15

Reported drug abusers under 21
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Table 1j Reported drug abusers for 2000-2009 by age group by economic activity status
%

I 3 31

SR/ ERERRL 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

Age group / economic activity status

“+—BELLF Aged under 21

2 TIEANL 31.2 35.2 32.7 29.8 31.5 29.6 30.3 30.8 31.4 25.9

Full-time worker

B/ R AE AL 6.9 5.9 6.0 6.7 8.0 10.6 9.8 9.8 10.1 10.1

Casual/Part-time worker

LFEANL 38.5 33.3 37.2 372 372 31.1 32.5 280 283 30.9

Unemployed

R AL 0.2 0.3 0.1 0.3 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.3

Home-maker

% 204 239 22.7 25.0 21.9 26.4 23.7 26.5 26.5 30.5

Student

HoAr 2.8 1.4 1.3 1.0 1.1 2.0 3.5 4.7 3.6 2.4

Others

N Sub-total 100.0  100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0

“+—E KL E Aged 21 & over

EX ARG 37.8 36.8 32.6 31.1 27.3 29.5 31.2 32.9 32.4 33.2

Full-time worker

B/ R AE AL 6.5 7.4 7.4 6.0 6.4 7.0 7.0 7.5 9.8 11.1

Casual/Part-time worker

LFEANL 517 516 552 586  61.8 58.5 57.0 548 514  49.1

Unemployed

R AL 14 1.6 2.0 1.8 1.8 1.7 1.8 1.6 1.9 1.9

Home-maker

% 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.2

Student

BIRA L 2.0 1.8 2.0 1.9 22 2.4 1.8 1.9 22 2.4

Retired person

HA 0.5 0.6 0.6 0.5 0.3 0.8 0.9 1.1 2.0 2.1

Others

/NE- Sub-total 100.0  100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0
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Table 1j (Cont'd) Reported drug abusers for 2000-2009 by age group by economic
activity status

Yo

SRR/ SRR 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

Age group / economic activity status

FrE 4Ry All ages

EX ARG 36.3 36.4 32.6 30.9 27.9 29.5 31.1 32.4 32.2 31.5
Full-time worker

B/ R AE AL 6.6 7.1 7.2 6.1 6.6 7.5 7.6 8.0 9.9 10.9
Casual/Part-time worker

HSFEAL 489 478 52.3 55.6 58.1 54.1 522 489 457 4438
Unemployed

R AL 1.2 1.3 1.6 1.6 1.6 1.5 14 1.3 1.5 1.5
Home-maker

B 45 5.1 3.9 3.6 3.5 4.4 48 6.0 6.7 7.4
Student

BIRA L 1.6 1.5 1.7 1.6 1.8 2.0 1.5 1.5 1.7 1.8
Retired person

HA 1.0 0.8 0.7 0.6 0.4 1.0 1.4 1.9 24 2.1
Others

H=f Total 100.0  100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0

- 64 -



% 1k BFREHBRHEFT AN —FEFFE_SEAFHERRFE
Table 1k Reported drug abusers for 2000-2009 by age group by educational
attainment

Yo

iR /| BEAKE
Age group / 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

educational attainment

—+—BRELF Aged under 21

HZEHE / SHEEREREE 0.1 - 0.2 0.1 0.1 - 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
No schooling/kindergarten

INEFEFE 2.3 2.2 2.4 2.4 2.1 1.4 14 1.7 1.3 1.5
Primary

YIFIEE (h—2h=) 710  66.5 68.3 67.1 66.8 682 667 693 66.7 664
Lower secondary (Forms 1 to 3)

=R (hrhzEdgt) 264 309 286 299 297 298 314 284  31.1 31.5
Upper secondary (Forms 4 to 7)

HEHERE 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.5 1.2 0.6 0.5 0.5 0.7 0.5
Tertiary

/hEf Sub-total 100.0  100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0

“t+—BRIIE Aged 21 & over

HZEHE / SHEEREREE 2.7 2.5 2.6 2.3 2.3 2.4 2.1 1.8 2.0 1.9
No schooling/kindergarten

INEFEFE 35.4 33.4 33.3 33.3 34.9 35.2 33.3 31.1 29.7 27.5
Primary

VIFEE (h—F2d=) 473 479 469 467 466 470 479 504 506 516
Lower secondary (Forms 1 to 3)

EHREE (hrhzEdgt) 13.5 15.3 15.9 16.2 15.2 14.4 15.5 15.5 16.5 17.8
Upper secondary (Forms 4 to 7)

HEHERE 1.0 0.9 1.4 1.5 1.0 1.0 1.2 1.1 1.2 1.2
Tertiary

/hEf Sub-total 100.0  100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0

FiE4ER All ages

HZEHE / SHEEREREE 2.1 2.0 2.2 2.0 2.0 2.0 1.7 1.4 1.5 1.5
No schooling/kindergarten

INEFEFE 28.1 26.8 28.2 29.0 30.0 29.8 27.0 24.6 22.8 21.3
Primary

YIFIEE (h—2h=) 52.5 51.8 504  49.5 496 503 516 546 545 55.2
Lower secondary (Forms 1 to 3)

EHREE (hrhzEdgt) 16.3 18.6 18.0 18.1 17.3 16.9 18.6 184  20.1 21.1
Upper secondary (Forms 4 to 7)

HEHERE 0.9 0.8 1.3 14 1.0 0.9 1.0 1.0 1.1 1.0
Tertiary

HEF Total 100.0  100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0
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Reported drug abusers for 2000-2009 by ethnicity

Yo

ffR Ethnicity

2000

2001

2002

2003

2004

2005

2006

2007

2008

2009

=N
Chinese
JEFE A
Non-chinese
BEE A
Vietnamese

femA
Nepalese

ENREAEEEEHTH A
w LA LR R A
Indian/ Pakistani/

Bangladeshi/ Sri Lankan

FEREEN
Filipino
SUEYN

Indonesian

REIN
Thai

EAEPN
British

HAh
Others

7=l Total

96.1

1.9

0.9

0.2

0.2

0.2

0.2

0.4

100.0

96.2

1.6

1.1

0.2

0.1

0.1

0.2

0.2

0.3

100.0

95.6

1.7

1.5

0.3

0.2

0.1

0.1

0.2

0.4

100.0

95.1

1.8

1.6

0.5

0.2

0.1

0.2

0.2

0.4

100.0

95.7

1.6

1.7

0.3

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.3

100.0

95.0

2.1

1.4

04

0.2

0.2

0.2

0.4

100.0

95.0

2.0

1.4

0.5

0.3

0.1

0.3

0.2

0.4

100.0

94.7

2.1

1.4

0.5

0.4

0.2

0.2

0.1

04

100.0

94.6

23

1.4

0.6

0.1

0.1

0.2

0.1

0.7

100.0

94.8

2.0

1.7

0.6

0.1

0.1

0.2

0.6

100.0
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Table Im  Reported drug abusers for 2000-2009 by sex by marital status by whether

partner took drugs

%
R / SEERR B /
ﬁﬁﬂg¥§%§?&ﬁ; 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
Sex / marital status /
whether partner took drugs
B Male
HR4 Never married 64.7 64.8 61.3 59.3 58.3 56.0 58.9 59.9 59.9 59.8
ELS/E]JF Married/Cohabiting 26.4 26.2 28.5 30.1 30.1 32.9 30.7 30.1 30.3 30.2
1RGN 7.0 7.0 7.1 6.6 7.5 7.0 8.0 7.5 8.7 9.9
Partner took drugs
TR G 93.0 93.0 92.9 93.4 92.5 93.0 92.0 92.5 91.3 90.1
Partner did not take drugs
{2 Widowed 0.9 0.8 0.8 0.9 1.0 0.8 1.1 0.7 0.6 0.5
B4 J& Divorced/Separated 8.0 8.2 9.3 9.7 10.5 10.3 9.3 9.3 9.2 9.5
/NFF Sub-total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
% Female
HR4 Never married 65.1 61.7 58.2 55.3 61.5 61.7 67.1 65.7 64.3 62.5
ELS/A]JF Married/Cohabiting 24.4 27.0 28.9 28.8 25.0 26.3 21.5 22.5 24.7 27.6
1EEE IR 46.1 50.8 47.9 42.5 42.8 40.1 38.2 39.2 44.7 62.6
Partner took drugs
TR G 53.9 49.2 52.1 57.5 57.2 59.9 61.8 60.8 55.3 37.4
Partner did not take drugs
{2 Widowed 1.6 1.7 1.9 2.2 1.9 1.4 3.0 1.5 1.1 1.0
B4 J& Divorced/Separated 9.0 9.6 11.0 13.7 11.6 10.6 8.4 10.3 10.0 8.8
/NFF Sub-total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
B4 4Et Both sexes
FR4 Never married 64.7 64.3 60.8 58.7 58.8 57.0 60.4 60.9 60.7 60.3
ELS/A] & Married/Cohabiting 26.1 26.3 28.6 29.9 29.3 31.8 29.1 28.8 29.2 29.7
1EEE IR 13.9 14.6 15.0 12.8 13.7 12.5 12.6 12.5 16.0 22.8
Partner took drugs
TR G 86.1 85.4 85.0 87.2 86.3 87.5 87.4 87.5 84.0 77.2
Partner did not take drugs
{2 Widowed 1.0 0.9 1.0 1.1 1.2 0.9 14 0.8 0.7 0.6
B4 J& Divorced/Separated 8.1 8.4 9.6 10.3 10.7 10.3 9.1 9.4 9.4 9.3
#E=f Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

