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

3.1 In 2007, there were 13 591 reported

drug abusers in total, representing an
increase of 339 persons or 2.6% compared

with that of 2006.

3.2 of
abusers continued to decline, to 7419 in
2007, 8.6% lower than that of 2006. Its
proportion fell from 61.6% in 2006 to 54.9%
in 2007.

The number reported heroin

3.3

reported psychotropic substance abusers as a

On the contrary, the number of

whole continued to rise, by 506 (or 6.8%), to
7908 in 2007. Its
continued to rise from 56.2% in 2006 to
58.6% in 2007.

proportion  also

3.4
abusers aged under 21 rose by 16.3% from
2578 in 2006 to 2999 in 2007. The rise
was greater for those aged under 16, by
43.9%.
drug abusers rose from 19.5% to 22.1%.

The number of reported young drug

The proportion of reported young

3.5

abusers and young drug abusers remained at

The mean age of all reported drug

34 and 17 respectively in 2007, the same
level as that in 2006.

3.6 The number of reported female drug
abusers was 2 466 in 2007, 3.1% lower than
that of 2006.
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Newly / Previously
Abusers (Table 1b)

Reported Drug

3.7
persons increased by 18.8% from 3 517 in
2006 to 4179 in 2007, while that of
previously reported persons decreased by
3.3% and stood at 9412 in 2007. As a

percentage of all reported drug abusers, the

The number of newly reported

proportion of newly reported persons further
rose to 30.7% in 2007.
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Chart 3.1 Newly/previously reported drug abusers in 2006 and 2007 by age group
NE
No. of persons
7 2006 2007
15000 | 13 59
13252 (42.6%)
9412
10000 | 9735 (-3.3%)
4179 _ .
5000 3517 (+18.8%) gL
Aged 21 and over
7 . PR
0 7 |«— Aged under 21
FrE# Rk R AT W2 AT EHRHE R AT
All reported drug abusers Previously reported Newly reported persons

persons

FEftn (£ la)

38 A—_ZXRLtEFEHMAKERY
13591 5 & HH F > 25.6%¢8) & &
F 21 % 30 & 0 22.2% 4/ F 31 £ 40
BZo1T2% N F16 220Kk R A 4.9%
JE 16 RUUT #1283 F8 A
34T FEANF 21 £ 30
% (29.0%)%n £ 21 &R AT (35.1%) A
T BREMARIRRE AL
BB B o

- 16 -

Age and Sex (Table la)

3.8 Of all 13 591 reported drug abusers
reported in 2007, 25.6% were aged 21-30,
22.2% aged 31-40, 17.2% aged 16-20 and
just 4.9% aged under 16. Their mean age
was 34. The proportion of those aged
21-30 (29.0%) and under 21 (35.1%) among
females were higher than the corresponding
all reported drug

proportions among

abusers.



—FFEFUEIRRETHHR

Characteristics of Reported Drug Abusers in 2007

39 MERBRFFEFKRE H»BLI%)
HBEM o e ES A 35K
— BB EERREZ (TS 8
BBR)AHF K -

3.9
abusers (81.9%) were males.

The majority of reported drug
Reported
male drug abusers, with an average age of
35, were in general older than their female

counterparts (with an average age of 28).
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Chart 3.2 Age distribution of drug abusers of both sexes in 2007
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claimed to have started drug abuse at the age
between 16 and 20, 36.9% under 16, 11.7%
between 21 and 25, and the remaining 9.1%
over 25. The mean age of first abuse of all
reported abusers and youngsters under 21 was

18 and 15 respectively.

Type of Drugs Abused (Table 1d)

3.11

reported to have abused heroin.

In 2007, 54.9% of drug abusers were
Other
commonly abused drugs were ketamine
(30.1%), triazolam / midazolam / zopiclone
(13.6%), ice (8.2%), ecstasy (6.8%), cannabis

(5.8%) and cocaine (5.3%).
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B 3.3
Chart 3.3
by sex
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Percentage of reported drug abusers in the respective sex groups

3.12 Among reported young drug abusers
aged under 21, ketamine was the most popular
drug of abuse and was taken by 80.3% of
reported young drug abusers in 2007. This
was followed by ecstasy (21.2%), ice (13.7%)
(12.2%) and cocaine (12.0%).
Males and females had the same top two

cannabis

popular drugs of abuse.

3.13 Among adult reported drug abusers
aged 21 and over, heroin was the most
common type of drugs abused (69.9%), followed
by triazolam/midazolam/zopiclone (16.9%) and
ketamine (15.8%).

3.14 Ketamine has remained the most
common psychotropic substance of abuse
since 2001 and has been on a rising trend in
recent years. Declines in the number of
abusers taking ecstasy and cannabis were
observed in 2006 and 2007. On the
contrary, there was significant increase in

numbers taking ice and cocaine since 2004.

BHEEAHNBENBIH—FELFRERRFAATRRELER
Common type of drugs abused by reported drug abusers in 2007 by age group
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Chart 3.3

(Cont’d) by sex
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Common type of drugs abused by reported drug abusers in 2007 by age group
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Common type of drugs abused

An individual drug abuser may abuse more than one type of drugs concurrently in a given year.

