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Background

Scope of the Central Registry of DrugAbuse

1. Thisisthe fifty-sixth issue in a series of
Central Registry of Drug Abuse (CRDA)
Reports to present drug abuse statistics in
Hong Kong for the period 1997 — 2006.
These statistics were based on information on
drug abuse records collated by the CRDA
from reports sent to it by a wide network of
reporting agencies including law enforcement
departments, treatment and welfare agencies,
tertiary institutions, hospitals and clinics.

2. Although the reporting network of the
CRDA is comprehensive, it is a voluntary
reporting system which can only record those
abusers who have come into contact with and
been reported by the reporting agencies. Itis
therefore not possible for the CRDA to
ascertain the exact size of the drug abusing
population in Hong Kong. The dtatistics
should be taken as indicators of the trends in
drug abuse over time rather than a finite
definition of the situation.

3. Thereisno universally accepted method
to accurately measure the size of the drug
abusing population. No single method by
itself is sufficient to study all aspects of the
drug abuse problem. CRDA statistics should
be viewed as complementary to the
quantitative and qualitative data obtained from
other sources. Apart from surveys on drug
use among students and ad hoc drug research
studies, reference is aso made to other data
and figures (such as quarterly reports on



C_drugstatistics.htm)

(www.nd.gov.hk/

admission statistics from treatment and
rehabilitation service agencies, reports on
drug seizures and drug-offence related arrests)
to gauge the drug abuse situation in Hong
Kong.

4. The tota number of drug abusers
reported to the CRDA within a year is
compiled each year to indicate the overal
trend. Statistics on drug abuse are updated
and released on a quarterly basis on the
Narcotics Divison web page (www.nd.gov.hk/
drugstatistics.htm).  In the ambit of the
CRDA, a drug abuser is defined to be a
person who has come into contact with a
particular agency and is known or suspected
to have taken substances during the specified
period, which harms or threatens to harm the
physical, mental or social well-being of an
individual, in doses above or for periods
beyond those normally regarded as
therapeutic.  Substance of abuse can be
broadly divided into two categories - narcotics
analgesics and psychotropic  substances.
Narcotics analgesics refer to heroin, opium,
morphine and physeptone/methadone, while
psychotropic substances include halucinogens,
depressants, stimulants, tranquillizers and
other substances such as ketamine, cough
medicine and organic solvents.  Taking
alcohol and tobacco are however not regarded
as drug abuse.

Scope of Report

5. The Report presents the analysis of drug
abuse trends and characteristics of drug
abusers over the years in five separate
chapters. Chapter 2 focuses on the important



n.a

0.05

drug abuse trends for the past decade from
1997 to 2006. Chapter 3 presents the major
characteristics of all reported drug abusers in
2006, together with their comparison against
2005. Chapter 4 compares the characteristics
of newly and previously reported drug abusers
in 2006. Chapter 5 shows comparative
statistics of major categories of drug abusers
in 2006.

Rounding of Figures

6. There may be dight discrepancies
between the sums of individual items and the
totals as shown in the tables and charts due to
rounding.

Symbols

7. Thefollowing symbols are adopted in the
tables:

@ value and its corresponding percentage are
suppressed for data confidentiality

*  percentage less than 0.05
- nil
n.a. not available
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1 Executive Summary
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[ ]
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Summary Findings

The total number of reported drug
abusers in recent years continued to
decline, from 18 513 persons in 2001 to
13 204 in 2006. (Table 1a)

The mean age of drug abusers rose from
33in 2001 to 35 in both 2004 and 2005,
and then dropped to 34 in 2006, the
same level as that in 2002 and 2003.
(Table 1a)

The number of young drug abusers aged
under 21 fluctuated in recent years. It
fell from 4 020 personsin 2000 to 2 186
in 2004, and then picked up again to
2 549 in 2006. The mean age of
young drug abusers remained at 17 in

recent years. (Table 19)

Drug abuse is more common among
males than females. The number of
male drug abusers has been declining
for years and was 10 670 in 2006, 6.8%
lower than that in 2005. The number
of female drug abusers fluctuated
dightly in recent years. In 2002, it
stood at 3 186 and then fell to 2534 in
2006, a level similar to that in 2003.
(Table 1a)

Female drug abusers were generaly
younger than the male counterparts.
The mean age of female and male drug
abusers was 27 and 36 respectively in
2006. (Table 14)
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The tota number of newly reported
drug abusers declined from 5644 in
2001 to 3482 in 2006. Their average
age rose from 23 in 2001 to 25 in 2003
and then fell to 23 again in 2005 and
2006. (Table 1b)

Heroin has aways been the most
common drug abused in Hong Kong.
The number of heroin abusers, however,
has been declining for years. In 2006,
8101 or 61.7% of drug abusers were
reported as heroin abusers.  (Table 1d)

There was a general rising trend in
abusing psychotropic substances as a
whole between 1997 and 2006. The
number of psychotropic substance
abusers reached a record high at 7 364
in 2006. (Table 1d)

Among psychotropic substances, the
more commonly abused types in 2006
included ketamine (23.2% of drug
abusers), triazolam/midazolanmy/zopiclone
(16.9%), ecstasy (11.6%), cannabis
(7.4%), ice (6.5%) and cough medicine
(5.7%). (Table 1d)

In 2006, among young drug abusers
aged under 21, ketamine was the most
popular drug of abuse and was taken by
73.1% of young drug abusers. This
was followed by ecstasy (42.7%),
cannabis (18.7%), nimetazepam
(13.5%), ice(10.4%) and cough
medicine (7.0%). The three most
popular reasons for current drug use
were “peer influence” (64.8%),
followed by “toseek euphoria or
sensory satisfaction” (42.2%),  “relief
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of boredom” (41.3%) and “curiosity”
(41.0%). (Tables1d and 1h)

About 11.3% of drug abusers in 2006
were reported to have taken drugs in the
Mainland of China (mainly in
Shenzhen). Most of them aso took
drugsin Hong Kong. * (Table 1f)

Some 38.2% of drug abusers in 2006
were reported to have taken drugs at
home/friend’ s home only, 31.5% at both
home/friend’s home and other localities
(mainly recreation area/public garden/
public toilet and disco/karaoke) and the
remaining 30.3% at other localities only.
Among young drug abusers aged under
21, the respective proportion of those
taking drugs at home/friend’ s home only
was much lower, at 13.3%, whereas that
of taking drugs at other localities only
(mainly  disco/karacke) was much
higher, at 55.1%.* (Table 1Q)

Taking more than one type of drugs has
become one common phenomenon
among drug abusers nowadays. A
multiple drug abuser is defined to be a
person who is reported to have taken
more than one type of drugs within the
specified period, irrespective of whether
the drugs were taken concurrently on
one occasion or Not.

Note:* Statistics on these new items were

compiled only as from 2006.
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32.1%
( 1c)
18 15
( 1)
4.8%
¢ 1)

The proportion of multiple drug abusers
has been increasing over the years and
reached 32.1% in 2006. The majority
of them abused two types of drugs at the
sametime. (Table 1c)

In 2006, the mean age of first abuse of
all drug abusers and young drug abusers
under 21 was 18 and 15 respectively.
(Table 1i)

Over haf of the drug abusers were
unemployed, over one-third were
employed and 4.8% were students.
(Table 1))
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1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
17635 16992 16314 18335 18513 17966 15790 14854 14113 13204
34 34 3B 3R 33 34 34 3B 3B A
15398 14838 14147 15355 15640 14780 13272 12200 11448 10670
873 873 8.7 837 845 823 841 81 8L1 808
3 3 3% 34 34 3B 36 36 337 3B
2237 2154 2167 2980 2873 3186 2518 2654 2665 2534
127 127 133 163 155 177 159 179 189 192
27 27 26 25 26 27 28 28 28 27
3150 2841 2482 4020 3902 3002 2207 2186 2276 2549
179 167 152 219 211 167 140 147 161 193
18 18 18 17 17 17 17 17 17 17
3614 3417 3135 5395 5644 5241 4444 3760 3723 3482
205 201 192 294 305 292 281 253 264 264
24 24 25 23 23 24 25 24 23 23
1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
@)
16496 15746 15203 16424 16333 15939 13960 14527 13931 13130
@)
14291 13588 13003 12188 11575 11826 10357 10147 9757 8101
(1) 866 863 855 742 709 742 742 698 700 617
(©)
3488 3412 3549 5561 6022 5581 5219 6196 6335 7364
(1) 211 217 233 339 369 350 374 427 455 561
(1) * - 02 98 168 169 140 178 151 232
(1) 50 57 61 56 55 78 112 121 146 169
(1) 80 89 85 87 75 81 75 77 82 74
(1) 04 04 23 142 139 86 70 88 122 116
(1) 5. 60 67 59 58 38 41 44 54 65
(1) 27 18 19 19 18 24 39 45 51 57
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. Highlightsat a Glance

1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
All drug abusers 17635 16992 16314 18335 18513 17966 15790 14854 14113 13204
Mean age 3 34 35 32 33 34 34 35 35 34
Male 15398 14838 14147 15355 15640 14780 13272 12200 11448 10670
% of all 87.3 87.3 86.7 83.7 84.5 82.3 84.1 82.1 81.1 80.8
Mean age 35 35 36 34 34 35 36 36 37 36
Female 2237 2154 2167 2980 2873 318 2518 2654 2665 2534
% of all 12.7 12.7 13.3 16.3 155 17.7 15.9 17.9 18.9 19.2
Mean age 27 27 28 25 26 27 28 28 28 27
oo 3150 2841 2482 4020 3902 3002 2207 2186 2276 2549
% of all 17.9 16.7 15.2 21.9 21.1 16.7 14.0 14.7 16.1 19.3
Mean age 18 18 18 17 17 17 17 17 17 17
ge?gﬁ; eported 3614 3417 3135 5395 5644 5241 4444 3760 3723 3482
% of all 20.5 20.1 19.2 29.4 30.5 29.2 28.1 25.3 26.4 26.4
Mean age 24 24 25 23 23 24 25 24 23 23
Common drugs abused

1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
(1) Drug abusers with type of drugs reported
No. 16496 15746 15203 16424 16333 15939 13960 14527 13931 13130
(2) Heroin abusers
No. 14291 13588 13003 12188 11575 11826 10357 10147 9757 8101
% of (1) 86.6 86.3 85.5 74.2 70.9 74.2 74.2 69.8 70.0 61.7
(3) Psychotropic substance abusers
No. 3488 3412 3549 5561 6022 5581 5219 619 6335 7364
% of (1) 21.1 21.7 23.3 33.9 36.9 35.0 37.4 42.7 455 56.1
Ketamine abusers
% of (1) * - 0.2 9.8 16.8 16.9 14.0 17.8 15.1 23.2
Triazolam/Midazolam/Zopiclone abusers
% of (1) 59 57 6.1 5.6 55 7.8 11.2 12.1 14.6 16.9
Cannabis abusers
% of (1) 8.0 89 85 8.7 7.5 8.1 7.5 7.7 8.2 7.4
MDMA (Ecstasy) abusers
% of (1) 0.4 0.4 2.3 14.2 13.9 8.6 7.0 8.8 12.2 11.6
Methylamphetamine (Ice) abusers
% of (1) 51 6.0 6.7 59 58 3.8 4.1 44 54 6.5
Cough medicine abusers
% of (1) 2.7 18 1.9 1.9 1.8 24 39 4.5 51 57




2 Drug Abuse Trends for 1997 - 2006

( 1a) Overall DrugAbuse Trend (Table 1a)
21 2.1 The CRDA records a declining trend
in the overall number of reported drug
18 513 abusers in recent years, from 18 513 persons
13 204 in 2001 to 13204 in 2006. During the same
33 period, the mean age of drug abusers, rose
35 from 33 in 2001 to 35 in both 2004 and
34 2005, and then dropped to 34 in 2006, the
same level asthat in 2002 and 2003.
21
Chart 2.1 Drug abusersby age group by sex
No. of persons Aged under 21
4000 |
3000 |
2000 |
Male
1000 —— o _ ///‘_s_ﬁ _____ \\\_’_’_Eerl]ale =
0
1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
No. of persons All ages
20000 |
\/ w
15000 |
Male
10000 |
5000 |
—————————— Femae ~_ _ _
0

1997 1998 1999

2000 2001

2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
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Chart 2.2 Young drug abusers aged under 21
NE

No. of persons

Young Drug Abuse Trend (7able 1a)

2.2 The number of young drug abusers
aged under 21 fluctuated in the past ten
years. It fell from 4 020 persons in 2000 to
2 186 in 2004, and then picked up again to
2549 in 2006. The proportion of young
drug abusers fell from 21.9% in 2000 to
14.0% in 2003, and then rose continuously in
the next three years and reached 19.3% in
2006. The mean age of young drug abusers
remained at 17 in recent years.

AR 2 A LRI E Ik

Percentage of all drug abusers

—  FrEWREm LS -m T EOEMERE L
% of young persons aged under 21 among all drug abusers
21
18
15
4000 |- 12
2000 | [
0
1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
B/ AMHEREHGEE (£ g Male / Female Drug Abuse Trend (Tuble 1a)
23 FHEREHGEIL %‘t-ﬁ"i & 2.3 Drug abuse is more common among
BNCD F WNE R = males than females. The number of male
F?.p ZEEXNFAEAL 10670 A ﬁ drug abusers has been declining for years

iiﬁT%6W&ﬁ#ﬁ BOA B A

HEEREM AR  —BE=
AN B 3186 N> A_FEENFTHE
E 2534 A L EE = KT
;ﬁta

and was 10 670 in 2006, 6.8% lower than
that in 2005.
abusers fluctuated slightly in recent years.
In 2002, it stood at 3 186 and then fell to
2 534 in 2006, a level similar to that in 2003.

The number of female drug
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24 FHERBESZFYFE
M EE-_HF 35Kk EFAEERSF
37T R ELENFEHRE 36K &M
EREHE—BRBBIHLEREYH

2.4  The average age of male drug abusers
rose from 35 in 2002 to 37 in 2005 and then
fell to 36 in 2006.

were generally younger than the male

Female drug abusers

Fg o —_EEXFHFHFEELL2T counterparts. Their average age was 27 in
R e 2006.
B 2.3 THERAROAL
Chart 2.3 Female drug abusers
N T E B A TR E 5 LE
No. of persons Percentage of all drug abusers
— {LATEEAZEY A HESE
% of all drug abusers
1 20
ﬂ 4 16
3000 | - o o 4 12
2000 | |- 18
1000 14
0

1997 1998 1999 2000

BR/EHERNERAEDHLETRAEY
#5 (% 1b)

5 BREERAEYG M E RN E
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£y 3482 Ao ey T3 E s —
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2001

2002 2003 2004 2005 2006

Drug Abuse Trends for Newly / Previously
Reported Drug Abusers (7able 1b)

2.5
drug abusers had a declining trend similar to

Both newly and previously reported

that for all reported drug abusers in recent
years. The total number of newly reported
drug abusers declined from 5 644 in 2001 to
3482 in 2006. Their average age rose from
23 in 2001 to 25 in 2003 and then fell to 23
again in 2005 and 2006. The proportion of
newly reported drug abusers in both 2005
and 2006 was 26.4%.