HEE . REBTEEEEREIENPEEE FEOHRERRHEENE T -

Note :  Figures in italics refer to the proportions of the married/cohabiting reported drug abusers in the respective sex groups.
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Table 1n Reported drug abusers for 2000-2009 by age group by district of

residence
Yo
FiREH / EEEE 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
Age group / district of residence
—+—BRELT Aged under 21
ST 33 4.1 1.8 2.1 14 2.2 1.3 14 1.0 0.8
Central & Western
Er 0.9 1.4 1.0 1.1 1.1 1.1 0.7 0.8 0.4 0.5
Wan Chai
W 4.2 4.6 4.2 5.1 4.0 5.7 5.1 5.0 5.2 5.5
Eastern
HE 6.2 7.1 7.4 10.1 9.3 8.8 7.9 7.7 5.2 5.2
Southern
THERHT 4.5 5.6 42 4.9 54 5.3 4.8 4.3 4.0 3.6
Yau Tsim Mong
K 4.1 3.8 4.3 35 35 35 4.4 3.7 7.0 5.1
Sham Shui Po
JLEEH 34 42 34 2.2 2.5 1.9 2.1 1.7 2.2 1.6
Kowloon City
A 5.1 5.6 6.4 6.8 7.2 5.3 4.0 7.4 6.6 4.5
Wong Tai Sin
b 10.8 11.2 9.2 6.9 6.2 6.3 7.1 8.2 7.8 7.8
Kwun Tong
P 7.4 7.2 9.0 7.6 8.1 7.9 8.1 6.9 8.8 9.3
Kwai Tsing
ZE 35 35 4.5 4.6 4.2 1.6 2.2 2.4 2.2 2.5
Tsuen Wan
e 10.6 8.0 6.9 6.8 6.5 9.0 9.2 7.0 7.3 7.0
Tuen Mun
JCEA 7.5 7.7 8.5 8.3 8.8 6.9 8.3 13.0 11.8 12.9
Yuen Long
JEE 10.3 6.9 8.0 11.4 11.7 13.3 11.4 10.1 11.3 10.6
North
KEf 7.7 6.4 5.6 35 5.2 6.0 6.9 5.0 6.4 8.5
Tai Po
VWH 6.3 7.5 7.8 6.2 5.2 6.6 9.6 6.9 54 6.3
Sha Tin
e 3.6 4.1 5.5 44 4.8 4.2 3.3 34 2.7 33
Sai Kung
[Erig = 0.6 1.1 2.5 44 5.0 4.4 3.8 5.3 4.6 5.0
Islands
/Nt Sub-total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0
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Table 1In (Cont'd) Reported drug abusers for 2000-2009 by age group by district of
residence
Yo
FIRR] / EEE 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
Age group / district of residence
“+—BRELE Aged 21 & over
ST 2.3 2.0 2.0 2.1 1.8 2.1 1.8 2.2 1.6 1.7
Central & Western
Er 2.4 25 2.7 2.7 25 22 23 23 23 1.9
Wan Chai
HE 6.3 6.3 5.7 5.5 4.8 4.8 53 4.9 4.6 5.0
Eastern
HE 3.1 3.6 3.3 3.0 3.3 3.4 3.5 3.4 3.5 2.6
Southern
THERHT 9.5 9.7 11.0 10.9 12.2 10.5 10.5 10.5 10.9 10.6
Yau Tsim Mong
K 10.9 10.7 11.3 11.6 11.5 11.2 11.9 11.7 12.4 12.0
Sham Shui Po
JLEEH 5.8 5.1 4.6 4.6 4.2 4.3 4.0 4.4 4.0 3.5
Kowloon City
A 8.5 8.6 8.0 7.8 6.9 7.9 7.9 7.3 7.3 6.5
Wong Tai Sin
b 10.3 9.8 9.9 10.0 9.4 10.5 10.5 9.2 9.7 8.5
Kwun Tong
K 6.1 5.9 5.8 5.5 5.9 5.4 5.8 6.4 6.0 6.9
Kwai Tsing
ZE 5.0 5.1 4.8 4.7 5.2 5.1 4.5 4.3 3.7 4.0
Tsuen Wan
e 7.6 7.8 7.7 8.2 8.3 8.4 8.1 8.1 8.0 8.2
Tuen Mun
JCEA 6.4 6.9 6.9 7.2 7.8 7.7 7.1 8.0 8.3 8.8
Yuen Long
JEE 3.7 3.6 3.4 3.6 3.7 3.9 3.5 3.8 4.2 4.7
North
KEf 3.4 3.6 3.7 3.7 3.5 3.7 4.0 3.1 3.3 4.1
Tai Po
VWH 5.6 5.4 5.5 5.2 5.2 5.4 5.4 5.7 5.4 6.0
Sha Tin
iE 2.1 2.4 2.8 2.8 2.5 2.1 2.6 2.7 3.0 3.0
Sai Kung
B 0.9 0.8 1.1 1.0 1.4 14 1.5 1.9 1.8 2.1
Islands
/Nt Sub-total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0
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Table 1In (Cont'd) Reported drug abusers for 2000-2009 by age group by district of
residence
Yo
FiRES / EEEE 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
Age group / district of residence
B4R All ages
ST 2.5 2.5 2.0 2.1 1.7 2.1 1.7 2.0 1.5 1.5
Central & Western
Er 2.1 23 2.4 25 23 2.0 1.9 1.9 1.8 1.6
Wan Chai
HE 5.8 6.0 5.5 54 4.7 4.9 5.2 4.9 4.7 5.1
Eastern
T 3.8 43 4.0 4.0 4.2 43 44 44 3.9 32
Southern
THERHT 8.4 8.9 9.8 10.1 11.2 9.7 9.3 9.1 9.2 8.9
Yau Tsim Mong
K 9.4 9.3 10.1 10.4 10.3 10.0 10.4 9.8 11.0 10.3
Sham Shui Po
JLEEH 53 49 44 4.2 3.9 3.9 3.6 3.8 3.6 3.0
Kowloon City
A 7.7 8.0 7.7 7.7 7.0 7.5 7.1 7.3 7.1 6.0
Wong Tai Sin
b 10.4 10.1 9.8 9.5 8.9 9.8 9.8 9.0 9.2 8.4
Kwun Tong
K 6.4 6.2 6.4 5.8 6.2 5.8 6.2 6.5 6.7 7.5
Kwai Tsing
ZE 4.7 4.7 4.7 4.7 5.1 4.5 4.0 3.9 3.3 3.6
Tsuen Wan
e 8.3 7.9 7.5 8.0 8.0 8.5 8.3 7.8 7.8 7.9
Tuen Mun
JCEH 6.7 7.1 7.2 7.4 8.0 7.6 7.3 9.2 9.1 9.8
Yuen Long
JLE 5.2 43 4.1 4.7 4.9 54 5.1 53 6.0 6.1
North
KEf 4.3 4.2 4.0 3.7 3.8 4.1 4.6 3.6 4.1 5.2
Tai Po
VWH 5.8 5.9 5.9 5.4 5.2 5.6 6.2 6.0 54 6.1
Sha Tin
e 2.4 2.8 32 3.0 2.8 2.4 2.7 2.8 2.9 3.1
Sai Kung
B 0.8 0.9 1.3 1.5 1.9 1.9 1.9 2.7 2.5 2.8
Islands
7 Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0
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Table 10 Reported drug abusers for 2000-2009 by type of quarters

%
B RArsE 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
Type of quarters
Z BB EEEEA 55.9 54.1 53.7 53.1 53.0 56.6 57.7 58.1 57.6 58.4
Public and aided rental blocks
EHEAHEREE 3.5 4.2 4.4 3.5 3.5 2.7 2.8 2.9 2.9 2.8
Home ownership estates
NS 33.2 34.6 35.3 36.6 36.8 38.5 37.6 37.3 38.1 37.0
Private housing
HAit B E 7.4 7.1 6.7 6.7 6.7 2.2 1.8 1.7 1.3 1.8
Others
FEEF Total 100.0  100.0  100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0  100.0
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Table 1p Reported drug abusers for 2000-2009 by age group by whether previously
convicted
Yo
|
il / gﬁﬁmggﬁ.ﬁ . 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
Age group / whether previously convicted
—+—3RELF Aged under 21
BEILIELA# Previously convicted 360 349 354 381 406 387 394 414 40.0 43.0
HEHE AR 6.3 7.0 7.3 80 113 8.1 8.3 94 115 169
only drug-related offences
HEHAMIET 132 127 139 162 168 239 270 275 235 205
only other offences
HFE N E R A A ST 157 144 13,6 132 119 5.1 3.1 4.0 4.5 5.0
both drug-related and other offences
BT AEE 0.8 0.8 0.6 0.7 0.7 1.6 1.0 0.6 0.6 0.7
offences unknown
REHFILIEAI S Not previously convicted 640 651 646 619 594 613 606 586 60.0 57.0
/it Sub-total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
“t+—E LA E Aged 21 & over
BEILIEL# Previously convicted 844 820 812 812 848 867 863 851 835 825
H L E AR 217 21.0 206 181 21.5 293 364 338 19.8 29.6
only drug-related offences
HEHEMIE!T 5.1 5.0 53 6.3 6.7 87 108 114 118 8.3
only other offences
s LA R A IR T 574 560 552 56.6 564 484 390 398 509 443
both drug-related and other offences
SEITANEE 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.4 0.1 0.2 1.0 0.3
offences unknown
REHFIELIELI S Not previously convicted 15,6 18.0 188 188 152 133 13.7 149 165 175
/it Sub-total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
FrE 4 All ages
DHEIIFER§E Previously convicted 742 724 743 756 787 796 77.6 757 732 734
HEHE AR 185 181 186 168 20.1 26.1 31.2 285 17.8 26.6
only drug-related offences
HEHEMIET 6.8 6.5 6.6 7.6 81 109 138 149 146 11.1
only other offences
HTE A R A A ST 48.6 475 489 509 503 420 324 321 399 352
both drug-related and other offences
BT AEE 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.3 0.6 0.3 0.2 0.9 0.4
offences unknown
REBFILIEAI S Not previously convicted 258 276 257 244 213 204 224 243 268 26.6
#El Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
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Table 2a Newly/previously reported drug abusers in 2009 by sex by age