Method of Taking Drugs (7able 3d)

3.15 Abusers of opiates and psychotropic
substances have different habit with regard to
the method of taking drugs. While
injection was the more popular method of
taking heroin and triazolam / midazolam /
zopiclone (taken by over half of the
concerned abusers in 2007), sniffing was the
single most popular method of taking
ketamine (82.4% of ketamine abusers), fume
inhaling was the more common method of
taking ice (61.9% of ice abusers), oral
ingestion was the single most common
method of taking ecstasy (95.9% of ecstasy
abusers), and smoking was the more common
method of taking cannabis and cocaine for
both cannabis and cocaine abusers (82.4% of
cannabis abusers and 46.8% of cocaine
abusers).
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Place of abusing drugs (7Table If)

3.16 1468 persons (or 11.2% of reported
drug abusers) in 2007 were reported to have
taken drugs in the Mainland (mainly in
Shenzhen), being 7.0% more than that in 2006.
Most of them also took drugs in Hong Kong.
Among them, 505 (18.2% of young drug
abusers) were aged under 21, being 7.3%
lower than that in 2006.

Locality of abusing drugs (Table 1g)

3.17 Regarding the locality of drug abuse,

home and recreation area/public

garden/public toilet topped the list. Some
76.6% of reported adult drug abusers aged 21
and over were reported to have taken drugs at
home/friend’s home in 2007 and 36.3% at
recreation area/public garden/public toilet.
As for drug abusers aged under 21, 59.8%
were reported to have taken drugs at
home/friend’s home (45.3% in 2006)*, 40.8%
at karaoke/disco (63.8% in 2006) and 38.8%
at recreation area/public garden/public toilet
(26.5% in 2006).

*  Most of those young drug abusers taking drugs at
home or at friend’s home also took drug
elsewhere, such as entertainment venues. The
proportion of those only taking drugs at home or
at friend’s home was 13.2% and 21.2% in 2006
and 2007 respectively.
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Chart 3.4 Locality of abusing drugs of reported drug abusers in 2006 and 2007 by age

group
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RAEFRRFLREA (£ 1h) Reason for Current Drug Abuse (Table 1h)
318 mEBRFRAEF BRI 3.18 The four popular reasons for current
BHERXEAE “ZEERARD drug abuse in descending order were “peer
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“relief of boredom” (40.7%), “curiosity”
(35.9%) and “avoid discomfort of
absence” (35.1%).

its

3.19 Among those reported young abusers
aged under 21, “peer influence” (58.8% of
reported young drug abusers) topped the list,
followed by “curiosity” (42.7%) and “relief of
boredom” (41.3%).

BT (41.3%) -
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More than one reason may be reported for each individual drug abuser in a given year.
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Activity Status (Table 1j)

3.20 Some 48.9% of reported drug abusers
were unemployed at the time of report.
Another 32.4% were full-time workers, 8.0%
being casual/part-time workers and 6.0% being
students. Among reported young drug
abusers, the proportion of students was quite

high, at 26.5%.

Educational Attainment (Table 1k)

3.21 Over half (54.7%) of reported drug
abusers in 2007 had attained lower secondary
education, another 24.6% primary education,
18.4% wupper secondary and 1.0% tertiary

education.

Ethnicity (Table 11)

3.22 Chinese has always been the dominant
ethnic group of reported drug abusers. In
2007, 94.6% of reported drug abusers were
Chinese. Other minority ethnic groups to
which the remaining non-Chinese drug abusers
included Vietnamese (2.1%),
Nepalese  (1.4%) and  Indian/Pakistani/
Bangladeshi/Sri Lankan (0.5%) in descending

order.

belonged

Marital Status (7able 1m)

3.23 Some 60.9% of reported drug abusers
were single, another 28.8% married or
cohabiting, 9.4% divorced or separated and the
remaining 0.8% widowed. Males and females

had similar patterns of marital status.
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Whether Partner Took Drugs (7able I1m)

3.24 Of those married or cohabiting, 12.5%
claimed that their partners also abused drugs.
The proportion of reported female abusers with
partners also abusing drugs was 39.2%, much
higher than that of male abusers (at 7.5%).

District of Residence (Table In)

3.25 Sham Shui Po (9.8%), Yau Tsim Mong
(9.1%) and Yuen Long (9.2%) and Kwun Tong
(9.0%) were the top four districts with reported
drug abusers residing there. For young drug
abusers aged under 21, Yuen Long (13.0%), the
North (10.1%) and Kwun Tong (8.2%) were
the three more common districts.

Type of Quarters (Table 10)

3.26 Over half (58.1%) of reported drug
abusers resided in public and aided rental
blocks, 37.3% in private housing and 2.9% in

home ownership estates.

Whether Previously Convicted (7Table Ip)

3.27 Over two-thirds (75.7%) of reported
drug abusers in 2007 were reported to be
previously  convicted, comprising  only
drug-related offences (28.5%), only other
offences (14.8%) and both drug-related and
other offences (32.1%).

previously convicted abusers among reported

The proportion of

adult abusers aged 21 and over was 85.1%,
higher than that among their younger

counterparts aged under 21 (41.4%).
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