2.6 The total number of previously
reported drug abusers declined to 9 722 in
2006.  These abusers were generally older
than their newly reported counterparts, with
an average age at 38 in 2006.
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24 /
Chart 24 Newly/ previoudly reported drug abusers
No. of persons
All drug abusers
20000 |
_—
15000 Previously reported drug abusers
10000 [
Newly reported drug abusers
5000 [ - - T T T T T T e — e _____
0
1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
( 1c 1d) Major DrugsAbused (Tables1c and 1d)
2.7 2.7 Heroin has always been the most

common drug abused in Hong Kong. The
number of heroin abusers, however, has been

8 101 61.7% declining for years. In 2006, 8101 or
61.7% of drug abusers were reported as
heroin abusers.

2.8 2.8 Conversely, there was a general rising
trend in abusing psychotropic substances as a
whole between 1997 and 2006, except for
2002 and 2003 when a drop in the number of

7 364 abusers concerned was recorded. The
number of psychotropic substance abusers
stood at arecord high at 7 364 in 2006.

2.5

Chart 25 Heroin and psychotropic substance abusers
No. of persons

16 000
Heroin abusers
12000 [
8000 | _ T~
Psychotropic substance abusers
— — — -
- — — ey — —
4000 | —_ e e -
0

1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006

Note:  An abuser may take both heroin and psychotropic substances during a given period.
-10-
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2.9 K7 29 Among psychotropic  substances,
/ / “ ketamine, triazolam/midazolam/zopiclone,
e oo ” ecstasy, cannabis and methylamphetamine

©o (or commonly known as ice) were more
commonly abused in recent years. Before
2000, cannabis topped the list of commonly
“ ” abused psychotropic substances. In 2000,
ecstasy overtook all other psychotropic
“ KT “ KT substances to become the most commonly
“ ” abused psychotropic substance, closely
“ A ” followed by ketamine. Ketamine, however,
overtook ecstasy to top the list since 2001.
“ " Triazolam/midazolam/zopiclone became
increasingly popular in 2002 and ranked the
second since 2003. Ecstasy and cannabis
ranked the third and fourth respectively on
the list in most recent years between 2004
and 2006.

2.6
Chart 26  Abusersof major types of psychotropic substances

No. of persons

3500

“K
3000 | “ m ” Ketamine -
Triazolam/Midazolam/ /

2500

2000 |
» Ecstasy

1500 |

1000 | -~ ~—~
~

500

1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006

Note: More than one type of drugs may be reported for each individual drug abuser.
-11-
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2.10

2.11

32.1%

1c)

-12 -

Abuse of More Than One Drug (Table 1c)

2.10  Taking more than one type of drugs
has become a common phenomenon among
drug abusers nowadays. A multiple drug
abuser is defined to be a person who is
reported to have taken more than one type of
drugs within the specified period,
irrespective of whether the drugs were taken
concurrently on one occasion or not.

211 The proportion of multiple drug
abusers has been increasing over the years
and reached 32.1% in 2006. The majority
of them abused two types of drugs at the
sametime.



3

—EENFERBMAAHR
Characteristics of Drug Abusers in 2006

mEEFAGEELE
(# la~1b~ 2a~2b R 4a)
3] AR ENEEREHE L

K 13204 N > BE B F &P 909 A
Thtg B 64% - AELEREMHE T
ERBEERYAB B _ETEF W
3723 AR E KN FH) 3482 A 0 B2
B 65% M —EEXNFEHEIRGA
BA A 9722 A THET 64%- U 14s
FREEREHMFEHB LI E AR
HERATHUEBA-_ZTELFR
EXNFHEF L 264% -

Major Comparison with Previous Year
(Tables 1a,1b, 2a, 2b and 4a)

3.1 In 2006, there were 13204 drug
abusers in total, representing a decrease of
909 persons or 6.4% compared with that of
2005.
reported persons decreased by 6.5% from
3723 1n 2005 to 3 482 in 2006, while that of
previously reported persons decreased by
6.4% and stood at 9722 in 2006. As a

percentage of all drug abusers, the proportion

Among them, the number of newly

of newly reported persons remained at 26.4%
in both 2005 and 2006.

B 3.1 BERANININ _EZERENFER/GHEREABYAL
Chart 3.1 Newly/previously reported drug abusers in 2005 and 2006 by age group
NE
No. of persons
15000 | 14113 13204 2005 2006
(-6%)
%”//l::: .
10000 | é
5000 | % f H—ERLLE
///;f Aged 21 and over
Z H—ELLT
0 a Aged under 21
P B EHERALT EHRWERAL
All drug abusers Previously reported Newly reported
persons persons
32 H—RUTEREHLHFLF 3.2 The number of young drug abusers

A BH_ELERFH 2276 AL
St E ENE 2549 A g E 12.0% -
TREAARTEEF D FARAERS
By 3EE 0 B 18.0% - MiE B F b F & 1
] d 16.1%L F £ 19.3% o

-13 -

aged under 21 rose by 12.0% from 2 276 in
2005 to 2549 in 20006.
greater for those aged under 16, by 18.0%.

The rise was

The proportion of young drug abusers rose
from 16.1% to 19.3%.
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3.3 The mean age of al drug abusers
lowered by 1 year from 35 years in 2005 to
34 in 2006. The mean age of newly
reported persons and young drug abusers
remained at 23 and 17 respectively in 2006,
the same level asthat in 2005.

34 The number of female drug abusers
was 2 534 in 2006, 4.9% lower than that of
2005.

3.5 The number of heroin abusers was
8101 in 2006, 17.0% lower than that of
2005. Its proportion fell from 70.0% in
2005 to 61.7% in 2006.

3.6 The number of psychotropic
substance abusers as a whole rose by 1 029
(or 16.2%) to 7364 in 2006. Its
proportion continued to rise from 45.5% in
200510 56.1% in 2006. Except for ecstasy
and cannabis abusers for which a decline in
their number was recorded, increases in
both the number and proportion for abusers
of most types of other substances were
observed.

Ageand Sex (Tablela)

3.7 Of al 13204 drug abusers reported
in 2006, 26.3% were aged 21-30, 22.3%
aged 31-40, 15.9% aged 16-20 and just
3.4% aged under 16. Their mean age was
34. The proportions of females in the age
groups of 21-30 (35.8%) and under 21
(31.7%) were higher than those for al drug
abusers.

3.8 The maority of drug abusers (80.8%)
were males. Male drug abusers, with an
average age of 36, were in general older
than their femae counterparts (with an
average age of 27).
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Chart 3.2 Age distribution of drug abusers of both sexes in 2006
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Type of Drugs Abused (7Table 1d)

3.9 1In 2006, 61.7% of drug abusers were
Other

were ketamine

reported to have abused heroin.
commonly abused drugs
(23.2%), triazolam/midazolam/zopiclone (16.9%),
ecstasy (11.6%), cannabis (7.4%), ice (6.5%)

and cough medicine (5.7%).

3.10 Among young drug abusers aged
under 21, ketamine was the most popular drug
of abuse and was taken by 73.1% of young
drug abusers in 2006. This was followed by
(42.7%), (18.7%),
nimetazepam (13.5%), ice (10.4%) and cough
medicine (7.0%). Males and females had

similar patterns.

ecstasy cannabis

3.11  Among adult drug abusers aged 21
and over, heroin was the most common type
of drugs abused (75.9%). Triazolam/
midazolam/zopiclone ranked the second most

commonly abused type (20.3%).
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Chart 3.3 Drug abusers in 2006 by age group by sex by common type of drugs abused
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Method of Taking Heroin (7able le)

3.12  Among heroin abusers, injection was
the most common method of taking heroin,
with 57.7% of heroin abusers adopting it in
2006. Fume inhaling (41.3%) and smoking
(13.4%) were the next two common methods

taken.
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Locality of abusing drugs

Place of abusing drugs * (Table 1f)

3.13  About 11.3% of drug abusers in 2006
were reported to have taken drugs in the
Mainland of China (mainly in Shenzhen).
Most of them also took drugs in Hong Kong.

#HEBEFNBRER BB SN —FZEFERARMAL
Drug abusers in 2006 by age group by locality of abusing drugs
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Locality of abusing drugs * (Table 1g)

3.14  Some 38.2% of drug abusers in 2006
were reported to have taken drugs at
home/friend’s home only, 31.5% at both
home/friend’s home and other localities
(mainly recreation area/public garden/public
toilet and disco/karaoke) and the remaining
30.3% at other localities only. Among
young drug abusers aged under 21, the
respective proportion of those taking drugs at
home/friend’s home only was much lower, at
13.3%, whereas that of taking drugs at other
localities only (mainly disco/karaoke) was
much higher, at 55.1%.

Statistics on these new items were compiled
only as from 2006.
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B 3.5
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Chart 3.5 Drug abusers in 2006 by reason for current drug use
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Reason for Current Drug Abuse (Table 1h)

3.15  The four most popular reasons for
current drug abuse in descending order
were “peer influence” (47.9% of drug
abusers), “relief of boredom” (40.0%),
“avoid discomfort of its absence” (36.6%)
and “curiosity” (34.3%).
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3.16
under 21, “peer influence” (64.8% of young

Among those young abusers aged
drug abusers) ranked the most popular
reason for current drug abuse, followed by
“to seek euphoria or sensory satisfaction”
(42.2%), “relief of boredom” (41.3%) and
“curiosity” (41.0%).

Ageof First Abuse (Table 1i)

3.17 Some 41.8% of drug abusers claimed
to have started drug abuse at the age
between 16 and 20, 36.8% under 16, 12.0%
between 21 and 25, and the remaining 9.4%
over 25. The mean age of first abuse of all
abusers and youngsters under 21 was 18 and
15 respectively.

Activity Satus (Table 1))
3.18 Some 52.3% of drug abusers were

Another
31.1% were full-time workers, 7.5% being

unemployed at the time of report.

casual/part-time workers and 4.8% being
students. Among young drug abusers, the
proportion of students was much higher, at
23.5%.

Educational Attainment (Table 1k)

3.19 About half (51.6%) of drug abusers

in 2006 had attained
education, another 27.1% primary education,

lower secondary

18.6% upper secondary and 1.0% tertiary
education.
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Ethnicity (Table 1I)

3.20 Chinese has aways been the dominant
ethnic group of drug abusers. In 2006,
94.9% of drug abusers were Chinese. Other
minority ethnic groups to which the remaining
non-Chinese drug abusers belonged included
Vietnamese (2.0%), Nepalese (1.4%) and
I ndian/Pakistani/Bangladeshi/Sri Lankan (0.5%)
in descending order.

Marital Satus (Table 1m)

321 Some 60.3% of drug abusers were
single, another 29.1% married or cohabiting,
9.1% divorced or separated and the remaining
1.4% widowed. Maes and femdes had similar
patterns of marital status.

Whether Partner Took Drugs (Table 1m)

3.22  Of those married or cohabiting, 12.7%
claimed that their partners also abused drugs.
The proportion of female abusers with
partners also abusing drugs was 38.3%, much
higher than that of male abusers (at 8.1%).

District of Residence (Table 1n)

3.23 Nearly one-third of drug abusers were
reported to reside in Sham Shui Po (10.4%),
Kwun Tong (9.8%) and Yau Tsim Mong
(9.3%). Other districts with proportionally
more drug abusers included Tuen Mun
(8.3%), Yuen Long (7.3%) and Wong Tai Sin
(7.1%). In particular, for young drug abusers
aged under 21, the North (11.6%), Shatin
(9.7%) and Tuen Mun (9.2%) together had
nearly one-third of young abusers.

-20-
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Typeof Quarters (Table 10)

3.24 Over half (57.7%) of drug abusers
resided in public and aided rental blocks,
37.6% in private housing and 2.9% in home
ownership estates.

Whether Previously Convicted (Table 1p)

3.25 Over two-thirds (77.7%) of drug
abusers in 2006 were reported to be
previously convicted, comprising only
drug-related offences (31.2%), only other
offences (13.8%) and both drug-related and
other offences (32.5%). The proportion of
previously convicted abusers among adult
abusers aged 21 and over was 86.4%, much
higher than that among their younger
counterparts aged under 21 (39.3%).
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Drug Abusers in 2006

4.1 E_REENERAERIEIRS 4.1 Of all 13 204 drug abusers reported in
13204 % B R 3 4 & b > 3482 A & 2006, 3482 or 26.4% were reported for the

264% R KL T 9T A glrf’t time in ﬂl; year %T;ﬁmy reported) mid
(73.6%) 8] % &4k 24k - £ — R AT © fematnins (73.6%) were previously
BB E D e B o A reported. The respective proportion among

A7 "R = young drug abusers under 21 was much higher,
+ 8B 5tk A 685%: @5 A H —

at 68.5%, as compared against 16.3% among
REMXEFREE LG 163% - BH adult abusers aged 21 and over A

FTXUEBEXREERAGTHK ZRE comparison of the characteristics between

o gl A5 o newly and previously reported drug abusers is
‘ given in the ensuing paragraphs.

EgFatt B (F 2a) Age and Sex (Table 2a)

4.2 ;H}: EIREREMHEHY 4.2 The age distribution of newly

R ER B EHERSAEL 7]: reported drug abusers was quite different

B 0 BT %L f,_ _5_ w2 = (72.0%) 8 & from that of previously reported ones.
BAF 16 530K K EAE LW H Nearly three quarters (72.0%) of the former
2 = (722%) 5 E A F 21 B 50 & were aged 16-30, whereas about three

bR EHRERE Y E YRR quarters (72.2%) of the latter were aged

B3R RRRESERESRE L senerl mueh
GHEREBERENE —RFERS - gc ag ; g

younger than their previously reported
counterparts (with an average age of 38).

B 4.1 HERUPH_FENFER/ECHEIRBERARIAL
Chart4.1 Newly/previously reported drug abusers in 2006 by age
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43  Regarding the sex distribution, 31.8%
of newly reported drug abusers were
females, while the respective proportion
among previously reported abusers was
lower, at 14.7%.

Type of Drugs Abused (7able 2b)

44  Among newly reported drug abusers
in 2006, the most commonly abused type of
drugs was ketamine (54.7%), followed by
ecstasy  (26.0%), (20.5%) and
cannabis (15.4%).

heroin

4.5 Among previously reported drug
abusers, heroin was the dominant type of
drugs abused (76.4%). A smaller
proportion of abusers was recorded for other
kinds of drugs, mainly triazolam/midazolam/
zopiclone (21.6%), ketamine (12.0%) and ice
(5.7%).