S . l*a“’kﬁ%ﬁ%‘ . HEHRE
Sex / age ewly reported persons Previously reported persons
AR No. %o B No. P
B Male
<12 @ @ - -
12-15 290 6.6 68 0.7
16-17 469 10.7 228 2.4
18 -20 662 15.1 493 5.2
< 21 /)it Sub-total 1425 32.4 789 8.3
21-30 1087 24.7 1692 17.8
31-40 380 8.6 2038 21.4
41 -50 160 3.6 1639 17.2
> 51 39 0.9 1912 20.1
> 21 /)\FF Sub-total 1666 37.9 7 281 76.5
ZN5f Sub-total 3091 70.3 8070 84.8
SEEY4ERS  Mean age 24 39
% Female
<12 @ @ - -
12-15 335 7.6 59 0.6
16-17 235 5.3 107 1.1
18 -20 228 5.2 179 1.9
< 21 /)Ff Sub-total 800 18.2 345 3.6
21-30 318 7.2 360 3.8
31-40 128 2.9 450 4.7
41 -50 47 1.1 193 2.0
> 51 12 0.3 95 1.0
> 21 //FF Sub-total 505 11.5 1098 11.5
ZN5f Sub-total 1305 29.7 1443 15.2
SEEYEHS  Mean age 21 31
B4 4Et Both sexes
<12 6 0.1 - -
12-15 625 14.2 127 1.3
16-17 704 16.0 335 3.5
18 -20 890 20.2 672 7.1
< 21 /)Ff Sub-total 2225 50.6 1134 11.9
21-30 1 405 32.0 2 052 21.6
31-40 508 11.6 2 488 26.2
41 -50 207 4.7 1832 19.3
> 51 51 1.2 2 007 21.1
> 21 //FF Sub-total 2171 49.4 8379 88.1
Rt Total 4 396 100.0 9513 100.0
SEEYEES  Mean age 23 38

R (SRR E R SR E RN TR R E T E O -

Note : As a percentage of all reported drug abusers in the respective newly/previously reported groups.
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Table 2b Newly/previously reported drug abusers in 2009 by age group by type of

drugs abused

SRR / BRI il _ BmREE
Age group / type of drugs abused Newly reported persons Previously reported persons
AB( No. % * AB( No. % *
Z+—BRELF Aged under 21
LS 32 1.5 46 4.1
Heroin
& EAF I E 2187 99.4 1109 98.0
Psychotropic substances
ZHT 1838 83.5 971 85.8
Ketamine
=My ) BRER sy S RV E 30 1.4 12 1.1
Triazolam / Midazolam / Zopiclone
LIEM 604 27.5 288 254
Amphetamines
I SRR (" FETAL") 265 12.0 132 1.7
MDMA (Ecstasy)
HRZTEMHT (" 2K") 378 17.2 176 15.5
Methylamphetamine (Ice)
% 60 2.7 65 5.7
Cough medicine
At 154 7.0 93 8.2
Cannabis
af-KA 116 5.3 102 9.0
Cocaine
B PEE 117 5.3 66 5.8
Nimetazepam
R @ @ - -
Organic solvents
/©FF Sub-total 2200 1132
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Table 2b (Cont'd)  Newly/previously reported drug abusers in 2009 by age group
by type of drugs abused
ERART / B AR ERBERE  BEEEE
Age group / type of drugs abused Newly reported persons Previously reported persons
AE No. P AE{ No. %
“t+—BRIIE Aged 21 & over
AT 456 21.2 6367 76.1
Heroin
EEFE WG 1738 80.8 3390 40.5
Psychotropic substances
k2725 1142 53.1 1261 15.1
Ketamine
=Wy /) BREM sy ) RV E 72 3.3 1281 15.3
Triazolam / Midazolam / Zopiclone
ZIERET 259 12.0 665 7.9
Amphetamines
A g B TE M (" FETEAL ") 58 2.7 56 0.7
MDMA (Ecstasy)
HFEZTEMHT (" k") 209 9.7 623 7.4
Methylamphetamine (Ice)
2 183 8.5 362 4.3
Cough medicine
A 155 7.2 210 2.5
Cannabis
ajRA 107 5.0 189 2.3
Cocaine
T T 35 1.6 53 0.6
Nimetazepam
Vel 2yl - - @ @
Organic solvents
ZNFf Sub-total 2151 8 367
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Table 2b (Cont'd)  Newly/previously reported drug abusers in 2009 by age group
by type of drugs abused
SERAT / B ABREE ERBERE  BEEEE
Age group / type of drugs abused Newly reported persons Previously reported persons
AE No. P AE{ No. %
FiE4ER All ages
AT 488 11.2 6413 67.5
Heroin
EEFE WG 3925 90.2 4499 47.4
Psychotropic substances
k2725 2 980 68.5 2232 23.5
Ketamine
=Wy /) BREM sy ) RV E 102 2.3 1293 13.6
Triazolam / Midazolam / Zopiclone
ZIERET 863 19.8 953 10.0
Amphetamines
A g B TE M (" FETEAL ") 323 7.4 188 2.0
MDMA (Ecstasy)
HFEZTEMHT (" k") 587 13.5 799 8.4
Methylamphetamine (Ice)
I & 243 5.6 427 4.5
Cough medicine
A 309 7.1 303 3.2
Cannabis
ajRA 223 5.1 291 3.1
Cocaine
T T 152 3.5 119 1.3
Nimetazepam
Vel 2yl @ @ @ @
Organic solvents
A Total 4351 9499

R EREREHFETEFANTHERRES EEmnEE -
Notes : More than one type of drugs abused may be reported for each individual reported drug abuser in a given year.
* GAEAHRR A S R Gk 2 HAE R A AT i 2 SRR E L -

As a proportion of reported drug abusers in the respective age and newly/previously reported groups.
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Table 2¢ Newly/previously reported drug abusers in 2009 by reason for current
drug use

B A IR R HRBEHH | EHEHE

Reason for current drug use Newly reported persons Previously reported persons
AB{ No. % AB{ No. p*

G R A R B o T ECE AR 610 15.5 4093 44.2

To avoid discomfort of its absence

ZRIEZEA L / AFIEZEALFTR—A 2236 56.9 4783 51.7

Peer influence/To identify with peers

Ry / 1EE TR / FEE 1816 46.2 4 605 49.8

Relief of boredom/Depression/Anxiety

HIR =T 1 652 42.1 2461 26.6

Curiosity

FHORTRECECE RE HATR 2 953 24.3 2419 26.1

To seek euphoria or sensory satisfaction

Kt Total 3928 9255

R ERI E W HEE N T 2 ) — R R E R A -
Notes : More than one reason for current drug use may be reported for each individual reported drug abuser in a given year.
*ETEARRHE R O w2 B A NPT A e R R S R E oL -

As a percentage of all reported drug abusers in the respective newly/previously reported groups.