4.2 BHBRETRERAOBYERIA ;W _EEXNFER/IEHREIREABEBDAL
Chart4.2 Newly/previously reported drug abusers in 2006 by common
type of drugs abused
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Reason for Current DrugAbuse (Table 2c)

4.6  For newly reported drug abusers, the
three most popular reasons for current drug
use were “peer influence’” (53.4%),
“curiosity” (46.5%) and “relief of boredom”
(34.2%).

4.7 As for previousy reported persons,
the three most popular reasons for current
drug use were “peer influence’ (46.0%),
“avoid discomfort of its absence” (45.7%)
and “relief of boredom” (41.9%).

Ageof First Abuse (Table 2d)

4.8 Previously reported drug abusers
on average started to abuse drugs at an
earlier age, at 17, while those newly
reported persons later, at 20.

Activity Satus (Table 2e)

4.9 Of al newly reported drug abusers,
38.8% were unemployed, 37.7% full-time
workers, 13.7% students and 6.4%
casual/part-time workers. Among previousy
reported persons, the proportion of the
unemployed was much higher, at 57.1%.
Some 28.7% were full-time workers and
7.9% casual/part-time workers.

Educational Attainment (Table 2f)

410 A greater proportion of newly
reported drug abusers attained higher
educational level, with 53.5% being lower
secondary, 29.7% upper secondary, 2.1%
tertiary education and 14.2% primary
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education. Only 0.4% had no schooling or
at kindergarten level.

411 For previousy reported persons,
31.7% had primary education, 50.9% lower
secondary, 14.6% upper secondary, 0.6%
tertiary education and 2.2% no schooling or
Kindergarten.

Marital Satus (Table 2g)

412  Some 84.7% of newly reported drug
abusers were never married while the
respective proportion among previously
reported persons was lower, at 51.6%.
Married and cohabiting persons took up
12.4% of the former group and 35.1% of the
latter group, while the widowed, divorced or
separated atogether took up 3.0% of the
former group and 13.3% of the latter group.

413 Of those married or cohabiting
newly reported persons, 19.4% reported that
their partners also abused drugs, which was
similar to 12.1% for the previously reported
counterparts. Among males, the respective
proportions among both newly reported and
previously reported drug abusers were
similar (at 13.3% and 7.8% respectively).
For females, the respective proportion was
lower among newly reported persons (at
29.0%) than that among the previoiusy
reported ones (at 40.9%).
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5.1 It isacommon phenomenon for drug
abusers to abuse more than one type of
drugs. A multiple drug abuser is defined to
be a person who is reported to have taken
more than one type of drugs within the
specified period, irrespective of whether the
drugs were taken concurrently on the same
occasion or not.

Multiple Drug Abusers (Table 1c)

52 Of al drug abusers, 4216 or 32.1%
took more than one type of drugs in 2006.
The distribution of multiple drug abusers by
number of drug types ever taken in 2006 and
their major combination are presented in the
following table:

ik hﬂg s
el ZUF T SUVERE $iagl 3 RN et IS N
Number of drug typestaken/ mgjor combination of drugstaken | No. of abusers | % of al drug
abusers
F* 3 %P Twodrugtypestaken 3276 25.0
(i) #EEfetd A7/ ERR 1603 12.2
Heroin & Triazolam/Midazolam/Zopiclone
(i) "4 1 "f"K 7”7 609 4.6
Ecstasy & Ketamine
(D RRERES 3 e 120 0.9
Heroin & Ice
(iv) = Fff"K =" 81 0.6
Cannabis & Ketamine
F* = #% % Threedrugtypestaken 657 5.0
() =B “HEFLfK 100 0.8
Cannabis, Ecstasy & Ketamine
(i) ApE "9 AFTUEH R R 40 0.3
Heroin, Triazolam/Midazolam/Zopiclone & Ice
E? $ = # % Morethan threedrug typestaken 283 2.2
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53 Some 25.0% of drug abusers had
taken two types of drugsin 2006. The most
common combination of two types of drugs
taken was heroin and triazolam/midazolam/
zopiclone. Another 5.0% took three types
of drugs, while only 2.2% of drug abusers
took more than three types of drugs.

Comparison of Heroin Abusers with
Psychotropic Substance Abusers

54 In the ensuing paragraphs, a
comparison of the characteristics of heroin
abusers and psychotropic substance abusers
is presented. Separate figures on the salient
characteristics of the more popular categories
of psychotropic substance abusers viz.
ketamine, triazolam/midazolam/zopiclone,
ecstasy and cannabis abusers are also
included.

Ageand Sex (Tables3a & 4a)

55 In 2006, there were 8101 heroin
abusers of whom the great majority (84.7%)
were males. Their overall average age was
41. As for the 7364 psychotropic substance
abusers in 2006, 75.3% were aso males.
They were generally much younger than
heroin abusers, with an average age of 28.
Comparatively  speaking,
proportionally more female psychotropic
substances abusers (24.7% or 1821) than
female heroin abusers (15.3% or 1 236).

there were
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56 Among the four maor categories of
psychotropic  substance  abusers, the
proportion of female abusers was relatively
higher among ketamine and ecstasy abusers,
being 32.3% and 43.2% respectively. This
compared with the corresponding proportion
of 21.0% and 16.0% for cannabis and
triazolam/midazolam/zopiclone.

57 As for the age of psychotropic
substance abusers, triazolam/midazolam/
zopiclone abusers, with an average age of 38,
were on average much older than the other
three major types of psychotropic substance
abusers. The mean ages of ketamine,
ecstasy and cannabis abusers were 21, 23
and 20 respectively.

District of Residence (Tables 3b and 4b)

5.8 More heroin abusers in 2006 resided
in Sham Shui Po (13.5% of heroin abusers),
Yau Tssm Mong (11.4%) and Kwun Tong
(10.8%). For psychotropic substance
abusers as a whole, more people resided in
Kwun Tong (10.3%), Sham Shui Po (7.9%),
Shatin  (7.8%). More specifically, for
ketamine abusers, Kwun Tong (10.5%) and
Shatin (10.1%) were the two most popular
digrict of resdence  For triazolamymidazolany
zopiclone abusers, Sham Shui Po (12.8%)
topped the list; for cannabis abusers, the
Southern (15.1%) topped the list, and for
ecstasy abusers, the North (13.8%) topped
the list.

Reason for Current Drug Use (Table 4c)

59 Among heroin abusers in 2006, the
most popular reason for currently taking
heroin was “avoid discomfort of its absence’
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(51.2% of heroin abusers), followed by “peer
influence” (48.2%). Among psychotropic
substance abusers, “peer influence” (50.2%)
came the first and “relief of boredom”
(44.2%) and “curiosity” (42.6%) came the
second and the third respectively.

Ageof First Abuse (Table3c)

5.10 Abusers of both heroin and cannabis
on average started to abuse the respective
kind of substances at the age of 19 in 2006
while ketamine and ecstasy abusers at 18 and
17 respectively.  Triazdlam/midazolam/zopidone
abusers on average started to abuse the
substances concerned at a relatively older
age, at 27.
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Tablela Drug abusersfor 1997-2006 by sex by age
ABk No. of persons
TR/ 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
Sex / age
B Male
<16 246 203 208 423 404 292 252 190 207 244
(16) (14 (15 (28 (260 (200 (19 (16 (1.8 (23
16- 20 2143 1928 1643 2387 2448 1752 1335 1314 1340 1502
(13.90 (1300 (11.6) (155 (157) (1190 (101) (108) (11.7) (14.1)
<21 /)7 Sub-total 2389 2131 1851 2810 2852 2044 1587 1504 1547 1746
(155) (144) (131) (183 (182 (138 (1200 (123) (135 (164
21-30 4293 4248 3913 4 457 4770 4536 4076 3459 2843 2 565
(279) (286) (27.7) (29.0) (305 (30.7) (307) (284) (248) (24.0)
31-40 3703 3433 3312 3300 3114 3140 3011 2805 2573 2415
(240) (231 (234) (215 (199 (21.2) (227) (23.0) (225 (226)
41-50 3361 3319 3212 3028 2995 2988 2685 2518 2415 2095
(21.8) (224) (227) (19.7) (191) (202) (202) (206) (211)  (19.6)
>51 1652 1707 1859 1760 1909 2072 1913 1914 2070 1849
(10.7) (11.5) (131) (115) (122) (1400 (144) (157 (181 (17.3)
> 21 spFF SQub-total 13009 12707 12296 12545 12788 12736 11685 10696 9901 8924
(845) (85.6) (869 (8L7) (81.8) (86.2) (880) (87.7) (865) (83.6)
ZNhgf Sub-total 15398 14838 14147 15355 15640 14780 13272 12200 11448 10670
(100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0)
SEEEES Mean age 35 35 36 34 34 35 36 36 37 36
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la
Tablela (Cont'd) Drugabusersfor 1997-2006 by sex by age

ABk No. of persons

MR/ Fie 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
Sex / age
7z Female
<16 132 116 94 325 308 274 164 147 171 202

(59 (54 (43 (109 (107 (86 (65 (55 (64 (80

16- 20 629 594 537 885 742 684 456 535 558 601
(281) (276) (248 (297) (258) (215 (181) (202) (209) (23.7)

< 21 /)Zf Sub-total 761 710 631 1210 1050 958 620 682 729 803
(340) (330) (29.1) (406) (365 (301) (246) (257) (274) (3L7)

21-30 813 830 815 999 1029 1212 1008 1112 1015 907
(36.3) (385 (37.6) (335 (358) (380) (400) (419 (381 (358

31-40 382 373 444 479 488 639 563 521 582 532
(17.1) (173) (205 (161) (1700 (201) (224) (196) (218 (21.0)

41-50 221 200 220 244 247 298 260 262 255 = 202
(99 (93 (102 (82 (86 (94 (103 (99 (96 (80

>51 60 M 57 48 59 79 67 77 84 %
7 @9 (26 @6 (1) (25 27 (29 (32 (36

> 21 /)5 Sub-total 1476 1444 1536 1770 1823 2228 1898 1972 1936 1731
(66.0) (67.0) (709 (594) (635 (69.9) (754) (743) (726) (68.3)

NEF Sub-total 2237 2154 2167 2980 2873 3186 2518 2654 2665 2534
(100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0)

SEHEFEH;  Meanage 27 27 28 25 26 27 28 28 28 27




la
Tablela (Cont'd)

Drug abusersfor 1997-2006 by sex by age

ABk No. of persons

Drug abusers under 21

MR/ s 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
Sex / age
Br&%t Both sexes
<16 378 319 302 748 712 566 416 337 378 446
(2.1) (1.9) (1.9) (4.2) (3.8) (32 (2.6) (2.3) (2.7) (34)
16- 20 2772 2522 2180 3272 3190 2436 1791 1849 1898 2103
(15.7) (148) (134) (178) (17.2) (136) (11.3) (124) (134) (15.9)
< 21 //ZFF Sub-total 3150 2841 2482 4020 3902 3002 2207 2186 2276 2549
(1790 (167) (152) (2190 (21.1) (167) (1400 (147 (161) (19.3)
21-30 5106 5078 4728 5456 5799 5748 5084 4571 3858 3472
(29.0) (29.9) (29.0) (29.8) (31.3) (32.0) (322) (308 (27.3) (26.3)
31-40 4085 3806 3756 3779 3602 3779 3574 3326 3155 2947
(23.2) (224) (230) (206) (195) (21.0) (226) (224) (224) (2233
41-50 3582 3519 3432 3272 3242 3286 2945 2780 2670 2297
(20.3)  (207) (21.0) (17.8) (175) (183) (187) (187) (189) (17.4)
>51 1712 1748 1916 1808 1968 2151 1980 1991 2154 1939
(9.7) (103) (11.7) (9.9 (106) (12.00 (125 (134) (153) (14.7)
> 21 //Ff Sub-total 14485 14151 13832 14315 14611 14964 13583 12668 11837 10655
(82.1) (833) (84.8) (781) (789) (833) (86.0) (85.3) (83.9) (80.7)
FESF Total 17635 16992 16314 18335 18513 17966 15790 14854 14113 13204
(100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0)
SR Mean age
Firf g N+ 34 34 35 32 33 34 34 35 35 34
All drug abusers
H—R A T e L 18 18 18 17 17 17 17 17 17 17

AERE L R T B (S SRR AR A B EE) A £ 0 B -

Note: Figuresin brackets refer to the proportions of drug abusersin the respective sex groups.
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Table1b Drug abusersfor 1997-2006 by newly/previously reported by sex by age

ABf No. of persons

TR/ & g
Sex / age 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006

FI7* B 8 Newly reported

B Male
<16 187 172 164 345 320 232 213 152 186 192
16 - 20 945 914 841 1567 1637 1176 993 885 1077 1012
< 21 //\Ff Sub-total 1132 1086 1005 1912 1957 1408 1206 1037 1263 1204
21-30 1093 1075 902 1313 1605 1486 1294 975 729 735
31-40 413 351 368 546 518 592 629 463 339 316
41 - 50 118 110 101 130 147 132 167 98 92 98
>51 65 66 64 60 60 71 58 51 45 23
> 21 //\Ff Ub-total 1689 1602 1435 2049 2330 2281 2148 1587 1205 1172
/N5F Sub-total 2821 2688 2440 3961 4287 3689 3354 2624 2 468 2 376
SEEEES Mean age 25 25 25 24 24 25 26 25 24 23
% Female
<16 111 97 78 270 238 237 140 109 153 165
16- 20 316 265 264 595 496 524 350 383 440 377
<21 /7 Qub-total 427 362 342 865 734 761 490 492 593 542
21-30 245 261 214 392 419 499 381 495 483 384
31-40 76 78 105 133 142 199 159 113 128 128
41-50 29 24 23 37 51 66 45 28 40 36
>51 16 @ 11 7 11 27 15 8 11 16
> 21 //\Ff QUb-total 366 367 353 569 623 791 600 644 662 564
ZNEF Sub-total 793 729 695 1434 1357 1552 1090 1136 1255 1106
SEEFE RS Mean age 23 23 24 21 22 24 24 23 23 23
Br&%t Both sexes
<16 298 269 242 615 558 469 353 261 339 357
16 - 20 1261 1179 1105 2162 2133 1700 1343 1268 1517 1389
<21 </ 7 Qb-total 1559 1448 1347 2777 2691 2169 1696 1529 1856 1746
21-30 1338 1336 1116 1705 2024 1985 1675 1470 1212 1119
31-40 489 429 473 679 660 791 788 576 467 444
41 - 50 147 134 124 167 198 198 212 126 132 134
>51 81 70 75 67 71 98 73 59 56 39
> 21 //\Ff Ub-total 2055 1969 1788 2618 2953 3072 2748 2231 1867 1736
A Total 3614 3417 3135 5395 5644 5241 4444 3760 3723 3482
SEEES Mean age 24 24 25 23 23 24 25 24 23 23
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Tablelb (Cont'd) Drugabusersfor 1997-2006 by newly/previously reported by sex

by age
A8 No. of persons
Tl /= &5
Sex / age 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
€TRL [ Previously reported
B Male
<16 59 31 44 78 84 60 39 38 21 52
16- 20 1198 1014 802 820 811 576 342 429 263 490
< 21 //Ff Sub-total 1257 1045 846 898 895 636 381 467 284 542
21-30 3200 3173 3011 3144 3165 3050 2782 2484 2114 1830
31-40 3290 3082 2944 2754 2596 2548 2382 2342 2234 2099
41-50 3243 3209 3111 2898 2848 2 856 2518 2420 2323 1997
>51 1587 1641 1795 1700 1849 2001 1855 1863 2025 1826
> 21 /)i Sub-total 11320 11105 10861 1049 10458 10455 9537 9109 8 696 7752
ZNEF Sub-total 12577 12150 11707 11394 11353 11091 9918 9576 8980 8294
SEE4FE RS Mean age 37 37 38 37 37 38 39 39 40 39
% Female
<16 21 19 16 55 70 37 24 38 18 37
16- 20 313 329 273 290 246 160 106 152 118 224
<21 /)7 Sub-total 334 348 289 345 316 197 130 190 136 261
21-30 568 569 601 607 610 713 627 617 532 523
31-40 306 295 339 346 346 440 404 408 454 404
41-50 192 176 197 207 196 232 215 234 215 166
>51 44 37 46 41 48 52 52 69 73 74
> 21 /)i Sub-total 1110 1077 1183 1201 1200 1437 1298 1328 1274 1167
ZNEF Sub-total 1444 1425 1472 1546 1516 1634 1428 1518 1410 1428
SEE4FE RS Mean age 29 29 30 29 29 31 31 32 33 31
B &%t Both sexes
<16 80 50 60 133 154 97 63 76 39 89
16- 20 1511 1343 1075 1110 1057 736 448 581 381 714
<21 /)7 Sub-total 1591 1393 1135 1243 1211 833 511 657 420 803
21-30 3768 3742 3612 3751 3775 3763 3409 3101 2 646 2353
31-40 3596 3377 3283 3100 2942 2988 2786 2750 2688 2503
41-50 3435 3385 3308 3105 3044 3088 2733 2654 2538 2163
>51 1631 1678 1841 1741 1897 2053 1907 1932 2098 1900
> 21 /)i Sub-total 12430 12182 12044 11697 11658 11892 10835 10437 9970 8919
F&=f Total 14021 13575 13179 12940 12869 12725 11346 11094 10390 9722
SEE4FE RS Mean age 36 36 37 36 37 37 38 38 39 38
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Tablelc  Drugabusersfor 1997-2006 by most common type of drugs abused/
abuser staking morethan onetype of drugs
AEf No. of persons
1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
&= ﬁ]’@?ﬁﬁ‘ I[:BE S hiar-i|
Most common types of
drugs abused
TS 14291 13588 13003 12188 11575 11826 10357 10147 9757 8101
Heroin
FETHZEY) 3488 3412 3549 5561 6022 5581 5219 6196 6335 7364
Psychotropic substances
ST @ 23 1605 2746 2692 1954 2584 2100 3045
Ketamine
ZHg S WEEYE S UL 977 891 931 927 902 1249 1567 1752 2034 2220
Triazolam/ Midazolam / Zopiclone
" FEIEAL" 66 60 343 2333 2272 1378 971 1275 1694 1519
Ecstasy
A 1325 1403 1294 1434 1227 1298 1050 1119 1136 972
Cannabis
"k 839 938 1016 968 947 606 567 642 753 850
Ice
iz 453 279 286 308 291 377 547 658 706 750
Cough medicine
R e — Sy 1811 1691 1967 3065 3236 3122 2943 3510 4054 4216
AL
Abuserstaking morethan onetype
of drugs
TSR E B R Y N 1Y 11.0 107 129 187 198 196 211 242 291 321

Bkt
% of all drug abusers
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Table 1d

Drug abusersfor 1997-2006 by age group by type of drugs abused

A8 No. of persons

iPﬁ%%?HU/’Pﬁﬁ%f%ﬁ©§%¢%ﬁ§§5 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
Agegroup / type of drugs abused
- =™
Aged under 21
pESLS 1855 1490 1089 747 426 266 137 112 85 51
Heroin (64.3) (584) (49.1) (215) (133) (10.7) (7.5) (5.3) (3.8) (2.0)
isiat - - - - - @ - - - -
Opium () () () () () (@) () () () ()
MES e - - - @ @ - - - - @
Morphine ) ) ) (@ (@) ) ) ) ) (@
JEfLE / SR 13 @ 6 6 @ - - @ . -
Physeptone/ Methadone (0.5) (@ (0.3) (0.2 (@ () () (@ () ()
FafigEY) 1281 1277 1289 2845 2863 2276 1722 2052 2185 2497
Psychotropic substances (44.9) (50.2) (58.1) (82.1) (89.2) (91.2) (94.0) (96.5) (97.5) (98.9)
LR 457 494 647 2148 1904 1039 722 907 1325 1250
Amphetamines (15.8) (194) (29.2) (62.0) (59.3) (41.6) (394) (426) (59.2)  (49.5)
FEH ST IR (" SR ) 49 51 290 1949 1701 928 635 814 1194 1079
MDMA (Ecstasy) (1.7) (200 (131 (56.2) (53.00 (37.2) (347) (383) (53.3) (42.7)
HEZIE AT (" k) 415 441 383 381 348 204 124 143 180 262
Methylamphetamine (Ice) (14.4) (17.3) (17.3) (11.0) (10.8) (8.2) (6.8) (6.7) (8.0 (10.4)
ajKA @ @ 6 9 12 14 10 20 58 166
Cocaine (@) (@) (0.3) (0.3) (0.4) (0.6) (0.5) (0.9) (2.6) (6.6)
A i 6 @ @ 12 @ 9 12 17 25 24
Methaqualone (0.2) (@) (@) (0.3) (@) (0.9) (0.7) (0.8) (1.2 (1.0)
A 628 678 671 736 557 647 524 543 572 472
Cannabis (21.8) (266) (302) (212) (174) (259) (286) (255 (255 (187)
I @ - 14 1280 1919 1757 1153 1480 1368 1845
Ketamine (@ ¢) (06) (369 (5980 (704) (629 (69.6) (61.1) (73.1)
ZE 6 6 44 78 19 36 17 12 8 @
Diazepam (0.2) (0.2) (2.0) (2.2) (0.6) (1.4) (0.9) (0.6) (0.4) (@)
BT 46 19 18 12 @ @ @ @ @ @
Flunitrazepam (1.6 (0.7) (0.8) (0.3) (@) (@ (@ (@ (@ (@
Sy | BEE | UL 72 50 34 42 30 34 92 92 82 65
Triazolam/ Midazolam / Zopiclone (2.5 (2.0 (1.5 1.2 0.9 1.4 (5.0 4.3 3.7 (2.6)
Vs Lalid - - - - 11 44 31 120 152 340
Nimetazepam ) ¢) ¢) ) (0.3) (1.8) (1.7 (5.6) (6.8) (13.5)
G 213 133 100 90 44 79 142 205 216 177
Cough medicine (7.9) (5.2) (4.5) (2.6) (1.49) (3.2) (7.8) (9.6) (9.6) (7.0)
V=l oy 138 110 100 61 48 65 52 29 27 1
Organic solvents (4.8) (4.3 (4.5) (1.8) (1.5) (2.6) (2.8) (1.49) (1.2) (0.49)
o FF 2887 2551 2219 3467 3210 249 1832 2127 2240 2524
Sub-total
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Table1ld (Cont'd)

Drug abusersfor 1997-2006 by age group by type of drugs abused

ABf No. of persons

FERCH / B B 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
Agegroup / type of drugs abused
- melF
Aged 21 & over
THE 12436 12098 11914 11441 11149 11560 10220 10035 9672 8050
Heroin (91.4) (91.7) (91.8) (883) (85.0) (86.0) (843) (80.9) (827) (75.9)
isiat 37 21 53 46 32 20 27 47 25 14
Opium (0.3) (0.2) (0.4) (0.4) (0.2) (0.2) (0.2) (0.4) (0.2) (0.2)
MES e @ @ - 8 @ @ @ @ - @
Morphine (@) (@) ) (0.2) (@) (@) (@) (@ ) (@
JEME / =W 145 91 88 69 73 73 60 135 200 118
Physeptone / Methadone (1.2) (0.7) (0.7) (0.5) (0.6) (0.5) (0.5) (1.2) 1.7) (1.2)
FETHIZEY) 2207 2135 2260 2716 3159 3305 3497 4144 4150 4867
Psychotropic substances (16.2) (16.2) (17.4) (21.0) (24.1) (24.6) (28.8) (33.4) (35.5) (45.9)
LR 448 532 701 947 1125 817 746 936 1042 1001
Amphetamines (3.3) (4.0) (5.4) (7.3) (8.6) (6.2) (6.2) (7.5) (8.9) (9.4)
FEH ST LI (" SRR ) 17 9 53 384 571 450 336 461 500 440
MDMA (Ecstasy) (0.2) (0.2) (0.4) (3.0) (4.4 (3.3) (2.8) (3.7) (4.3) (4.2)
HELZTE T (" k) 424 497 633 587 599 402 443 499 573 588
Methylamphetamine (Ice) (3.2) (3.8) (4.9) (4.5) (4.6) (3.0) (3.7) (4.0) (4.9) (5.5)
A 13 17 12 22 34 24 46 75 135 188
Cocaine (0.2) (0.2) (0.2) (0.2) (0.3) (0.2) (0.4) (0.6) (1.2) (1.8)
A 5 8 8 1 1 9 9 10 @ @ 6
Methaqualone (0.2) (0.2) (0.2) (0.2) (0.2) (0.2) (0.2) (@) (@) (0.2)
b 697 725 623 698 670 651 526 576 564 500
Cannabis (5.1) (5.5) (4.8) (5.4) (5.2) (4.8) (4.3) (4.6) (4.8) 4.7
k)4 - - 9 325 827 935 801 1104 732 1200
Ketamine ) ) (0.2) (2.5) (6.3) (7.0) (6.6) (8.9) (6.3) (113
ZE 23 19 30 21 37 49 46 44 21 27
Diazepam (0.2) (0.2) (0.2) (0.2) (0.3) (0.4) (0.4) (0.4) (0.2) (0.3)
BT 79 27 43 33 30 22 20 17 20 13
Flunitrazepam (0.6) (0.2) (0.3) (0.3) (0.2) (0.2) (0.2) (0.2) (0.2) (0.2)
Sy | HEEM s | UL 905 841 897 885 872 1215 1475 1660 1952 2155
Triazolam/ Midazolam / Zopiclone (6.7) (6.4 (6.9 (6.8 (6.6) (9.0 (12.2) (13.9) (16.7) (20.3)
Vs Lalid - - - @ 6 39 49 105 75 116
Nimetazepam ) ) ) (@ *) (0.3 (0.4 (0.8) (0.6) (1.1)
iz 240 146 186 218 247 298 405 453 490 573
Cough medicine (1.8) (1.2) (1.4) (1.7) (1.9) (2.2) (3.3) (3.7) 4.2) (5.4)
HEEEH @ 10 14 24 13 14 1 16 9 15
Organic solvents (@) (0.2) (0.2) (0.2) (0.2) (0.2) (0.2) (0.2) (0.2) (0.2)
o FF 13609 13195 12984 12957 13123 13443 12128 12400 11691 10606
Sub-total




1d

Table1ld (Cont'd)

Drug abusersfor 1997-2006 by age group by type of drugs abused

ABf No. of persons

i?éﬁﬁgﬂﬂ/’Piﬁgf%ﬁ©§%¢%ﬁéﬁﬁ 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
Agegroup / type of drugs abused
Bt ] gy
All ages
THE 14291 13588 13003 12188 11575 11826 10357 10147 9757 8101
Heroin (86.6) (86.3) (855) (742 (70.9) (742) (742) (69.8) (70.0) (61.7)
i 3a 37 21 53 46 32 21 27 47 25 14
Opium 0.2) (0.2) (0.3) (0.3) 0.2) (0.2) (0.2) (0.3) (0.2) (0.2)
ek @ @ - 9 @ @ @ @ - @
Morphine (@) (@) ) (0.1) (@) (@) (@) (@) ) (@)
JEMSE / £ 158 95 94 75 75 73 60 136 200 118
Physeptone / Methadone (1.0) (0.6) (0.6) (05) (05) (05) (0.4) (0.9) (1.4) (0.9)
FaifigEY) 3488 3412 3549 5561 6022 5581 5219 619 6335 7364
Psychotropic substances (21.1)  (2L7)  (233) (339) (369 (3500 (374) (427) (455) (56.1)
ZEIEMH 905 1026 1348 3095 3029 1856 1468 1843 2367 2251
Amphetamines (55) (6.5) (89) (188 (185 (116) (105 (1270 (1700 (17.1)
BT S LI (" SR 66 60 343 2333 2272 1378 971 1275 1694 1519
MDMA (Ecstasy) (0.4) (0.4) (23) (142 (139 (8.6) (7.0) (88) (122) (11.6)
HRELZTE T (" k) 839 938 1016 968 947 606 567 642 753 850
Methylamphetamine (Ice) (5.2) (6.0) 6.7) (5.9) (5.8) (38) 4.1 (4.4 (5.4) (6.5)
aj A 15 19 18 31 46 38 56 95 193 354
Cocaine (0.2) 0.2) (0.2) 0.2) (03 0.2) (0.4) 0.7 1.4) 27
H 2 i 14 9 14 23 10 18 22 21 28 30
Methaqualone (0.2) (0.2 (0.2) (0.2) (0.2) (0.2) 0.2) (0.2) 0.2) (0.2)
b 1325 1403 1294 1434 1227 1298 1050 1119 1136 972
Cannabis (8.0) (8.9) (85) 8.7) (7.5) 8.2) (7.5) (7.7 82 (7.4)
B4k @ 23 1605 2746 2692 1954 2584 2100 3045
Ketamine (@) 0.2) (98) (168 (169) (140 (178 (151) (232
FE 29 25 74 99 56 85 63 56 29 29
Diazepam (0.2) 0.2) (0.5) (0.6) (0.3) (0.5) (0.5) (0.4) 0.2) (0.2)
BT 125 46 61 45 32 24 23 22 21 14
Flunitrazepam 0.8) (03 (0.4) (0.3 0.2) 0.2) 0.2) 0.2) 0.2) (0.2)
Sy | HEEM s | UL 977 891 931 927 902 1249 1567 1752 2034 2220
Triazolam/ Midazolam / Zopiclone (5.9) 5.7) (6.2) (5.6) (5.5) (7.8) (11.2) (12.1) (14.6) (16.9)
Vs Lalid - - - @ 17 83 80 225 227 456
Nimetazepam ) ) ) (@ (0.1 (0.5 (0.6) (15 (16 (35)
G 453 279 286 308 291 377 547 658 706 750
Cough medicine 27 18) (1.9 (1.9 (1.8) (2.4) (39) (45) (5.1 (5.7)
HEEEH 139 120 114 85 61 79 63 45 36 26
Organic solvents (0.8) (0.8) 0.7 (0.5) (0.4) (05) (0.5) (03) (0.3) (0.2)
Rt 16496 15746 15203 16424 16333 15939 13960 14527 13931 13130
Total

PR (D) FEAEEYE AT A — Y
Notes: More than one type of drugs abused may be reported for each individual drug abuser.