% 2d BEERBRERFRI T —_FFEALFER/CHERRFE
Table 2d Newly/previously reported drug abusers in 2009 by age of first abuse

BRERELER BHREEHE BHERE
Age of first abuse Newly reported persons Previously reported persons
A B No. % AB{ No. %

<12 28 0.8 332 3.6
12-15 1079 31.3 3580 38.8
16 - 17 650 18.8 1 835 19.9
18-20 699 20.3 2 048 22.2
21-25 503 14.6 884 9.6
26 - 30 223 6.5 371 4.0
>31 267 7.7 187 2.0
RESf Total 3449 100.0 9237 100.0

EH RN R 19 17

Mean age of first abuse
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Table 2e Newly/previously reported drug abusers in 2009 by economic activity status
BRGEEHE BHERE

KREENR Newly reported persons Previously reported persons

Economic activity status AR No. % AR No. %

2B T/EAL 1414 36.3 2745 29.5

Full-time worker

BT/ FEB TR AT 398 10.2 1039 11.2

Casual/Part-time worker

FKEANL 1226 31.4 4692 50.4

Unemployed

(RS YN 50 1.3 153 1.6

Home-maker

B4 734 18.8 242 2.6

Student

BRIRA @ @ 235 2.5

Retired person

oA 75 1.9 207 22

Others

R, Total 3900 100.0 9313 100.0

& 2 BEHFTRFHNTH—FEFLFER/EBRERRES
Table 2f Newly/previously reported drug abusers in 2009 by educational

attainment
BXHBEHRE GHRERE

HEAP Newly reported persons Previously reported persons
Educational attainment A No. % AEBf No. %
WZBHE / HIEEREE 15 0.4 177 1.9
No schooling/kindergarten
IINEERETE 240 6.2 2571 27.6
Primary
YIPEE (h—2fh=) 2296 58.9 4990 53.6
Lower secondary (Forms 1 to 3)
SRR (hHEft) 1274 32.7 1509 16.2
Upper secondary (Forms 4 to 7)
HEHEEE 75 1.9 62 0.7
Tertiary
Rz Total 3900 100.0 9 309 100.0
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Table 2g Newly/previously reported drug abusers in 2009 by sex by marital status

by whether partner took drugs

R / SRS /
BEEARE BRXRHEEHE BHREHE
Sex / marital status / Newly reported persons Previously reported persons
whether partner took drugs AE No. % AE No. %
B Male
A4 Never married 2299 84.3 4 044 51.3
.45 / [E]J& Married/Cohabiting 368 13.5 2 839 36.0
FEIE TR 20 11.2 156 9.7
Partner took drugs
1N SR # 158 88.8 1446 90.3
Partner did not take drugs
iR / B Widowed @ @ 51 0.6
WA / 47 J& Divorced/Separated 58 2.1 945 12.0
/NF1 Sub-total 2727 100.0 7 879 100.0
% Female
A4 Never married 908 78.8 701 493
.45 / [E]J& Married/Cohabiting 193 16.8 518 36.5
HFIEHRZ 83 57.2 279 64.4
Partner took drugs
1N SR # 62 42.8 154 35.6
Partner did not take drugs
iR / B Widowed @ @ 22 1.5
WA / 47 J& Divorced/Separated 46 4.0 180 12.7
/NF1 Sub-total 1152 100.0 1421 100.0

H4 4%t Both sexes

A4 Never married 3207 82.7 4745 51.0
.45 / [E]J& Married/Cohabiting 561 14.5 3357 36.1
FEIEE R 103 31.9 435 214
Partner took drugs
FEIE R R 220 68.1 1 600 78.6
Partner did not take drugs
iR / B Widowed 7 0.2 73 0.8
WA / 47 J& Divorced/Separated 104 2.7 1125 12.1
Rsf Total 3879 100.0 9300 100.0

R BB R TEELS /FEA RN BT L

Note :  Figures in italics refer to the proportions of the married/cohabiting reported drug abusers in the respective sex groups.
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Table 3a  Reported drug abusers in 2009 by sex by age by common type of drugs
abused
=g/
D =Ry
P T fE
Triazolam/ 1573
R E €M midazolam/  "¥K" Cough Kbk aRE HEEA" BEER
Heroin Ketamine  zopiclone Ice medicine  Cannabis = Cocaine Ecstasy Nimetazepam
MR / El B, B, AB o, AB, AE , AK , AE , AK AB
Sex / age No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No.
B Male
<16 @ @ 315 60 @ @ 4 32 13 19 20 33 10 19 45 88 12 44
16 - 20 61 09 1548 297 11 08 242 175 85 127 164 268 167 325 182 356 96 354
21 -30 707 102 1625 312 159 114 243 175 245 366 193 315 166 323 73 143 48 177
>31 5209 755 345 66 961 689 348 251 271 404 142 232 77 150 20 39 16 59
/NFf Sub-total 5978 866 3833 735 1134 813 877 633 614 916 519 848 420 817 320 626 172 635
% Female
<16 @ @ 321 62 9 06 9 71 8 12 2 36 9 18 8 157 28 103
16 -20 12 02 625 120 19 14 169 122 19 28 41 67 32 62 90 176 47 173
21 -30 192 28 381 73 46 33 116 84 12 18 17 28 31 60 19 37 23 85
>31 715 104 52 10 187 134 125 90 17 25 13 21 22 43 @ @ @ @
/NFf Sub-total 923 134 1379 265 261 187 509 367 56 84 93 152 94 183 191 374 99 365
B4-&EF Both sexes
<16 @ @ 636 122 12 09 143 103 21 31 42 69 19 37 125 245 40 148
16 -20 73 11 2173 417 30 22 411 297 104 155 205 335 199 387 272 532 143 528
21-30 899 130 2006 385 205 147 359 259 257 384 210 343 197 383 92 180 71 262
>31 5924 858 397 7.6 1148 823 473 341 288 430 155 253 99 193 22 43 17 63
M Total 6901 100.0 5212 100.0 1395 100.0 138 100.0 670 100.0 612 100.0 514 100.0 511 100.0 271 100.0
SEFERE Mean age 43 21 39 27 29 25 25 19 20
R (ER R BRI RN R R SR L

Note :
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Table 3b Reported drug abusers in 2009 by district of residence by common type
of drugs abused

=ny/

DR 2R My /

L 5

Triazolam/ 1578 -1

W WA  midazolam/ ")k Cough Kk kA HEA"  REPER
Heroin Ketamine  zopiclone Ice medicine Cannabis Cocaine Ecstasy Nimetazepam

BN ABC ., A, A, A, A, M, B, AB . AR,
District of residence No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No.
hPEE 1117 45 09 38 28 20 15 19 29 12 20 @ @ @ @ @ e
Central & Western
Ny 156 24 23 0.5 25 1.8 16 1.2 12 1.8 8 1.4 @ @ @ @ - -
Wan Chai
B 305 4.6 275 54 117 8.5 71 5.3 64 98 43 7.3 12 24 36 7.2 15 5.6
Eastern
FEEE 121 1.8 191 3.7 52 3.8 63 47 32 49 60 10.2 12 24 11 22 15 5.6
Southern
THIZRIE 880 134 18 3.6 93 68 102 76 60 91 49 83 47 93 21 42 15 56
Yau Tsim Mong
VEIK I 1001 152 266 52 185 134 116 8.6 24 3.7 34 5.8 47 9.3 24 4.8 8 3.0
Sham Shui Po
TLEESR 265 4.0 84 1.6 34 2.5 38 2.8 12 1.8 8 1.4 13 2.6 9 1.8 @ @
Kowloon City
= AL 435 6.6 275 54 84 6.1 105 7.8 15 2.3 28 47 36 7.1 30 6.0 15 5.6
Wong Tai Sin
I 585 8.9 400 7.8 138 10.0 134 99 30 46 20 34 43 85 34 6.8 17 6.3
Kwun Tong
FEH 418 6.4 484 9.5 84 6.1 93 69 34 52 34 5.8 46 9.1 41 8.2 16 5.9
Kwai Tsing
BN 279 42 149 2.9 45 33 38 2.8 21 32 16 2.7 26 5.1 20 4.0 9 3.3
Tsuen Wan
Hifq 545 8.3 384 7.5 95 6.9 86 64 38 5.8 40 6.8 38 75 40 8.0 22 8.2
Tuen Mun
JCEA 469 7.1 705 13.8 60 44 99 7.3 57 87 77 13.0 63 125 100 199 23 8.6
Yuen Long
Jtk 268 41 473 93 88 64 126 93 15 23 46 78 31 61 37 74 40 149
North
K 201 3.1 356 7.0 99 7.2 74 55 90 137 17 2.9 11 22 31 6.2 34 126
Tai Po
VHH 322 4.9 379 7.4 87 6.3 74 5.5 32 49 41 69 35 69 25 5.0 15 5.6
Sha Tin
e 126 1.9 219 4.3 35 2.5 56 42 25 3.8 29 49 27 5.3 20 4.0 9 3.3
Sai Kung
BEE 83 1.3 204 4.0 18 1.3 37 27 76 11.6 29 4.9 8 1.6 14 2.8 8 3.0
Islands
REEL Total 6570 100.0 5098 100.0 1377 100.0 1348 100.0 656 100.0 591 100.0 505 100.0 503 100.0 269 100.0

HEE (A ERRHEEERFEN THERT RSN —EHLEE -

Note:  More than one type of drugs abused may be reported for each individual reported drug abuser in a given year.
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Table 3¢ Reported drug abusers in 2009 by age of first abuse by common type of
drugs abused

=/
[ = 7
P TR fE
Triazolam/ 1578
PHIRE ®IEZE  midazolam/ "uK" Cough Rk ARE  HEEA"  BEER
Heroin Ketamine  zopiclone Ice medicine Cannabis Cocaine  Ecstasy Nimetazepam
(=]
ERERBEEE B e e e e e " e % e Ne e %