(2 FEIMANETERMESFRAB AT A EHED N LE ST -
Figuresin brackets refer to the proportions of all drug abusersin the respective age groups.
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le
Table le Drug abusersfor 1997-2006 by method of taking heroin

% *
R A 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
Method of taking heroin
ER:T] 55.3 53.1 54.1 54.0 54.9 55.7 55.0 53.6 54.0 57.7
Injection
YN L 39.9 405 39.6 40.4 41.4 42.1 423 439 439 41.3
Fume inhaling
DI e EE R 16.6 184 19.6 18.1 15.1 139 14.4 16.0 14.8 13.4
Smoking
S0k 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.6 0.4 0.9 18
Sniffing
ik 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.5 0.3 0.2 0.3 0.6 0.7 0.6
Oral ingestion

R BEAEYEHERS N RS T
Notes: More than one kind of method of taking heroin may be reported for each individual drug abuser.
* AR EHIEE R A LRI 2 -

Asaproportion of all heroin abusers.

1f
Table 1f Drug abuser s by place of abusing drugs, 2006

R /BT

Agegroup / place of abusing %
AR R AT I 88.1
Hong Kong SAR only
AR RITT B & A 8.1
Hong Kong SAR and Mainland
of China
HAIEFE] 32
Mainland of China only
HAEE AT 0.6

Other countries only

A Total 100.0

FE O E‘fﬁ%ﬁ'J%%?’ﬁ@@ﬁ” Pl HFEAF ‘@i'??*r’}ii °
Rlotes : Statistics on place of abusing drugs were compiled only as from 2006.
(2) & B BEPIH ML R [N B .
More than one place of abusing drugs may be reported for each individual drug abuser.
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Table1g Drug abuser s by age group by locality of abusing drugs, 2006

= HERC ]/ W BRI
Agegroup / locality of abusing drugs %

H—® LT Aged under 21

HER /7 BARKNZE 133
Home/Friend's home only
TER / KRB R HoAth st B, 316
Home/Friend's home and other localities
IR A IS 55.1
Other localities only
H s
Other localities
BI1E S FHOK 63.9
Disco/Karaoke
SN - N /] 26.3
Recreation area/public garden/public toilet
EHr /AR /g S R TR S A 5.9
Party gathering in club house/building/hotel/bar
g /K& S B S B TR S S 5.8
Non-party gathering in club house/building/hotel/bar
BTGB 8.9

Electronic game centre

/)F Sub-total 100.0

H—EELLE Aged 21 & over

HIE% / HRR 43.6
Home/Friend's home only
ER / IR R H At st R 314
Home/Friend's home and other localities
UEHA RS 24.9
Other localities only
A5
Other localities
HIL1E S/ FAOK 8.8
Disco/Karaoke
KA T/ N6 S 25T 39.7
Recreation area/public garden/public toilet
Ehr /A& /G S PR TR S e 5.6
Party gathering in club house/building/hotel/bar
Ehr /K& /G S PR TR 5 37
Non-party gathering in club house/building/hotel/bar
LB L 2.8

Electronic game centre

/)F Sub-total 100.0




1g
Tablelg (Cont'd) Drug abusersby age group by locality of abusing drugs, 2006

i T/ W B

Agegroup / locality of abusing drugs %
FrE4#: All ages
HER /7 BAKNZE 38.2
Home/Friend's home only
TE5 / FRRIIR R H e 315
Home/Friend's home and other localities
AR A IS 30.3
Other localities only
H s
Other localities
BI1E S FHOK 18.6
Disco/Karaoke
SN - N /] 37.3
Recreation area/public garden/public toilet
EHr /AR /g S R TR S A 57
Party gathering in club house/building/hotel/bar
g /K& S B S B TR S S 4.1
Non-party gathering in club house/building/hotel/bar
BTGB 39

Electronic game centre

A Total 100.0

FOE (L) R BB U T R A -
Rlotes: Statistics on locality of abusing drugs were compiled only as from 2006.
(2) 5 | BPrH WL AT [ B
More than one locality of abusing drugs may be reported for each individua drug abuser.



1h

Table1lh Drug abusersfor 1997-2006 by age group by reason for current drug use
%*

FESCHT / R EE | 3EPE 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006

Agegroup / reason for current drug use

- =™

Aged under 21

ZRIFZEAA K2 / FERIEIREAR AT — Fr 629 605 628 682 660 582 579 600 683 648

Peer influence/To identify with peers

HEGE RVE A Al B B T R E AN 8 308 305 288 134 9.3 7.8 6.6 6.6 7.3 8.6

Avoid discomfort of its absence

fRRY / 1B / FERE 259 271 298 282 264 276 287 314 404 413

Relief of boredom/Depression/Anxiety

HR i3y 392 387 357 429 434 386 382 410 358 410

Curiosity

FORIEECE RE LB E 169 256 265 445 396 389 327 346 434 422

To seek euphoria or sensory satisfaction

BHiTaE R 0.9 11 13 0.6 0.8 0.5 16 0.8 1.3 13

For self-medication

ZE| 2 15 2.0 3.0 2.3 19 2.0 2.4 16 37 46

Under influence of the partner

HAth K] 2.7 43 42 2.1 0.7 0.8 05 0.3 0.8 11

Other reasons

- mrelF

Aged 21 & over

ZRIEZEA T / AEZEAI AT — 261 256 312 415 382 355 447 436 445 439

Peer influence/To identify with peers

58 PRIV A AR R i R B 545 553 592 551 544 572 581 546 485 433

Avoid discomfort of its absence

fRES / TEREIRTE / fE5E 150 223 239 203 222 289 249 274 346 396

Relief of boredom/Depression/Anxiety

RT3y 343 274 264 229 204 197 238 228 292 327

Curiosity

FHORIEEE e LI 2 168 191 170 184 187 178 101 93 147 175

To seek euphoria or sensory satisfaction

HITiRH R 2.7 3.7 3.6 31 3.0 35 45 47 5.2 5.7

For self-medication

ZE| M ER e 0.6 0.7 0.9 0.9 11 1.2 11 12 2.3 2.1

Under influence of the partner

Ho A JFH A 2.6 5.1 2.2 14 13 0.4 0.4 0.3 0.4 0.3

Other reasons




1h

Table1lh (Cont'd)

Drug abusersfor 1997-2006 by age group by reason for current

drug use

%*
FESCHT / R EE | 3EPE 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
Agegroup / reason for current drug use
EI’?‘"EJ_-‘:F%
All ages
ZRIFZEAA K2 / FEEZEAI AT — Fr 324 311 356 470 435 389 464 460 483 479
Peer influence/To identify with peers
HE 58 RS A AR B BE Y T RS E A 505 514 549 465 459 498 515 476 419 366
Avoid discomfort of its absence
FRRY / 1B IR / FERE 169 230 247 220 230 287 254 280 355 400
Relief of boredom/Depression/Anxiety
HR T3y 352 292 277 270 247 226 257 255 303 343
Curiosity
FORIEECE RE LA E 169 201 184 238 226 209 130 131 194 223
To seek euphoria or sensory satisfaction
HITiRH R 2.4 33 33 2.6 2.6 31 41 41 46 48
For self-medication
ZE| 2 0.7 0.9 1.2 1.2 1.2 13 12 1.3 25 2.6
Under influence of the partner
Ho At A 2.6 5.0 25 16 1.2 0.5 04 0.3 0.5 0.5
Other reasons

i BRI E R RSN R SR

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

* fﬁf‘,ﬁ'fﬁ%ﬁ R I T B~ VTS

Asaproportion of all drug abusers in the respective age groups.

- 46 -



1i
Table 1i Drug abusersfor 1997-2006 by sex by age of first abuse

%

TR/ FrovET (B i 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
Sex / age of first abuse

Bl Male
<16 31.0 317 32.3 334 32.9 33.6 334 34.3 35.7 37.2
16-20 45.3 44.3 2447 43.6 44.0 429 419 42.8 43.1 42.6
21-25 13.7 13.8 13.0 13.1 135 13.2 135 12.6 12.0 11.7
26-30 6.1 6.1 6.0 6.1 6.0 6.4 6.8 6.5 5.7 49
31-35 2.3 21 2.3 23 21 24 2.7 21 20 19
36-40 1.0 11 1.0 1.0 0.9 1.0 11 11 0.8 0.8
>41 0.6 0.8 0.7 0.6 0.6 0.6 0.7 0.7 0.6 0.7
/hEF Sub-total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
F] TR | B P $h 0 19 19 18 18 18 18 19 18 18 18
Mean age of first abuse
+ Female
<16 34.5 35.6 35.3 39.3 36.2 35.2 32.6 30.2 317 34.6
16-20 449 44.3 437 41.6 41.8 425 414 42.0 37.8 379
21-25 131 12.0 115 104 12.0 11.9 14.2 16.6 17.6 135
26-30 47 53 5.6 49 6.5 5.6 6.6 7.2 8.0 9.0
31-35 18 1.8 24 2.2 20 2.9 2.8 24 2.7 2.6
36-40 0.6 0.7 1.2 1.2 11 1.2 14 1.0 11 15
>41 0.5 0.2 0.3 0.5 0.3 0.7 11 0.6 1.0 0.9
/hEF Sub-total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
F] TR | BT t 0 18 18 18 18 18 18 19 19 19 19

Mean age of first abuse

x4 Iﬁ?l- Both sexes

<16 314 322 32.7 34.2 333 338 333 33.6 35.1 36.8
16- 20 45.2 443 44.6 433 43.7 42.9 41.8 427 42.2 418
21-25 13.6 13.6 12.8 12.7 13.3 13.0 13.6 13.2 13.0 12.0
26-30 59 6.0 59 59 6.1 6.2 6.7 6.6 6.1 56
31-35 2.3 21 2.3 2.3 21 24 2.7 21 21 20
36 - 40 1.0 11 1.0 10 0.9 11 11 11 0.9 09
=41 0.6 0.7 0.7 0.6 0.6 0.6 0.7 0.7 0.6 0.7
Az Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

i B s i

M ean age of first abuse

Fra ks A+ 19 19 18 18 18 18 19 18 18 18
All drug abusers

T AT HZE A 15 15 15 15 16 16 16 16 15 15
Drug abusers under 21
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Table 1] Drug abusersfor 1997-2006 by age group by activity status

%
SEESHE R [ VEEIRTE 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
Agegroup / activity status
- =™
Aged under 21
ZT(EANL 437 365 32.6 312 352 327 29.8 315 29.6 30.4
Full-time worker
B/ FERRITE AL 7.0 7.1 6.8 6.9 5.9 6.0 6.7 8.0 10.6 9.6
Casual/Part-time worker
KEANE 38.8 449 44.4 385 333 37.2 37.2 37.2 311 328
Unemployed
S YN 0.3 0.5 0.3 0.2 0.3 0.1 0.3 0.3 0.2 0.2
Home-maker
%o 8.9 9.2 13.0 204 23.9 227 25.0 219 26.4 235
Student
HAth 14 17 2.9 2.8 14 13 1.0 11 2.0 35
Others
/hFF Sub-total 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000  100.0
- mrelF
Aged 21 & over
ZRT(EANL 45.1 39.0 355 378 36.8 326 311 273 29.5 31.3
Full-time worker
B/ FERRTE AT 7.7 7.6 6.5 6.5 7.4 74 6.0 6.4 7.0 7.0
Casual/Part-time worker
KEANE 44.2 498 53.2 517 51.6 55.2 58.6 61.8 58.5 57.0
Unemployed
S YN 11 1.2 14 14 16 20 1.8 18 17 18
Home-maker
%o 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.2
Student
BEIRAL 15 18 25 20 1.8 20 1.9 2.2 2.4 18
Retired person
HAth 0.3 0.5 0.8 0.5 0.6 0.6 0.5 0.3 0.8 0.9
Others
/hFF Sub-total 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000  100.0




1

Tablel] (Cont'd) Drugabusersfor 1997-2006 by age group by activity status

%

RSB 1 IEENRT 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
Agegroup / activity status

EI’?‘EJ_EFET‘

All ages

ZT(EANL 449 386 35.1 36.3 36.4 326 30.9 27.9 29.5 311
Full-time worker

B/ FERRTAE AT 75 75 6.5 6.6 7.1 7.2 6.1 6.6 75 75
Casual/Part-time worker

KEANE 432 49.0 51.8 489 47.8 52.3 55.6 58.1 54.1 52.3
Unemployed

RN L 1.0 11 1.2 1.2 13 16 16 16 15 15
Home-maker

B4 1.7 1.6 2.1 45 5.1 39 3.6 35 4.4 48
Student

BEIRAL 1.2 15 21 16 15 17 16 18 2.0 15
Retired person

Hith 0.5 0.7 11 1.0 0.8 0.7 0.6 0.4 1.0 14
Others

JEEF Total 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 100.0 1000 1000  100.0
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Table 1k Drug abusersfor 1997-2006 by educational attainment

%
§&?]4<1 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
Educational attainment
2B EE / WIHEEEE 41 35 2.8 21 2.0 2.2 2.0 20 2.0 17
No schooling/kindergarten
INEFEE 343 334 339 28.1 26.8 28.2 29.0 30.0 29.9 27.1
Primary
YIFRE (h—FH=) 489 407 49.4 525 51.8 50.4 495 49.6 50.3 51.6
Lower secondary
EHRREE (hEEFL) 11.8 125 13.2 16.3 18.6 18.0 18.1 17.3 16.9 186
Upper secondary
HEHEHEE 0.8 0.9 0.7 0.9 0.8 13 14 1.0 0.9 1.0
Tertiary
FEEF Total 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 100.0 1000 1000  100.0
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Table 1l Drug abusersfor 1997-2006 by ethnicity

%
FER 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
Ethnicity
#E N 958 953 9.7 9.1 9.2 956 951 957 950 949
Chinese
FEEEN
Non-chinese
5 2.2 22 21 1.9 1.6 17 1.8 1.6 21 2.0
Vietnamese
rAy( R - 04 07 07 0.9 11 15 1.6 17 14 14
Nepalese
BILVEZEE & i I T G i) 0.3 0.3 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.5 0.3 0.4 05
Indian/ Pakistani/ Bangladeshi/ Sri Lankan
T 04 03 03 02 01 02 02 01 02 0.3
Filipino
gl 04 04 03 02 02 02 02 01 02 0.2
British
i 0.6 08 04 06 05 05 07 04 06 0.8
Others
#EF Total 1000 1000 1000 100.0 1000 1000 1000 100.0 100.0 100.0
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Table 1Im
took drugs

Drug abusersfor 1997-2006 by sex by marital status by whether partner

%

T/ GRaR5T S/

& ﬁ | \,?EFE'J%#’/J 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
/ marital status/
whether partner took drugs
B Male
15 Never married 63.1 625 60.6 64.7 64.8 61.3 59.3 58.3 56.0 58.9
EL45% / [H]2 Married/Cohabiting 285 28.1 29.0 26.4 26.2 285 30.1 30.1 329 30.7
A Y 6.1 6.9 6.8 7.0 7.0 71 6.6 75 7.0 8.1
Partner took drugs
IR A 2 939 93.1 93.2 93.0 93.0 929 934 92.5 93.0 91.9
Partner did not take drugs
/B Widowed 0.7 0.8 0.9 0.9 0.8 0.8 0.9 1.0 0.8 11
HENS / 432 Divorced/Separated 7.7 8.6 9.4 8.0 8.2 9.3 9.7 105 10.3 9.3
/NEf Sub-total 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000  100.0
7z Female
1% Never married 58.7 57.6 54.8 65.1 61.7 58.2 55.3 615 61.8 66.8
B4 / [E]E Married/Cohabiting 30.7 295 325 24.4 27.0 28.9 28.8 25.0 26.3 218
1E1E Bl 24 50.8 52.0 50.4 46.1 50.8 47.9 425 428 40.1 38.3
Partner took drugs
RGN 49.2 480 49.6 53.9 49.2 52.1 57.5 57.2 59.9 61.7
Partner did not take drugs
@/ & Widowed 15 2.2 2.1 16 17 19 2.2 19 14 3.0
HENS / 432 Divorced/Separated 9.1 10.7 10.7 9.0 9.6 11.0 13.7 11.6 10.6 85
/NEF Sub-total 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 100.0 1000 1000 1000  100.0
B4 &%t Both sexes
1% Never married 62.6 61.9 59.8 64.7 64.3 60.8 58.7 58.8 57.0 60.3
EL45% / [E]2 Married/Cohabiting 28.8 283 295 26.1 26.3 28.6 290.9 20.3 318 20.1
A Y 12.8 13.6 14.2 13.9 14.6 15.0 12.8 13.7 125 12.7
Partner took drugs
IR A 2 87.2 86.4 85.8 86.1 85.4 85.0 87.2 86.3 87.5 87.3
Partner did not take drugs
/B Widowed 0.8 1.0 11 1.0 0.9 1.0 11 1.2 0.9 14
BN / 43 Divorced/Separated 7.9 8.9 9.6 8.1 8.4 9.6 10.3 10.7 10.3 9.1
#WEt Total 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000  100.0

R RIRME R AR IS B = Pl B B 55 £ e

ote: Figuresinitalicsrefer to the proportions of the married/cohabiting drug abusers in the respective sex groups.
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Table 1n

Drug abusersfor 1997-2006 by age group by district of residence

%

/ 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
Agegroup / district of residence
Aged under 21
3.6 28 34 33 41 18 21 14 22 13
Central & Western
10 10 10 0.9 14 10 11 11 11 0.7
Wan Chai
35 43 53 42 4.6 42 51 40 57 51
Eastern
55 7.0 74 6.2 7.1 74 10.1 9.3 8.8 7.9
Southern
3.6 39 4.0 45 5.6 42 49 54 54 48
Yau Tsim Mong
N5 4.6 48 45 41 38 43 35 35 35 44
Sham Shui Po
29 28 27 34 4.2 34 22 25 19 22
Kowloon City
5.6 54 53 51 5.6 6.4 6.8 7.2 53 39
Wong Ta Sin
105 83 8.0 10.8 112 9.2 6.9 6.2 6.3 7.1
Kwun Tong
6.1 55 5.6 74 72 9.0 7.6 81 7.8 7.7
Kwal Tsing
26 21 33 35 35 45 4.6 42 16 22
Tsuen Wan
12.6 118 119 10.6 8.0 6.9 6.8 6.5 9.0 9.2
Tuen Mun
85 84 7.1 75 7.7 85 8.3 8.8 6.9 85
Y uen Long
75 9.0 10.9 10.3 6.9 8.0 114 117 133 116
North
111 12.3 105 7.7 6.4 5.6 35 5.2 6.0 7.0
Tai Po
7.0 7.2 6.4 6.3 75 7.8 6.2 5.2 6.6 9.7
ShaTin
31 24 17 3.6 41 55 44 48 4.2 33
Sai Kung
0.8 10 12 0.6 11 25 44 5.0 44 35
Islands
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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Tableln (Cont'd) Drugabusersfor 1997-2006 by age group by district of residence

%

/ 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
Agegroup / district of residence

Aged 21 & over
24 25 2.6 2.3 2.0 2.0 21 18 21 18
Central & Western
21 17 17 24 25 2.7 2.7 25 22 2.3
Wan Chai
6.8 6.8 6.5 6.3 6.3 5.7 55 4.8 4.8 53
Eastern
35 35 31 31 3.6 33 3.0 33 34 35
Southern
9.5 9.9 9.7 95 9.7 11.0 10.9 12.2 10.5 10.5
Yau Tsim Mong
HE 10.0 10.6 111 10.9 10.7 11.3 11.6 115 11.2 11.9
Sham Shui Po
5.1 51 5.6 5.8 5.1 4.6 4.6 4.2 4.3 4.0
Kowloon City
10.0 9.6 9.0 85 8.6 8.0 7.8 6.9 7.9 7.8
Wong Tai Sin
11.9 11.9 11.8 10.3 9.8 9.9 10.0 9.4 10.5 10.5
Kwun Tong
5.6 55 5.3 6.1 5.9 5.8 55 59 5.4 5.8
Kwai Tsing
4.9 4.8 5.2 5.0 5.1 4.8 4.7 5.2 5.1 45
Tsuen Wan
7.6 7.6 7.4 7.6 7.8 7.7 8.2 8.3 8.4 8.1
Tuen Mun
6.0 5.7 6.0 6.4 6.9 6.9 7.2 7.8 7.7 7.1
Y uen Long
34 35 3.6 3.7 3.6 34 3.6 3.7 3.9 35
North
34 3.6 3.6 34 3.6 3.7 3.7 35 3.7 4.0
Tai Po
5.2 51 5.2 5.6 5.4 55 5.2 5.2 5.4 5.4
ShaTin
18 17 1.9 21 24 2.8 2.8 25 21 2.6
Sai Kung
0.9 0.8 0.8 0.9 0.8 11 1.0 14 14 15
Islands
Sub-total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0




1n

Tableln (Cont'd) Drugabusersfor 1997-2006 by age group by district of residence

%

/ 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
Agegroup / district of residence

All ages
2.6 2.6 2.7 25 25 2.0 21 17 21 17
Central & Western
1.9 16 16 21 23 24 25 2.3 2.0 19
Wan Chai
6.2 6.4 6.4 5.8 6.0 55 5.4 47 4.9 5.2
Eastern
3.8 4.1 3.7 3.8 4.3 4.0 4.0 4.2 4.3 44
Southern
8.4 89 8.8 8.4 8.9 9.8 10.1 11.2 9.7 9.3
Yau Tsim Mong
HE 9.1 9.6 10.1 9.4 9.3 10.1 104 10.3 10.0 104
Sham Shui Po
4.7 47 5.2 53 4.9 44 4.2 39 3.9 3.7
Kowloon City
9.2 89 8.4 7.7 8.0 7.7 7.7 7.0 75 7.1
Wong Tai Sin
11.7 11.3 11.2 104 10.1 9.8 9.5 89 9.8 9.8
Kwun Tong
5.7 55 5.3 6.4 6.2 6.4 5.8 6.2 5.8 6.2
Kwai Tsing
45 4.3 4.9 47 4.7 47 4.7 51 45 4.0
Tsuen Wan
85 8.3 8.1 8.3 7.9 75 8.0 8.0 85 8.3
Tuen Mun
6.4 6.1 6.2 6.7 7.1 7.2 7.4 8.0 7.6 7.3
Y uen Long
4.2 45 4.7 5.2 4.3 4.1 4.7 4.9 5.4 51
North
4.8 5.0 4.7 4.3 4.2 4.0 3.7 38 4.1 4.6
Tai Po
55 55 5.4 5.8 5.9 59 5.4 5.2 5.6 6.2
ShaTin
2.0 18 1.9 24 2.8 32 3.0 2.8 24 2.8
Sai Kung
0.8 0.9 0.8 0.8 0.9 13 15 19 1.9 19
Islands
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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Tablelo Drug abusersfor 1997-2006 by type of quarters

%

=== Rive it 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
Typeof quarters

ZEWABEERM 56.1 56.2 55.6 55.9 54.1 53.7 53.1 53.0 56.6 57.7
Public and aided rental blocks

EEAHEERE 33 3.0 31 35 42 44 35 35 2.7 2.9
Home ownership estates

N 29.7 30.7 328 332 346 353 36.6 36.8 385 37.6
Private housing

HitFEE 10.9 10.1 85 74 71 6.7 6.7 6.7 2.2 18
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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Table1p Drug abusersfor 1997-2006 by age group by whether previously
convicted

%

FEREHI/ ETHE nga_r,‘ﬁ;rg# 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
Agegroup / whether previously convicted

- mI'J™ Aged under 21

ﬁ“‘ mﬁﬁﬂf# Previously convicted 56.2 55.8 51.6 36.0 34.9 35.4 38.1 40.6 38.7 39.3
[z %‘J , 16.5 145 14.2 6.3 7.0 7.3 8.0 11.3 8.1 8.2
only drug- rel ed offences
bUE [ Py 23.3 16.8 155 13.2 12.7 13.9 16.2 16.8 239 27.0
only other offences
= Fﬁ[ | RHFTIE Py fikr 15.7 24.0 21.0 15.7 144 13.6 13.2 11.9 5.1 3.2
both drug elated and other offences
Bk~ o3 0.7 0.5 0.9 0.8 0.8 0.6 0.7 0.7 16 0.9
offences unknown

+ gf“é BRI Not previoudly convicted 438 442 484 640 651 646 619 594 613 607

shFF Qub-total 100.0 100.0 1000 100.0 1000 1000 100.0 100.0 1000 100.0

|- =m» ] F Aged 21 & over

%”"‘ ’“Jﬁ%i\ﬂ,%ﬁ Previously convicted 86.7 86.0 87.0 844 820 81.2 81.2 84.8 86.7 86.4
P g E R 24.9 23.9 244 217 21.0 20.6 181 215 29.3 36.4
only drug-related offences
PUEH Py 10.0 55 5.0 51 5.0 53 6.3 6.7 8.7 10.8
only other offences
e Fﬁ} I RHFTIE Py fik 51.3 56.2 574 574 560 55.2 56.6 564 484 391
both drug elated and other offences
ik 7 2 0.5 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.4 0.1
offences unknown

* F’,“E Jyuga_r,‘ﬁ;rg& Not previously convicted 13.3 14.0 13.0 15.6 18.0 18.8 18.8 15.2 13.3 13.6

7hF Sub-total 100.0 1000 1000 1000 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 1000 100.0

EIF"EJEF%AII ages

ﬁ“ 7“15' °El§& Previously convicted 814 81.1 81.8 74.2 724 74.3 75.6 78.7 79.6 71.7
[ %‘J , 234 224 229 185 18.1 18.6 16.8 20.1 26.1 31.2
only drug- rel ed offences
bUE [ Py 12.3 7.4 6.5 6.8 6.5 6.6 7.6 8.1 10.9 13.8
only other offences
= Fﬁ[ I REFTIE Py fik 45.1 51.0 52.1 48.6 475 48.9 50.9 50.3 42.0 325
both drug elated and other offences
Bk~ 3 0.5 04 0.3 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.3 0.6 0.3
offences unknown

* %"If“é JFJE%‘ﬁELﬁﬁ Not previously convicted 18.6 18.9 18.2 258 27.6 25.7 244 21.3 204 22.3

s Total 100.0 100.0 1000 100.0 1000 1000 100.0 100.0 1000 100.0
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Table 2a Newly/previously reported drug abusersin 2006 by sex by age

R A FTHLE -
MR/ FES Newly reported persons Previously reported persons
Sex / age No. %* No. %*
B Male
<16 192 55 52 0.5
16 - 20 1012 29.1 490 5.0
< 21 //FF Sub-total 1204 34.6 542 5.6
21-30 735 21.1 1830 18.8
31-40 316 9.1 2099 216
41 - 50 98 2.8 1997 205
> 51 23 0.7 1826 18.8
> 21 /)i Sub-total 1172 33.7 7752 79.7
/N5F Sub-total 2376 68.2 8294 85.3
SVl Mean age 23 39
% Female
<16 165 4.7 37 0.4
16 - 20 377 10.8 224 2.3
< 21 //Ff Sub-total 542 15.6 261 2.7
21-30 384 11.0 523 54
31-40 128 37 404 4.2
41 - 50 36 1.0 166 1.7
> 51 16 0.5 74 0.8
> 21 /)i Sub-total 564 16.2 1167 12.0
/N5F Sub-total 1106 318 1428 14.7
SVl Mean age 23 31
B &%t Both sexes
<16 357 10.3 89 0.9
16 - 20 1389 39.9 714 7.3
< 21 //FF Sub-total 1746 50.1 803 8.3
21-30 1119 321 2 353 24.2
31-40 444 12.8 2503 25.7
41 - 50 134 3.8 2163 22.2
> 51 39 1.1 1900 195
> 21 /)i Sub-total 1736 499 8919 91.7
A Total 3482 100.0 9722 100.0
FHFE: Mean age 23 8