<12 234 34 35 08 10 07 4 12 e e e @ - -7 19 e e
12-15 2054 299 1677 402 153 114 331 283 154 253 142 295 80 177 206 548 76 352
16 - 17 1229 179 925 222 125 93 221 189 137 225 125 259 100 221 82 218 58 269
18 - 20 1756 256 847 203 291 217 221 189 124 204 92 191 127 281 44 117 46 213
21-25 870 127 441 106 234 174 133 114 105 172 63 131 72 159 25 66 16 74
26 - 30 427 62 152 36 212 158 106 91 51 84 30 62 35 717 @ @ 12 56
>31 289 42 90 22 317 236 144 123 34 56 25 52 38 84 7 19 6 28
HEF Total 6859 100.0 4167 100.0 1342 100.0 1170 100.0 609 100.0 482 100.0 452 100.0 376 100.0 216 100.0
R AR 19 17 25 21 19 19 21 16 18
GIEARERSEE i

Mean age of first abusing
the respective type of drugs

HEE . ERERRHFEERFEN T ER RSN —EHLEE -

Note : More than one type of drugs abused may be reported for each individual reported drug abuser in a given year.
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Table 3d Reported drug abusers in 2009 by method of taking drugs by common
type of drugs abused
=W/
PR R/
YL
Triazolam/ 17 ]

s TR ®EEH  midazolan/ "¥K" Cough Rk aRE  HEEA BEER
ﬁiﬁl‘““f}zi Heroin Ketamine  zopiclone Ice medicine Cannabis Cocaine  Ecstasy Nimetazepam
ethod of taking
drugs AB B AB B B B B B B

No. No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. %
bER o 3270 482 @ @ 688 498 6 05 - @ @ @ @ @ @ -
Injection
Wy A SR 3706 547 117 24 153 111 924 712 - - 95 161 141 293 @ @ @ @
Fume inhaling
DIFmESEE A 1339 198 79 16 8 06 173 133 - - 460 778 220 456 @ @ -
Smoking
B 112 1.7 4565 945 37 27 132 102 @ @ 20 34 97 201 9 18 6 23
Sniffing
CIfR 70 1.0 194 40 591 428 109 84 659 997 26 44 37 77 473 965 252 966
Oral ingestion
Asf Total 6779 100.0 4832 100.0 1381 100.0 1297 100.0 661 100.0 591 100.0 482 100.0 490 100.0 261 100.0

HEE R ERRHFEERFEN T ER RSN —EHLEE -

Note : More than one type of drugs abused may be reported for each individual reported drug abuser in a given year.
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Table 3e Reported drug abusers in 2009 by economic activity status by common
type of drugs abused
=W/
DR R 1R/
YL
Triazolam/ 17 ]

. X TR ®EEH  midazolan/ "¥K" Cough Rk aRE  HEEA BEER
ﬁﬁ;ﬁgbﬁ;ﬂ‘ X Heroin Ketamine  zopiclone Ice medicine Cannabis Cocaine Ecstasy Nimetazepam
onomic By AR AB AB L AB B, AK . AK AR
status

No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. %
R TIEAL 1661 244 1934 407 285 207 307 237 212 324 232 396 201 409 121 253 99 378
Full-time worker
BT/ FEMT/EATL 648 95 553 116 152 110 196 151 112 17.1 60 102 81 165 49 102 30 115
Casual/Part-time
worker
S VNN 3941 580 1339 282 837 607 539 41.6 286 437 201 343 161 327 138 288 70 267
Unemployed
RHEZE B AL 146 21 24 05 29 21 17 13 @ @ - - @ @ - - @ @
Home-maker
Bg 10 01 817 172 18 13 164 126 30 46 79 135 27 55 158 330 52 198
Student
EBRAL 235 35 - - 10 07 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Retired person
HoAth 159 23 8 19 48 35 74 57 9 14 14 24 20 41 13 27 10 38
Others
RS Total 6800 100.0 4755 100.0 1379 100.0 1297 100.0 654 100.0 586 100.0 492 100.0 479 100.0 262 100.0

HEE: ERIERRHFEERENTHERE RSN A -

Note : More than one type of drugs abused may be reported for each individual reported drug abuser in a given year.
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Table 3f Reported drug abusers in 2009 by locality of abusing drugs by common
type of drugs abused
=/
DR R/
e TERE
Triazolam/ 1573
i30T ®HEM  midazolam/  ")K" Cough Kk aRE HEEA" BEER
KR F iR Heroin Ketamine  zopiclone Ice medicine Cannabis Cocaine Ecstasy Nimetazepam
e CE L L AB . B, AR o KB . KB o AB . AB . AR
drugs
No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. No. %
HIESR / BIRENZE 3533 516 1221 244 641 461 629 469 193 298 183 313 117 233 98 196 52 197
Home/Friend's home only
fE5 /| PREVE R 2255 329 2094 418 669  48.1 583 435 262 404 248 424 273 544 263 527 134 50.8
Hofth i 25
Home/Friend's home and other localities
T EE A BE 1056 154 1698 339 80 5.8 129 9.6 193 298 154 263 112 223 138 277 78 295
Other localities only
BB Other localities
ZH, AS
ﬁrf{ft/jﬁ/ ALl 3095 452 1834 36.6 662 47.6 408 304 258 398 242 414 173 345 217 435 96 364
/LA
Recreation area/ public garden/ public toilet
G945/ R0k 108 1.6 2039 40.7 62 4.5 270 20.1 62 9.6 180 30.8 235 46.8 230 46.1 141 534
Disco/Karaoke
ghr /S K& /
L/ A AR 79 1.2 592 11.8 28 2.0 88 6.6 20 3.1 50 8.5 78 155 47 9.4 35 133
TTHIIRE G
Party gathering in club house/ building/hotel/bar
g /S K&/
B/ A A 118 1.7 391 7.8 37 2.7 67 50 32 49 52 89 53 106 60 12.0 28 10.6
TTHIFEIRE G &
Non-party gather-ing in club house/ building/hotel/bar
B TFHEET L 28 0.4 305 6.1 42 3.0 58 43 208 32.1 53 9.1 35 7.0 42 8.4 17 6.4
Electronic game centre
o S A8 41 06 365 73 26 19 98 73 27 42 51 87 76 151 55 110 26 938
Night Club/Internet café
HE / EE
121 1.8 168 34 32 2.3 94 7.0 9 1.4 33 5.6 32 6.4 25 5.0 13 4.9
/T
Apartment/bungalow/rental area
SR (F97%
e @ @ 60 1.2 @ @ 15 1.1 - - 7 1.2 @ @ 11 2.2 6 2.3
ZBRiE®)
School (include school hostel)
HZf  Total 6844 100.0 5013 100.0 1390 100.0 1341 100.0 648 100.0 585 100.0 502 100.0 499 100.0 264 100.0

R (AR E R BTN T R I & B — S R — (IR R RS -

Note : More than one type of drugs abused and locality may be reported for each individual reported drug abuser in a given year.
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Table 4a Reported heroin and psychotropic substance abusers in 2009 by sex

by age

y BERRRIGREE HERRRBEEFEMELE

MR / Eile . .

Sex / age Reported heroin abusers Reported psychotropic substance abusers

B No. % A No. %

B Male

<12 - - @ @
12-15 @ @ 352 4.2
16 - 17 10 0.1 690 8.2
18-20 51 0.7 1119 13.3
21-30 707 10.2 2274 27.0
31-40 1743 25.3 1135 13.5
41 -50 1589 23.0 544 6.5
>51 1877 27.2 249 3.0
sN\FF Sub-total 5978 86.6 6 367 75.6
SEISMEES  Mean age 44 27

% Female

<12 - - @ @
12-15 @ @ 391 4.6
16 - 17 @ @ 336 4.0
18-20 8 0.1 402 4.8
21-30 192 2.8 538 6.4
31-40 441 6.4 255 3.0
41 -50 181 2.6 108 1.3
>51 93 1.3 25 0.3
/N\FF Sub-total 923 13.4 2057 24.4
SEEYEHS  Mean age 37 23

H4 4%t Both sexes

<12 - - 6 0.1
12-15 @ @ 743 8.8
16 - 17 14 0.2 1026 12.2
18-20 59 0.9 1521 18.1
21-30 899 13.0 2812 334
31-40 2184 31.6 1390 16.5
41 -50 1770 25.6 652 7.7
>51 1970 28.5 274 33
Rt Total 6 901 100.0 8 424 100.0
SEEY4EHS  Mean age 43 26

HEE ERI RN HFEEERENTHERE RSN EHnEE -

Note : More than one type of drugs abused may be reported for each individual reported drug abuser in a given year.
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Table 4b Reported heroin and psychotropic substance abusers in 2009 by district

of residence
HERRREEIHEHFLE
HERHRGREE Reported psychotropic

B Reported heroin abusers substance abusers

District of residence AE{ No. % AEf No. %
thPg 111 1.7 114 1.4
Central & Western
B 156 2.4 85 1.0
Wan Chai
W& 305 4.6 480 5.8
Eastern
& 121 1.8 333 4.0
Southern
SHAREE 880 134 467 5.7
Yau Tsim Mong
K 1001 15.2 578 7.0
Sham Shui Po
JLEEDK 265 4.0 169 2.1
Kowloon City
AL 435 6.6 455 5.5
Wong Tai Sin
iR 585 8.9 670 8.1
Kwun Tong
EAS=— 418 6.4 684 8.3
Kwai Tsing
5 279 4.2 260 3.2
Tsuen Wan
gl 545 8.3 605 7.3
Tuen Mun
TCEA 469 7.1 915 11.1
Yuen Long
L& 268 4.1 643 7.8
North
K 201 3.1 577 7.0
Tai Po
YiHE 322 4.9 569 6.9
Sha Tin
e 126 1.9 319 3.9
Sai Kung
L= 83 1.3 310 3.8
Islands
Rt Total 6570 100.0 8233 100.0