Note: * I'ﬁﬁi ﬁ‘ﬁ‘f.{f’l ﬁ'/“ﬁ%ééﬁ;l o bl e B S A RYE I P
Asapercentage of al drug abusersin the respective newly/previously reported groups.
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Table2b Newly/previously reported drug abusersin 2006 by age group by type of

drugs abused
BB ETH L -
FERCH / B B Newly reported persons Previously reported persons
Agegroup / type of drugs abused No. %* No. %*
fl= ™
Aged under 21
eSS 35 2.0 16 2.0
Heroin
FEHZEY) 1711 98.9 786 99.0
Psychotropic substances
LI 776 44.9 474 59.7
Amphetamines
FEH g AR T (" AL 666 385 413 52.0
MDMA (Ecstasy)
FEEZ T8 (" k") 166 9.6 96 121
Methylamphetamine (I ce)
a4 110 6.4 56 7.1
Cocaine
A 303 175 169 21.3
Cannabis
FhEA 1266 73.2 579 72.9
Ketamine
ZIE @ @ @ @
Diazepam
=y S BGE Y VL E 30 17 35 4.4
Triazolam/ Midazolam/ Zopiclone
HF T 213 12.3 127 16.0
Nimetazepam
I 98 5.7 79 9.9
Cough medicine
HEEEE 6 0.3 @ @
Organic solvents
/hFF Qub-total 1730 794
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Table2b (Cont'd)  Newly/previously reported drug abusersin 2006 by age group

by type of drugs abused
bk (R -
FERCH / B B Newly reported persons Previously reported persons
Agegroup / type of drugs abused No. %* No. %*
fl-mer)F
Aged 21 & over
e 672 39.0 7378 83.1
Heroin
FEHZEY) 1329 77.1 3538 39.8
Psychotropic substances
LI 346 20.1 655 7.4
Amphetamines
B S B FREZ T (" FEEAL") 233 135 207 23
MDMA (Ecstasy)
FELTEM (" k") 129 75 459 52
Methylamphetamine (I ce)
S %% 69 4.0 119 1.3
Cocaine
Akt 229 133 271 31
Cannabis
A 622 36.1 578 6.5
Ketamine
ZE 7 04 20 0.2
Diazepam
=My S BGE S UL 103 6.0 2052 23.1
Triazolam/ Midazolam/ Zopiclone
HF T 58 34 58 0.7
Nimetazepam
Iz 166 9.6 407 4.6
Cough medicine
BEEEE] @ @ 12 0.1
Organic solvents
/& SQub-total 1723 8883
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Table2b (Cont'd)  Newly/previously reported drug abusersin 2006 by age group

by type of drugs abused
FirrpE o TR
FERCH / B B Newly reported persons Previously reported persons
Agegroup / type of drugs abused No. %* No. %*
ETE J_ﬁp b
All ages
e 707 20.5 7394 76.4
Heroin
FEHZEY) 3040 88.0 4324 447
Psychotropic substances
LI 1122 325 1129 11.7
Amphetamines
G T B EZIE (" 7EEAL") 899 26.0 620 6.4
MDMA (Ecstasy)
FELTEM (" k") 295 85 555 5.7
Methylamphetamine (I ce)
S %% 179 5.2 175 1.8
Cocaine
Ak 532 15.4 440 45
Cannabis
A 1888 54.7 1157 12.0
Ketamine
ZE 8 0.2 21 0.2
Diazepam
=My S BGE S UL 133 3.9 2087 216
Triazolam/ Midazolam/ Zopiclone
HF T 271 7.8 185 1.9
Nimetazepam
Iz 264 7.6 4386 5.0
Cough medicine
HEE R 9 0.3 17 0.2
Organic solvents
A5 Total 3453 9677

i = S AR E 7/ E R - R Ny ik S ik SR
Notes: More than one type of drugs abused may be reported for each individual drug abuser.
I AR Dﬁ%&'ﬁ;‘ B I [P | B~ RV E e
Asaproportion of drug abusersin the respective age and newly/previously reported groups.
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Table2c Newly/previously reported drug abusersin 2006 by reason for current

drug use
HRL ISR ETHI -

%Eﬁ?&?'J%ﬁ’F’LEﬂ Newly reported persons Previously reported persons
Reason for current drug use No. %* No. %*
T RIS 75 IR e B T B AN 3 334 10.4 4233 457
Avoid discomfort of its absence
ZR|EIZER L FEAEREA TR —Fr 1715 53.4 4267 46.0
Peer influence/To identify with peers
RS / 15 FE 1KY / FERE 1099 34.2 3887 41.9
Relief of boredom/Depression/Anxiety
HIR TP =T 1494 465 2783 30.0
Curiosity
FORURECE RE RV 866 27.0 1913 20.6
To seek euphoria or sensory satisfaction
#E5F  Total 3212 9267

B BT R WS N —ERINE HEEY R A -
Notes: Morethan one reason for current drug use may be reported for each individual drug abuser.
* AEFEAERE E R G R A AT E RS A LRI E S
Asapercentage of al drug abusersin the respective newly/previously reported groups.

2d /
Table 2d Newly/previously reported drug abusersin 2006 by age of first abuse

FIovBEHE - ﬁ’f&’ﬁr‘%« A4
B Y R Newly reported persons Previously reported persons
Ageof first abuse No. % No. %
<16 768 26.1 3708 40.1
16 - 20 1119 38.0 3975 43.0
21-25 499 17.0 968 105
26-30 290 9.9 396 4.3
31-35 137 4.7 112 1.2
36-40 69 2.3 46 0.5
>41 59 2.0 32 0.3
#BF Total 2941 100.0 9237 100.0
HES lESKERSES o 20 17

Mean age of first abuse
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Table 2e Newly/previously reported drug abusersin 2006 by activity status
Firv B - ETHif 5 ©
VEEIIRTL Newly reported persons Previously reported persons
Activity status No. % No. %
R TEAL 1249 377 2687 28.7
Full-time worker
B/ R TEAL 213 6.4 737 7.9
Casual/Part-time worker
Sz Nt 1285 388 5340 57.1
Unemployed
PR AL 43 13 141 15
Home-maker
B 454 13.7 148 16
Student
RIRAL @ @ 186 20
Retired person
HAth 67 2.0 110 12
Others
A5 Total 3312 100.0 9349 100.0
2f /
Table 2f Newly/previously reported drug abusersin 2006 by educational
attainment
FIovBEHE - %‘“’,"Fﬂéﬁf‘% 4
%"iﬁ?ﬁﬂ‘ Newly reported persons Previously reported persons
Educational attainment No. % No. %
28 HWE / HEEEE 15 0.4 207 2.2
No schooling/kindergarten
INERRRE 480 14.2 2993 317
Primary
PIhfEE (h—FH=) 1804 535 4814 50.9
Lower secondary
EHEE (RYES D) 1004 29.7 1379 14.6
Upper secondary
HIEAFEEE 72 2.1 60 0.6
Tertiary
A5 Total 3375 100.0 9453 100.0
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Table?2g Newly/previously reported drug abusersin 2006 by sex by marital
status by whether partner took drugs

T/ GRR5 S/

@@ﬂ}%ﬂ%ﬁ FrVHEE A ﬁwﬁﬁkﬂ
Sex / marital status/ Newly reported persons Previously reported persons
whether partner took drugs No. % No. %
B Male
F4& Never married 1937 84.7 4154 515
BV / [FlF Married/Cohabiting 296 12.9 2885 35.8
1A G B HEY) 13 13.3 113 7.8
Partner took drugs
RGN 85 86.7 1343 92.2

Partner did not take drugs

i/ H Widowed 9 0.4 104 1.3
S / 43 J& Divorced/Separated 44 19 917 11.4
/)& Qub-total 2286 100.0 8060 100.0
%z Female
45 Never married 866 84.5 640 52.0
BV / [ElE Married/Cohabiting 116 11.3 376 30.5
FENE B Y 18 29.0 90 40.9
Partner took drugs
FELE R AT 44 71.0 130 59.1
Partner did not take drugs
i /& Widowed 8 0.8 59 4.8
WS / 43 J& Divorced/Separated 35 34 156 12.7
/)& Qub-total 1025 100.0 1231 100.0
B4r&Et Both sexes
45 Never married 2803 84.7 4794 51.6
B / [ElE Married/Cohabiting 412 124 3261 35.1
FENE B Y 31 19.4 203 12.1
Partner took drugs
FELE R BT 129 80.6 1473 87.9
Partner did not take drugs
i/ H Widowed 17 0.5 163 1.8
S / 43 f& Divorced/Separated 79 24 1073 115
F&sf Total 3311 100.0 9291 100.0

R RIRME R AR IS B = PR B B 55 £ e
ote: Figuresinitalicsrefer to the proportions of the married/cohabiting drug abusers in the respective sex groups.
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Table3a Drug abusersin 2006 by sex by age by major type of psychotropic
substances abused
=Rk f‘A'J iy S=y1s% FA‘J /
T b
AT Triazolam/ =27 ke
MR/ RS K etamine midazolam/zopiclone Ecstasy Cannabis
Sex / age No. % No. % No. % No. %
B Male
<16 163 54 @ @ 106 7.0 63 6.5
16 - 20 1098 36.1 28 13 578 38.1 297 30.6
21-30 673 22.1 404 18.2 151 99 275 28.3
>31 127 4.2 1429 64.4 28 18 133 13.7
/hFF SQub-total 2061 67.7 1866 84.1 863 56.8 768 79.0
% Female
<16 127 4.2 9 0.4 114 75 33 34
16 - 20 457 15.0 23 1.0 281 18.5 79 8.1
21-30 357 11.7 124 5.6 214 14.1 60 6.2
>31 43 1.4 198 8.9 47 31 32 33
sI&F Sub-total 984 32.3 354 15.9 656 43.2 204 21.0
Br&%t Both sexes
<16 290 95 14 0.6 220 145 96 9.9
16- 20 1555 51.1 51 2.3 859 56.6 376 38.7
21-30 1030 33.8 528 23.8 365 24.0 335 345
>31 170 5.6 1627 73.3 75 49 165 17.0
A7 Total 3045 100.0 2220 100.0 1519 100.0 972 100.0
SEEEES Mean age 21 38 23 20
Ei - I s Sk BRI A g N R Y [ i
Note: More than one type of drugs abused may be reported for each individual drug abuser.
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Table3b Drug abusersin 2006 by district of residence by major type of
psychotropic substances abused
= P i [ i /
[l 2
@ﬁs{iﬂﬁf Triazolam/ " P *Ufffc
B K etamine midazolam/zopiclone Ecstasy Cannabis
District of residence No. % No. % No. % No. %
H IE“[E.IJ 27 0.9 33 1.5 11 0.7 21 2.2
Central & Western
i 18 0.6 40 1.9 13 0.9 14 1.5
Wan Chai
ﬁﬂfg& 110 3.7 161 75 78 52 90 95
Eastern
ﬁﬂ]}fﬁ 158 53 99 4.6 86 5.8 144 15.1
Southern
iElq:EE 178 5.9 176 8.2 78 5.2 55 5.8
Yau Tsim Mong
VAt 175 5.8 276 128 68 46 39 41
Sham Shui Po
| uEE 88 2.9 73 34 35 24 23 24
Kowloon City
RNl 161 5.4 208 9.7 48 32 22 23
Wong Tai Sin
@Eﬁl 316 10.5 212 9.9 181 12.2 82 8.6
Kvx);m Tong
?}gﬁ 249 8.3 113 53 102 6.9 46 4.8
Kwai Tsing
R 90 3.0 105 4.9 24 1.6 24 25
Tsuen Wan
F“[ FIf 261 8.7 136 6.3 144 9.7 79 8.3
Tuen Mun
R | 263 8.8 66 31 109 7.3 75 79
Yuen Long
Bt 274 9.1 105 4.9 205 13.8 63 6.6
North
kaﬁ“] 162 54 126 59 83 5.6 33 35
Ta Po
VE! 304 10.1 131 6.1 157 10.6 86 9.0
ShaTin
P“[?J 109 3.6 62 29 36 2.4 34 3.6
Sai Kung
HEE, 59 2.0 27 1.3 28 1.9 21 2.2
Islands
#FF Total 3002 100.0 2149 100.0 1486 100.0 951 100.0

EEe S Yk SV ERIE X AE S Nt 2yt

Note:  Morethan one type of drugs abused may be reported for each individual drug abuser.
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Table3c Drug abusersin 2006 by age of first abuse by major type of drugs abused

=k FA'J iz $= 41 ]ﬁj /
BT b
A AT Triazolam/ " FEPE A e

FIVET (BT & Heroin Ketamine midazolam/zopiclone Ecstasy Cannabis
Ageof first abuse No. % No. % No. % No. % No. %

<16 2482 30.8 794 339 202 9.7 447 45.0 256 354

16- 20 3553 441 1052 449 564 27.0 379 38.2 283 39.1

21-25 1127 14.0 314 134 344 16.5 84 85 103 14.2

26-30 569 7.1 108 4.6 393 18.8 59 5.9 51 7.0

>31 319 4.0 75 3.2 587 28.1 24 24 31 4.3
A Total 8050 100.0 2343 100.0 2090 100.0 993 100.0 724 100.0
F]f&ﬁgiq¢g%gﬂgmug%¢m 19 18 27 17 19

T

Mean age of first abusing
the respective type of drugs

R FEAEYE AT E RN S Y -
Note: More than one type of drugs abused may be reported for each individual drug abuser.
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Tableda Heroin and psychotropic substance abusersin 2006 by sex by age

BERE®EAL BRI A £

MR / Fs Heroin abusers Psychotropic substance abusers

Sex / age No. % No. %

B Male
<16 - - 243 3.3
16-20 36 0.4 1469 19.9
21-30 1249 154 1734 235
31-40 1840 227 1114 151
41-50 1966 24.3 637 8.7
=51 1774 219 346 4.7
7hif Sub-total 6 865 84.7 5543 75.3
SEHEES Mean age 42 29

7z Female
<16 @ @ 200 2.7
16-20 12 0.1 585 7.9
21-30 555 6.9 649 8.8
31-40 429 53 255 35
41-50 162 20 96 13
=51 75 09 36 0.5
/M Sub-total 1236 153 1821 247
SEE4ERS Mean age 33 24

B &%t Both sexes
<16 @ @ 443 6.0
16- 20 48 0.6 2054 279
21-30 1804 223 2383 324
31-40 2269 28.0 1369 18.6
41-50 2128 26.3 733 10.0
=51 1849 228 382 52
A7 Total 8101 100.0 7364 100.0
SEE4ERS Mean age 41 28

TR BEREYE RS SR Y
Note: More than one type of drugs abused may be reported for each individual drug abuser.
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Table4b Heroin and psychotropic substance abusersin 2006 by district of

residence
Psychotropic
Heroin abusers substance abusers
District of residence No. % No. %
136 18 107 1.5
Central & Western
185 24 103 1.4
Wan Chai
363 4.7 453 6.3
Eastern
209 2.7 441 6.1
Southern
875 114 503 7.0
Yau Tsim Mong
Vb 1034 135 566 7.9
Sham Shui Po
316 4.1 218 3.0
Kowloon City
607 7.9 478 6.6
Wong Tai Sin
829 10.8 741 10.3
Kwun Tong
435 57 462 6.4
Kwai Tsing
347 4.5 267 37
Tsuen Wan
666 8.7 533 74
Tuen Mun
526 6.9 462 6.4
Y uen Long
253 33 480 6.7
North
258 34 421 5.9
Tai Po
358 4.7 560 7.8
ShaTin
158 21 234 33
Sai Kung
93 12 163 23
Islands
Total 7 648 100.0 7192 100.0

Note:  Morethan one type of drugs abused may be reported for each individua drug abuser.
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Table4c Heroin and psychotropic substance abusersin 2006 by reason for
current drug use
bl e S
gLt - Psychotr opic
%Eﬁ?&?'J%ﬁ’F’LEﬂ Heroin abusers substance abusers
Reason for current drug use No. %* No. %*
G RS A i e S T RS 3993 51.2 1947 27.9
Avoid discomfort of its absence
ZEERER S/ AERRE TR 3758 482 3498 50.2
Peer influence/To identify with peers
RIS / BREIRE / FER 3048 39.1 3084 44.2
Relief of boredom/Depression/Anxiety
H AT T 2309 29.6 2967 426
Curiosity
FOREEE RE_ BB 2 1266 16.2 2 066 29.6
To seek euphoria or sensory satisfaction
A Total 7803 6972
R LY N R A A — TR R R S R A -

Notes:

More than one reason for current drug use may be reported for each individual drug abuser.

* (G{ERHRA W B RS A A B B ZE Y A LR B L
Asaproportion of all drug abusers belonging to the respective types of drugs.
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Introduction

1. Effective policy against drug abuse
has to be formulated with reference to the
drug abuse situation and trends. This need
has long been recognized in Hong Kong.
Therefore, the Narcotics Division (ND) of
the Government Secretariat in 1972
established the CRDA that serves to monitor
changes in trends and characteristics of the
drug abuse situation in Hong Kong.

Objectives of the CRDA

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

(a) to identify trends in the nature of
drug addiction and the addict
population in Hong Kong with
reference to the demographic
characteristics of the overal
population;

(b) to coordinate atistics from
various sources for analyzing the
characteristics of the reported
addict population at any given
time, and to contrast these
characteristics among abusers
reported from various sources,
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(d)

(e)
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(c) to provide a database which is
responsive  to  requests  for
monitoring selected groups of
drug abusers with regard to their
drug abusing patterns over a
period of time for research;

(d) to provide a basis for integrating
with other drug-related statistica
systems so that information in
these systems can be captured and
statistics related and compared; and

(e) to provide up-to-date statisticsin a
timely manner for dissemination
to the public.

M ethodology

3. Reports on confirmed or suspected
drug abusers contained in the CRDA are
submitted to the CRDA via a standard record
sheet by a wide network of reporting
agencies comprising law enforcement
departments, treatment and welfare agencies,
tertiary ingtitutions, hospitals and clinics. A
list of CRDA reporting agencies specified
in the Fourth Schedule to the Dangerous
Drugs Ordinance (Chapter 134) is at
Appendix 3. The record sheet solicits
information on the social and demographic
characteristics  of and  drug-taking
information on drug abusers who come into
contact with those agencies on a quarterly
basis. A specimen of the record sheet in
use since April 2005 is at Appendix 4.
Thus, the Police Force and the Customs and



Appendix 1

Operation Mechanism of
the Central Registry of Drug Abuse

-73-

Excise Department report on every
confirmed or suspected abuser arrested by
them. The Correctiond Services Department
reports on drug abusers on their admission to
prisons or drug addiction treatment centres
and also on relapsed prisoners. Treatment
and rehabilitation agencies report on new
and readmitted cases. Welfare agencies
report when a confirmed or suspected drug
abuser approaches them for assistance.
Outreaching social workers report on drug
abusers who come to them for services.
Hospitals and clinics complete a record sheet
in respect of any patient who has shown
withdrawa symptoms of drug addiction or
who confesses to being a drug abuser.

4. For the purpose of reporting, drug
abuse is defined as the taking of substance
that harms or threatens to harm the physical,
mental or social well-being of an individual,
in doses above or for periods beyond those
normally regarded as therapeutic. Substances
of abuse can be broadly divided into two
categories - narcotics analgesics and
psychotropic substances.  Narcotics andgesics
refer to heroin, opium, morphine and
physeptone / methadone while psychotropic
substances include hallucinogens, depressants,
simulants, tranquillizers and other substances
such as ketamine, cough medicine and
organic solvents. Taking acohol and tobacco
are not regarded as drug abuse.

5. The overall number of drug abusers
refers to the total number of individual
persons reported to the Registry in the given
period, irrespective of whether they were
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reported for more than once and the number
of drugs taken. The number of drug
abusers for a particular drug type, however,
is defined as the total number of all
individuals who had abused the drug within
the given period, irrespective of whether they
took it singly or concurrently with other
drugs.

6. All record sheets received in paper
form are checked, coded and the data are
input into the computer. Together with
those record sheets submitted electronically
over the Internet to the CRDA, the inputted
data are then validated. To avoid multiple
counting of the same person and enable
identification of newly reported cases as
against the previously reported ones in the
CRDA database, the computer will match
data input with previously known cases in
the database, using the name, identity card
number, birth date, sex and etc. With the
updated CRDA database, tabulations are
produced. Regular statistics on drug abuser
characteristics are compiled. They serve as
indicators of the drug abuse trend in Hong
Kong.

Data Confidentiality

7. As reporting to the CRDA is entirely
voluntary, it is essentid to secure the
confidence of both individual drug abusers
and reporting agencies. Thisis achieved by
conferring statutory protection to the
confidentiality of all records maintained in
the CRDA and its reporting agencies under
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the Dangerous Drugs Ordinance. Guidelines
for reporting data to the CRDA have also
been regularly updated to comply with the
provisions of the Personal Data (Privacy)
Ordinance that was implemented in
December 1996.

8. The records of al persons reported to
the CRDA are handled in strict confidence
and are accessible only to those who are
directly involved in the operation of the
CRDA. They inturn are required to observe
the rule of confidentidity. All records are
immune from search and from production in
court except under very serious and
compelling circumstances.  All published
reports are statistical in nature and contain no
information that could lead to any individual
drug abuser being identified. This enhances
the confidence of the reporting agenciesin the
CRDA and provides a firm basis for their
continuous cooperation and the regular supply
of reliable information. At the same time,
individual abusers are assured that ther
anonymity will be maintained, thus alaying
any fear of being exposed when they come
forward for treatment.

Data limitations

9. Although its reporting network
encompasses a large number of reporting
agencies such as law  enforcement
departments, treatment and welfare agencies,
hospitals and clinics, the CRDA is a
voluntary reporting system which can only
record drug abusers who have come into



Appendix 1

Operation Mechanism of
the Central Registry of Drug Abuse

10.

11.

90%
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contact with and been reported by the
reporting agencies. It is therefore not
possible for the CRDA to ascertain the exact
size of the drug abusing population in Hong
Kong a any particular time. The statistics
should be taken as indicators of the trends in
drug abuse over time rather than a finite
definition of the situation.

10.  Given the definitions of drug abusers
of a particular type and multiple drug
abusers, it is not meaningful to add up the
number of reported drug abusers for
individual drug types, the sum of which is
bound to be greater than the overal total
number of reported drug abusersin the given

period.

11. Specific data items of individual
abusers, other than the basic persona
particulars such as age and sex, may not have
been fully provided for one reason and
another. The analyses presented in this
report are thus only based on the reported
information available to the CRDA, which
are inevitably incomplete. Nevertheless,
information on individual data items have
been provided for most, or well above 90%,
of reported individuals. A table showing
the numbers and proportions of individuals
with known information on specific data
itemsin 2006 is given below.
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Specified data items No. of individualswith | % of all reported individuals
known information

Age/date of birth and sex 13204 100.0
(mandatory items)

Type of drugs abused 13130 994
Marital status 12 602 95.4
Educational attainment 12 828 97.2
District of residence 12 645 95.8
Type of quarters 12135 91.9
Activity status 12 661 95.9
Whether previously convicted 12775 96.8
Age of first abuse 12178 92.2
Reason for current drug use 12 479 94.5
Place of abusing drugs 12159 92.1
Locality of abusing drugs 12021 91.0

12. Ininterpreting findings of the report, the
above have to be borne in mind. The
statistics should be taken as indicators of the
trends in drug abuse over time rather than an
accurate reflection of the whole situation.
The percentage distribution, though not
calculated for all reported individuals, can be
taken broadly to reflect the general
characteristics of drug abusers.

Figure Revision
13. Figures for the number of drug
abusersin previous two years may have been

dlightly revised upward and are thus different
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from those presented in previous issues of
this series of report. It is because some
agencies submit record sheets to the Registry
after the cut-off time of data collection for
the respective years. The numbers of such
late submissions are very small, thus their
effects on overal drug abuse trend are
negligible.
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full-time worker refers to an
employee, employer or a self-
employed who had formal job
attachment (i.e. had continued
receipt of wage, or had an
assurance or an agreed date of
return to job or business, or was in
receipt of compensation without
obligation to accept another job)
and was working under a regular
pattern with fixed number of usual
days of work per month or fixed
number of usual hours of work per
week / month during the seven days
prior to the time of report;

casual/part-time worker refers to a
person who was working on a
day-to-day basis or for whom the
number of usual days of work per
week or usua hours of work per
working day / week was either not
fixed or irregular during the seven
days prior to the time of report;

unemployed refers to a person who
had been available for work but had
not performed any work for pay
during the seven days prior to the
time of report;

home-maker refers to a person who
looks after the home without pay;
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from month and year of birth reported.

Age of first abuse : This refers to the age
when drug abuse first started, regardless of
the types of drugs taken then. If a particular
type of drug is specified, it refers to the age
of first abuse for such type of drug.

District of residence : This refers to the
district where a reported person is known to
be residing at the time of report.

Drug abuse : For the purpose of reporting,
drug abuse is defined as the taking of substances
which harms or threatens to harm the physical,
mental or social well-being of an individual, in
doses above or for periods beyond those
normally regarded as therapeutic. Substances
abused include heroin, opium, morphine,
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physeptone/methadone and  psychotropic
substances (please also see psychotropic
substances), but exclude alcohol and tobacco.

Drug abuser This refers to a person
reported to the CRDA within the specified
period, irrespective of whether he/she was
previously reported or not. A person who is
reported for more than once (from the same or
different reporting agencies) within the
specified period is counted as one reported
individual. The number of drug abusersfor a
particular drug type is defined as the tota
number of all individuals who had abused the
drug within the given period, irrespective of
whether they took it singly or concurrently
with other drugs. Analyses of drug abusers
is made from various perspectives including :

Newly reported person refers to a person who
is known to the CRDA for the first time (i.e.
no precedent reported case on him/her in the
CRDA at the time of report), irrespective of
the types of drugs taken and the period of
analysis.

Previoudly reported person refers to a person
who has been recorded by the CRDA before
the time of report. It should be noted that
unlike newly reported persons, these persons
reported for individual years are not mutually
exclusive, because they may be reported
repeatedly for certain years if they are known
to a reporting agency as drug abusers in the
years concerned.
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Multiple drug abuser refers to a person who
is reported to have taken more than one type
of drugs within the specified period,
irrespective of whether the drugs were taken
singly or concurrently with other drugs.

The number of drug abusers for a particular
year is the sum of that of newly reported
persons and that of previousy reported
persons for the same year.

Educational attainment : This refers to
the highest level of education attained by a
person in school or other educational
institution, regardless of whether he/she had
completed the course.

Ethnicity : The ethnicity of a person may be
reported by the reporting agency after
checking the person’s relevant document or
just simply based on observation.

Locality of abusing drug : Thisrefers to the
location where a reported person abused
drugs, such as home, friend’'s home,
recreation area/public garden/public toilet
and disco/karaoke.

Place of abusing drug : This includes Hong
Kong or an area or a country outside Hong
Kong, such as Macau SAR and Mainland of
China-Shenzhen.

Psychotropic substances : For reporting
purpose, psychotropic substances include
hallucinogens (e.g. cannabis), depressants
(e.g. methagualone), stimulants (e.g. MDMA
(ecstasy), methylamphetamine (ice) and
cocaine), tranquillizers (e.g. triazolam/
midazolam/zopiclone and diazepam) and
other substances such as ketamine, cough
medicine and organic solvents.
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Name of agency

Aberdeen Kai-fong Welfare Association Social
Service Centre

Baptist Oi Kwan Social Service

Barnabas Charitable Service Association Limited
Canossa Hospital (Caritas)

Caritas— Hong Kong

Christian Family Service Centre

Christian Zheng Sheng Association Limited

Chu Hai Post Secondary College

City University of Hong Kong

Correctional Services Department

. Customs and Excise Department

. DACARS, Limited

. Department of Health

. Education and Manpower Bureau

. Evangel Hospital

. Hong Kong Adventist Hospital

. Hong Kong Baptist Hospital

. Hong Kong Baptist University

. Hong Kong Central Hospital

. Hong Kong Children & Youth Services

. Hong Kong Christian Service

. Hong Kong Family Welfare Society

. Hong Kong Lutheran Social Service

. Hong Kong Playground Association

. Hong Kong Poalice Force

. Hong Kong Sanatorium and Hospital Limited

. Hong Kong Young Women's Christian Association
. Hospital Authority

. International Social Service Hong Kong Branch
. KELY Support Group

. Ling Oi Centre, Finnish Evangdicd Lutheran Mission
. Lingnan University

. Matilda and War Memoria Hospital

. Methodist Epworth Village Community Centre
. Operation Dawn Limited

. Precious Blood Hospital (Caritas)

. Social Welfare Department
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38.
39.
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42.
43.

44,
45,
46.

47.
48.

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

56.
57.
58.

59.

60.
61.
. ShaTin International Medical Centre Union Hospital
63.
64.
65.
66.
67.
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Name of agency

St. James’ Settlement

<. Paul’s Hospital

. Stephen’s Society

<. 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
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

Science and

Vocational Training Council

Wu Oi Christian Centre

Yan Oi Tong Limited

Yang Memorial Methodist Social Service
Zion Social Service Limited
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CONFIDENTIAL

RECORD SHEET 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 name given name Other document mumber
5. Sex: 1 Male 2 Female 7. Dateof 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 Mo 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

1 Widowed 4 Divorced/Separated . 9 Unknown 13 Eastern gonCity .32 TsuenWan 36 Tai Po 99 Unknown

14 Southern 3 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 | complete years)
10. Educational Attainment (the highest level attained, regardless if the course

was completed or not) 14.

1 No schooling/Kindergarten 4 Upper secondary (84-87) 4  Temporary housing

2 Primary 5 Tertiary 5 Other (please specify)

3 Lower secondary (S1-83) 9 Unknown 9 Unknown
11. Activity Status

1 Full-time worker 6 Student 5 No

2 Casual/Part-time worker 7 Retired 9 Unknown

3 Worker in illicit trade 8 Other (please specify)

4 Unemployed "

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

Usua < Usual expenditure Frequency of taking Age of first
Type of substances method king or each taking (HK$) {* Please circle as appropriate) abuse

times per day/week/month*

times per day/week/month*

times per day/week/month*

times per day/week/month*|

17. Place of abusing drugs in the last four wi more answers)

11 Hong Kong SAR V:;'umrics (please specify)
12 Macau SAR N
13 Mainland of China - Shenzhen 31 Other countries (please specify)
14 Mamland of China - Guangdong

Province (other than Shenzhen) 99 Unknown
15 Mainland of China - other province

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

17 Disco/Karaoke

18 Night club/Internet Café

19 Electronic game centre

20 Cinema/Theatre

21 Recreation area/Public garden/Public toilet

22 Others (please specify)

12 Friend's home
13 School/Hostel
14 Party gathering in
club house/building/hotel/bar
15 Non-party gathering in
club house/building/hotel/bar

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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