HEE . ERERRHFEERFEN T 2R RSN —EHLEE -

Note : More than one type of drugs abused may be reported for each individual reported drug abuser in a given year.
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Table 4c¢ Reported heroin and psychotropic substance abusers in 2009 by reason
for current drug use

HEHFRREERMELE
R ETIREE Reported psychotropic

HEEeEEmRERA Reported heroin abusers substance abusers
Reason for current drug use AE No. %* AE No. %o *

IR W B Fn i R E N 3505 51.8 2157 27.4

To avoid discomfort of its absence

SR EZEA AR/ RIERE AT — R 3500 51.7 4390 55.8

Peer influence/To identify with peers

figrs / B4R ECE / iR 3250 48.0 4071 51.8

Relief of boredom/Depression/Anxiety

HIR AT 1 444 21.3 3141 39.9

Curiosity

F=ORRRCECE RE_EAYTR 2 1425 21.0 2439 31.0

To seek euphoria or sensory satisfaction

51 Total 6772 7 865

R EREREHFETEFANTRERZ N EEREEEHELER -
Notes : More than one reason for current drug use may be reported for each individual reported drug abuser in a given year.

* AEFEAR R A SR A A W I S E R E L

As a proportion of all reported drug abusers belonging to the respective types of drugs.
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(b) R ff 8 4f @ k enshit
F oA AT R R AR
EAF R 6 4 54 L i
:}i"l‘liiﬂlpf'ﬁﬁfﬁ-g%iiﬁ
G G A S A L T A
v B
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vk 4 F A 4 AR B
*
(d) F5- BAZ 2LEEH
BB ARG Mo s

A j’j\ﬂ Z%ERF]—‘K#_[_ , ﬁrﬁ #E
R ST R PR

I ntroduction

1. Effective plicy against drug abuse f
to be brmulated with reference to the di
abuse situation and trends. This need
long been recognized in Hong Kol
Therefore, the Narcotics Division (ND)f
the Government Secretariatin 1972
established the CRD#at serves to monit
changes in trendsnd characteristics of tl
drug abuse situation in Hong Kong.

Objectives of the CRDA

2. The objectives of the Registry
revised in 2001 are :

(a) to identify trends in the nature
drug addiction and the add
population in Hong Kong wit

reference to the demograp
characteristics of the over
population;

(b) to coordinate statistics fro

various sources for analyzing 1
characteristics of the report
addict population at any giv
time, and to contrast the
characteristics among abus
reported from various sources;

to provide a databaswhich i
responsive  to  requests
monitoring selected groups
drug abusers with regard to tF
drug abusing patterns over
period of time for research;

(c)

to provide a basis for integrati
with other drugrelated statistic:i
systems so thatinformation in
these systems can be captured

(d)

statistics related and compared; and
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the Central Registry of Drug Abuse

(e) ﬁfﬁﬁi f#‘ﬁx?Tm fb;‘l’&i R
A ER -

%?ﬁr’“”‘F&?ﬁ&ﬁ
e sl B ?J‘m\ Pﬁrm—frgf;
o (R ELIEL) ¥ - F =1t R
it dow R e BT TR 4
Wk R T O L H P e
ZoE Fsrd ik e i R

I Ew 74

‘fr’,éfﬁgg:}"&.—i L?ﬂr;,g_? 8 5
R AL E R o K
FRARBITE &R N F AT

£

FEAlfel xR FAPROTH L
Fip R ERIRIBPEEFA X 0L
CESEE LR R AR S
g\i:f*;ic,\a},_rr,ﬁqq‘;pél\ﬁ?*ic oh
FHE % s PR IR G F
F R o Flafed orpl § iz

P ETRE AR RN 8 & &

4 T L FREFPER > G F
AR BT AT BT R
82 i A I'Lt/%’i\‘ﬂwi—_frﬁ}_gﬁ,gﬁa

(e) to provide up-tadate statistics in
timely manner for disseminati
to the public.

M ethodology

3. Reports on confirmed or suspec
drug abusers contained ithe CRDA art
submitted to the CRDAia a standard reco
sheet by a wide network of reporti
agencies comprising law enforcem
departments, treatment and welfare agen
tertiary institutions, hospitals and clinicsA
list of CRDA reportingagencies specifie
in the Fourth Schedule to the Danger
Drugs Ordinance (Chapter 134) is
Appendix 3. Tl record sheet solici
information on the social and demogray
characteristics of and drugking
information on drug abusers who come
contact with those agencies on a quar
basis. A specimen of theecord sheet i
use since April 2005 is at Appendix 4.
Thus, the Police Force and the Customs
Excise Department report on ev
confirmed or suspected abuser arresbgd

them. The Correctional Services Department

reports on drug abusers on their admissic
prisonsor drug addiction treatment cent
and also on relapsed prisoners. Treatt

and rehabilitation agencies report on new

and readmitted cases. Welfare ager
report when a confirmed or suspected
abuser approaches them for assiste
Outreaching social workers report on d
abusers who come to them for servi
Hospitals and clinics complete a record s
in respect of any patient who has shc
withdrawal symptoms of drug addiction
who confesses to being a drug abuser.

4. For the purpose of reporting, dr

abuse is defined as the taking of substance

that harms or threatens to harm the phys
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mental or social welbeing of an individua
in doses above or for periods beyond tt
normally regarded as therapeutic.
of abuse can be broadly divided into i
categories harcotics analgesics (or opiat
and psychotropic substances. Narcc
analgesicgefer to heroin, opium, morphi
and physeptoriamethadone while psychotroj
substances include hallucinogens, depres:
stimulants, tranquillizers and other stdre:
such as ketamine, cough medicine

organic solvents. Taking alcohol and tobacco

are not regarded as drug abuse.

5. The overall number of drug abus
refers to the total number of individi
persons reported to the Registry in the g
period, irrespective of whether they w
reported for more than once and the nur
of drugs taken. The number of di
abusers for garticular drug type, howevi
iIs defined as the total number of
individuals who had abused the drug wit
the given period, irrespective of whether t
took it singly or concurrently with oth
drugs.

6. All record sheetgeceived in pape
form are checked, coded and the data
input into the computer. Together w
those record sheets submitted electronic
over the Internet to the CRDA, the input
data are then validated. To avoid mult
counting of the same persoand enabl
identification of newly reported cases

against the previously reported ones in the

CRDA databasethe computer will matc
data input with previously known cases
the database, using the name, identity
number, birth date, sex andce With the
updated CRDA database, tabulations
produced. Regular statistics on drug ab
characteristics are compiled. They serv
indicators of the drug abuse trend in H
Kong.
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Data Confidentiality

7. As reporting to the CRDA is entire
voluntary, it is essential to secure
confidence of both individual drug abus
and rgorting agencies. This is achieved
conferring statutory protection to t
confidentiality of all recordgnaintained i
the CRDA and its reporting agencies ur
the Dangerous Drugs Ordinance. Guidelines
for reporting data to the CRDA have &
been rgularly updated to comply with tl
provisions of the Personal Data (Prive
Ordinance that was implemented
December 1996.

8. The records of all persons reported t
the CRDA are handled in strict confidel
and are accessible only to those who
directly involved in the operation of t
CRDA. They in turn are required to obse
the rule of confidentiality. Allrecords ar
immune from search and from production
court except under very serious
compelling circumstances. All publisr
reports are statistical in nature and contai
information that could lead to any individ
drug abuser being identified. This enhai
the confidence of the reporting agess in the
CRDA and provides a firm basis for th
continuous cooperation and the regular su
of reliable information. At the same tin
individual abusers are assured that f
anonymity will be maintained, thus allayi
any fear of being exposedhen they com
forward for treatment.

Data limitations

9. Although its reporting networ
encompasses a large number of repo
agencies such as law enforcenr
departments, treatment and welfare ager
hospitals and clinics, the CRDAs a
voluntary reporting system whicban only
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record drug abusersvho have come int
contact with and been reported by
reporting agencies. Itis therefore nc
possible for the CRDA to ascertain the e
size of the drug abusingopulation in Hon
Kong at any particular time.The statistic
should be taken as indicators of the trenc
drug abuse over time rather than a fi
definition of the situation.

10. Given the definitions of drug abus
of a particular type and multiple dr
abusers, it is not meaningful to add up
number of reported drug abers fo
individual drug types, the sum of which
bound to be greater than the overall t
number of reported drug abusers in a gi
year.

11.  Specific data itemsf individual
abusers, other thanhd basic person
particulars such as age and seay not hav
been fully provided for one reason a
another. The analyses presented in 1
report are thus only based on treportec
information available to the CRDA, whi
are inevitably incomplete.Nevertheles:
information on individual data items he
been provided for most, or well above 9(
of reported indriduals. A table showin
the numbers and proportions of individt
with known information on specific da
items in 2009 is given below.

ve

ip LFHE R
Specified data items

q

Age/date of birth and sex
(mandatory items)

Type of drugs abused

AR R Marital status
KT okT Educational attainment
AR E District of residence

T iRl L Wb Ak R 4R
No. of individuals with 8 ¥ e A
known information | % of all reported individual
13 909 100.0
13 850 99.6
13179 94.8
13 209 95.0
13371 96.1
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Specified data items (Cont'd)
B xH &) Type of quarters
e i Activity status
LR IDAE R o Whether previously convicted
PR G E o E Age of first abuse

WPFR & 3 4 R 7 Reason for current drug use

ZRIE QR Place of abusing drugs
ZE-IE S-S 13 Locality of abusing drugs

TG AL Ty Ak 4R
No. of individuals with 383 Jﬁ R A
known information | % of all reported individuals
13 069 94.0
13 213 95.0
13 152 94.6
12 686 91.2
13 183 94.8
13732 98.7
13 527 97.3

13, *#F2 T RN EALAS & P F IR

N R LY I
WA LA MR e - kS AR 2
T i F o R Fl LA ME R
R EFTHAPDEL G P
LA R EALS EPN R G F E A

A
=
et - F FRDFE

&
b

-

= g.t ™ o 3

IB;
=

it
o

-94 -

12. In interpretingimdings of the repor
the above havéo be borne in mind. Tt
statistics should be taken as indicators o
trends in drug abuse over time rather taan
accurate reflection of the whole situation.
The percentage distribution, though
calculated fo all reported individuals, can
taken broadly to reflect the gene
characteristics of drug abusers.

Figure Revision

13. Figures for the number of dr
abusers in previous two years may have |
slightly revised and aréhus different fron
those presented in previous issues of
series of report. It is becausafter the
cutoff time of data collection of ea
reference year, some agencies csill
submit records to the Registry on abusers
contacted within previous two yearsr
revise records submitted in previous year.
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Ll
Definition of Terms

X EE 2T E RN SR
SER-EE R EIE G

£ B E kg

YA b4 nER: LEE RS Age of first abuse : This refers to the a
E o ;ﬁ' R ﬁ PR when drug abuse first started, regardles
FeEE o R W 9 DE A the types of drugs taken then. If a partic
PG S SN - ) type of drug is specified, it refers to the
S & & B SIERIE SR & 4 of first abuse for such type of drug.
3 5ihE AB g E# o
BEFF  Lhab#Ead L District of residence : This refers to the
. e B district where a reported person is know
RAR R AT AC R B R oo be residing at the time of report.
S 4 % ¢ FLRAFHMENR G grug al?)use : _Fordthf(_e p(ljjrpose r(])f repl(()_rtir
. e ; rug abuse is defined as the taking
Ey Bl z BV B . -
- A dp EF‘ TERETEETRL substances which harms or threatens to
LA EE & H mf—ff At g the physical, mental or social wélking o
M hehd B o oa Bl & JR* B A28 an individual, in doses above or for peri
" . . s beyond those normally regardedas
T DEAES) ;3‘ EL ‘\‘ # ;! o S 3 E . H
- ¥ m’f% fii P c’ z T therapeutic. Substances abused are classi-
FRASBTES R BETHAN S fied into two categories, viz. opiates
S ERgTEE FE T HAE psychotropic substances (please alsex
) EHEZ L ARG 2 45 A o opiates and psychotropic substasjce bu

Age: Age is the number of complete yea
person has passed since birth. It is del
from month and year of birth reported.

exclude alcohol and tobacco.

Economic activity status : A person can t
classified into various different econor
activity status including :

() full-time worker refers to a

(i) 25z /7L 3g &k 5 | | i
. e employee, employer or a self-
= X M < ~ 1 \ =) .
- F For e **l o employed who had formal j
FALEFEFAL TS K attachment (i.e. had continued rec
FHA S RLP PER I of wage, or had an assurance ol
T s or gy 2 81 agreed date of return to job
| e m o e e o business, or was in receipt
SRR SN compensation without obligation
1fE) P T RRB-BE Y GOH acceptanother job) and was worki
R EREE TR NE: under a regular pattern with fix
v o mow o ¥ - number of usual days of work |
SRS LS S month or fixed number of ust
Fal R R - R A O BT S hours of work per week / mor

\L

during the seven days prior to the t
of report;
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*E TR Definition of Terms

(i) #02 | A B« L 845 & & (i) casual/part-time worker refers to

S U SR person who was working on

= day-today basis or for whom t

¥a1fep s xaicp /i number of usual days of work |

- R B2 I = e IR B week or usual hours of work
working day / week was either ho

fixed or irregular during the sev

days prior to the time of report;

(i) # # L L eiHps - 2 (iif) unemployed refers to a person w
o SR BRI had been available for work but

- - ot not performed any work for p
Fpa 1 it A L during the seven days prior toet time
of report;

(V) #m g 2 « 4 L B P (iv) home-maker refers to a person w
BRI A A looks after the home without pay;

(V) & - Lo L8 2 4% (V) studer_lt refers to a person Who_
L L . studying and were not working dog
N N the seven days prior to the time
U R S R report.  Student worker should
PN AR I classified as an employed person

is not included in this category;

(Vi) # # « 4 & 32 (a)|m L 4 2+ (vii) othersincludes (a) persons who dotno
. L y oy ‘ have to work for a living and wl
e T cannot work due to perman
A A M A g 1 iFm A L2 sickness or disablement; and
(b)js & 222 17 £ 4 4 o workers in illicit trade.

¥TokE #% 24 A B RAH R K E_ducational attainment : _This refgrs to tr
TR L A KT KT highest level of education attained by
! iz ‘rg ¢ person in school or other educatiol
b/ E R AR institution, regardless of whether he/she
completed the course.

R AR T D R AR Ethnicity : The ethnicity of a person may
PR A R R T R report_ed by the r?portlngagency afte
+ now P ¥ checking the persos’relevant document

G R A just simply based on observati

G S % A Locality of abusing drug : This refers to tF

B de i Ry PP R R RFEEE S

O A

E=REE

itiﬁ:?r =

4 3 2+ 2 OKo

SRR AN

a'/-i//m’ °

location where a reported person abi
drugs, such as home, friesd’ home
recreation area/publigarden/public toilet ar
disco/karaoke.

Opiates This refers to heroin, opiun
morphine and physeptone/methadone.
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Definition of Terms

U N SRR I i B R N -
Mtk R AR RO B Y (T
% 2 PR - oo

AT T S
bz i % | (B e &
H (40 ° 2 )~ 2 F A (0]

DA% AP (T

Ldp - G T B
W R A
b L BB kP
G R N

ﬁ%iémwwﬁﬁﬁ#mg%@
EAJR* oo AT IRR SR - A
&AL p Ay afdp LEP
MERE R GTES &P LR
B P PR ELE - e AE
e U F RR LS o R
%iﬁﬁﬁa&&ﬁﬁ@iﬁﬂi&
A

FAREIFFL I F H* 83 5D
AR AP Ed > R A e s I
"F]:"\_Lgtj;"‘ #’é:%j;(“"ﬂ;ﬁ_ifﬁa
ook R RIAG 2R ALy

\+¢

Place of abusing drug : This includes Hon
Kong or an area or aountry outside Hor
Kong, such as Macau SAR and Mainlant
China-Shenzhen.

Psychotropic substances : For reporting
purpose, psychotropic  substances inc
hallucinogens (e.g. cannabis), depressants
methaqualone), stimulants (e.g. MDI
(ecstasy), methylamphetamine (ice)
cocaine), tranquillizers (e.g. triazolal
midazolam/zopicloneand diazepam) and ot
substanes such as ketamine, cough med
and organic solvents.

Reported drug abuser : This refers to
person reported to the CRDA byparticula
agency, who hasome into contact with tl
agency and is known or suspected to
taken substances during tfoeir weeks befoli

the date of contact, and the substancesntake

harms or threatens to harm the phys
mental or social welbeing of an individual, i
doses above or for periods beyond tl
normally regarded as therapeutidA persot
who is reported for more than on¢feom the
same or different reporting agencies) within
given year is counted as one repor
individual. The number of reported dr
abusers for a particular drug type is define
the total number o&ll individuals who ha
abused the drug within a given ye
irrespective of whether they tooksingly ol
concurrently with other drugs. Analyses
reported drug abusers is made from vai
perspectives including :

Newly reported person refers to a person w
iIs known to the CRDA for the first tim@.e.
no precedent reported case on him/her i
CRDA at the time of report), irrespective
the types of drugs taken and the perioi
analysis.

Previously reported person refers to a perst

who has been recorded by the CRDA before

the time of report. It should be noted tF
unlike newly reported persons, these per
reported for individual years are not mutu
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Definition of Terms

GoR FEE R WP AR S EGRE
FRFoL L d LR
b B EE RARE AR

o 2o rHEBF A AR £
FAATEZ EATHERE L

exclusive, because they may be repo
repeatedly for certain years if they are kn
to a reporting agency as drug abusers it
years concerned.

Multiple drug abuser refers to a person whe
reported to have takemore than one type

drugs within the specified peripdrespectiv
of whetherthe drugs were taken singly
concurrently with other drugs.

The numberof reported drug abusers fo
particular year is the sum of that aokwly
reported persons and that gfreviousl
reported persons for the same year.
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(FREFED) Hhe nTHEFTRBH
Reporting agenciesin the Fourth Schedule to the Dangerous Drugs Ordinance

B Name of agency

1. z% BT Y gg;ﬂ g 7}i§ PR3 ¢ 1. Aberdeen Kai-fong Welfare Association Social
Service Centre

2. B & T E IRt 2. Baptist Oi Kwan Social Service
3. %%ﬁg{ v £F Fw JRA-EF P 7 3. Barnabas Charitable Service Association Limited
4. %3%-%{%5 23 4. Canossa Hospital (Caritas)
5. A EME 5. Caritas — Hong Kong
6. %%ﬁg{ FLEPRFE P o 6. Christian Family Service Centre
7. %%ﬁﬁﬂ 4 g »}g L AN 7. Christian Zheng Sheng Association Limited
8. HEEmI 8. Chu Hai Post Secondary College
9. RiEBH A E 9. City University of Hong Kong
10. i 10. Correctional Services Department
1. £ B4 11. Customs and Excise Department
12. 7 A B g3 A 12. DACARS, Limited
13. 74 & 13. Department of Health
14. %7 A 14. Education Bureau
15. i8] %& I3 15. Evangel Hospital
16. A BBz %& I3 16. Hong Kong Adventist Hospital
17. R g %& I3 17. Hong Kong Baptist Hospital
18. e R g < B 18. Hong Kong Baptist University
19. 4 ¢ %& 3 19. Hong Kong Central Hospital
20. 4B % N E PRI R 20. Hong Kong Children & Youth Services
21. 4 &%ﬂﬁpgﬂ.@ 21. Hong Kong Christian Service
22. %k wgg;ﬂ g 22. Hong Kong Family Welfare Society
23. B AL g Ak € PR A% Jev 23. Hong Kong Lutheran Social Service
24, W Rk m o g 24. Hong Kong Playground Association
25. %k g;rgg.)%@ 25. Hong Kong Police Force
26. S ffr%% J’%’ﬁ N A 26. Hong Kong Sanatorium and Hospital Limited
27. H B %%ﬁg’{f& % =3 g 27. Hong .ang Young Women'’s Christian
Association
28. %& ]r;;,g pUp=) 28. Hospital Authority
29. { B x;%y‘,gr_g PR 3344 29. International Social Service Hong Kong Branch
30. ;é;:/]ﬁa#( % g 30. KELY Support Group
31. %%ﬁgi 2 & g A g FEP 31. Li_ng_Oi Centre, Finnish Evangelical Lutheran
Mission
32. ,j?L IR 32. Lingnan University
33. m4g, %g IE3 33. Matilda and War Memorial Hospital
34. Vﬁlﬁ CIES S - S S 34. Methodist Epworth Village Community Centre
35. 4R i € 35. Operation Dawn Limited
36. Fi %& Be(p §) 36. Precious Blood Hospital (Caritas)
37. At € 4w 37. Social Welfare Department
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Reporting agencies in the

Fourth Schedule to the Danger ous Drugs Ordinance

38.
39.
40.
41.
42.
43.

44,
45,
46.

47.
48.

49,
50.
51.
52.
53.
54.
55.

56.
57.
58.

59.

60.
61.
62.

63.
64.
65.
66.
67.

B #
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e
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= e
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38.
39.
40.
41.
42.
43.

44,
45,
46.

47.
48.

49,
50.
51.
52.
53.
54.
55.

56.
57.
58.

59.

60.
61.
62.

63.
64.
65.
66.
67.

Name of agency

St. James’ Settlement
St. Paul's Hospital

St. Stephen’s Society
St. Teresa’s Hospital
Stewards Limited

The Boys’ and Girls’ Clubs Association of Hong
Kong

The Boys’ Brigade, Hong Kong
The Chinese University of Hong Kong

The Chinese Young Men’s Christian Association
of Hong Kong

The Christian New Being Fellowship Limited

The Church of United Brethren in Christ Hong
Kong Limited

The Evangelical Lutheran Church of Hong Kong
The Hong Kong Council of Social Service
The Hong Kong Federation of Youth Groups
The Hong Kong Institute of Education

The Hong Kong Medical Association

The Hong Kong Polytechnic University

The Hong Kong University of Science and
Technology

The Neighbourhood Advice-Action Council
The Salvation Army

The Society for the Aid and Rehabilitation of
Drug Abusers

The Society of Rehabilitation and Crime
Prevention, Hong Kong

The University of Hong Kong
Tsuen Wan Adventist Hospital

Sha Tin International Medical Centre Union
Hospital

Vocational Training Council

Wu Oi Christian Centre

Yan Oi Tong Limited

Yang Memorial Methodist Social Service
Zion Social Service Limited
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El - B
EEEEER - FELEENEE
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3. MR (RO AR - SERISCSORE) 4. BESPEYE (EAEER  FREEMDAE)
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I avg 7 EHRAL 2 B EMET 9 Rt
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5 REERH 9 Fz
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19. SEEREAEEE (EE—ERUEE)
1 RIS 4 BITRERR 7 BERERE 9 Rt
2 ZEERILYE BREETR— 5 RN R AL R R 8 Hfth ()
3 R IERIEE BT 6 SRBRRELE LR
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CONFIDENTIAL

when entered with data

Please circle appropriate answer for multiple choice questions

1. Reporting Agency Office/Branch Leave shaded boxes in blank  [2. Date of Contact
day month year
3. Name (in Chinese characters; if non-Chinese, in English) 4. HKID Card No. (for non-Hong Kong resident, please quote other document number)
Last i
SRR EREEEES Other document number
5. Sex: 1 Male 2 Female 7. Date of Birth
6. Ethnicity: 11 Chinese 12 Other (please specify)
day month year
12. District of Residence

8. Marital Status 11 Central & Western 21 Yau Tsim Mong 25 Kwun Tong 34 YuenLong 38 Sai Kung

1 Never married 2 Married/Cohabiting 12 Wan Chai 22 Sham Shui Po 31 Kwai Tsing 35 North 39 Islands

3 Widowed 4 Divorced/Separated . 9 Unknown 13 Eastern 23 Kowloon City 32 Tsuen Wan 36 Tai Po 99 Unknown

14 Southern 24 Wong Tai Sin 33 Tuen Mun 37 Sha Tin

9. Did your partner take drugs in the last four weeks?

1 Yes 2 No 3 Not applicable 9 Unknown |[13. Years of Residence in Hong Kong (in complete years)
10. Educational Attainment (the highest level attained, regardless if the course

was completed or not) 14. Type of Quarters

1 No schooling/Kindergarten 4 Upper secondary (S4-S7) 1 Public rental flats 4 Temporary housing

2 Primary 5 Tertiary 2 Subsidized sale flats S Other (please specify)

3 Lower secondary (S1-S3) 9 Unknown 3 Private residential flats 9 Unknown
11. Activity Status 15. Whether previously convicted?

1 Full-time worker 6 Student 1 Yes, drug-related offences 5 No

2 Casual/Part-time worker 7 Retired 2 Yes, other offences 9 Unknown

3 Worker in illicit trade 8 Other (please specify) 3 Yes, both drug-related and other offences

4 Unemployed 4 Yes, offences unknown

5 Home-maker 9 Unknown
16. Type of substances abused in the last four weeks

Usual Usual expenditure Frequency of taking Age of first
Type of substances method of taking for each taking (HKS$) (* Please circle as appropriate) abuse

times per day/week/month* D

times per day/week/month* D

LS

E

times per day/week/month* D

4

]

times per day/week/month*

17. Place of abusing drugs in the last four weeks (one or more answers)
11 Hong Kong SAR
12 Macau SAR

21 Asian countries (please specify)

18. Locality of abusing drugs in the last four weeks (one or more answers)
11 Home 16 Apartment/Bungalow/Rental area

12 Friend's home 17 Disco/Karaoke

13 Mainland of China - Shenzhen
14 Mainland of China - Guangdong

31 Other countries (please specify)

13 School/Hostel
14 Party gathering in

18 Night club/Internet Café

19 Electronic game centre

Province (other than Shenzhen) 99 Unknown

15 Mainland of China - other province

club house/building/hotel/bar
15 Non-party gathering in
club house/building/hotel/bar

20 Cinema/Theatre
21 Recreation area/Public garden/Public toilet
22 Others (please specify)

19. Reason(s) for current drug use (one or more answers)
1 Curiosity

4 For self-medication 7 Under influence of the partner 9 Unknown
2 Peer influence/To identify with peers 5 Avoid discomfort of its absence 8 Other reason (please specify)
3 Relief of boredom/depression/stress 6 To seek euphoria or sensory satisfaction
Additional information: Leave blank
Case reference number : Reported by: Contact telephone:
Register No.
GS/ND6 (1/05)
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ik : PRESSEEORSEBRNEERE30R
T 1 (852) 2867 1071

BXEHE :(852) 2537 2575

BT HU : sb_stat@sb.gov.hk

Enquiries about this publication can be directed to :

The Central Registry of Drug Abuse, Statistics Unit,
Security Bureau, Government Secretariat,

Address : 30/F, High Block, Queensway Government Offices,
66 Queensway, Hong Kong, China.

Tel. No. : (852) 2867 1071

Fax. No. : (852) 2537 2575

Email  : sb_stat@sb.gov.hk
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