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Drug Abuse Trends for 2000 - 2009
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Reported drug abusers by age group

Overall Drug Abuse Trend (Table 1a)

2.1 The totalnumber of drug abuse

reported to CRDA fluctuated over the years.

The number has decreased steadilgm
18 513 in 2001 to 13 252 in 2006. 2007
and 2008, the number reversed gndked
up to 13593 and 14 241 respectivelyn
2009, the number wemrtown again by 2.3¢
to 13 909.
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Opiates / Psychotropic Substance Abu:
Trends (Table 1d)

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

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

A fcRld 55614 31 84244 > K reported abusers taking psychotrc

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

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

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

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

to a record high of 8 424 in 20009.
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Chart 2.2 Reported drug abusers of psychotropic substances drmopiates
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F\lote :Anindividual abuser may take both opiates and [p)s'yoplc substances during a given year.
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Youth Drug Abuse Trend (Table 1a)

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

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

® 2.4 -+ - ﬁqu_rzjtlﬁv,\q-r

decreased to 15.2% in 2009.
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Chart 2.4 Reason for current drug use of reported young drugbusers aged under 21
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Note : More than one reason may be reported for eachithdiVdrug abuser in a given year.
2.6 Foepr (B AHEK BT)s Z ek 2.6 Among psychotropic substance
ek ek & 157 e (& A9 A ketamine,  triazolam/midazolam/zopiclo
- ,,/“ ERE) T AT AL (X G 'methylamphetan?lr.]e (orommonly 'known a
w.op o - ice), cough medicine and cannahbisre mort
KT~ v B S R E T E ROF AR T SF .
o i ) commonly abused in recent years. 21000,
AT HA S S b R EFE

ecstasy topped the list of commprdbuse:
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‘L A EBRTAREER GO D psychotropic substances, followed by ketamine
HA A S B g KB 2 A fred and cannabis Starting from 2001, ketami
Fo Ede s K37 Azdn #&_ 17 % oyertook ecstqsy to top the Iist.. Triazo!am/
M et ROPER R LT - b mldazolam/qulclone became increasit
. . o e popular starting from 2002 and ranked

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

and cannabis ranked the fourdnd fifth
respectively on the list.
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Chart 2.5 Reported drug abusers of major types of psychotrogi substances
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F\lote More than one type of drugs may be reported foh éadividual drug abuser in a given year.
YA L 3 :#]:v;.i ¥ trex F AR H Drug Abuse Trends for Newly / Previoush

(z* 1b) Reported Drug Abusers (Table 1b)
2.7 AR E AP 2.7  The number of newly reported dr
TR - & 3% (5644 L )EFEHF T 53 abusers has been declining steadily to 3 517
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in 2006 since reaching its peak at 2001
(5 644) and then picked up to 4 625 in 2008

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

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

Reported Male / Female Drg Abuse
Trend (Table la)

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

%
P

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

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

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

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

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

® 2.6 REFRF —’ﬁ#’%.&iﬁﬁk‘imb#
Chart 2.6 Reported drug abusers by activity status
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Abuse of More Than One Drug(Table 1c)

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

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

Sources of Reported Drug Abusers

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

2.15 As for young drug abuseragec
under 21, enforcement departments use
be the majorsource of reporting (taking 1
about half of the young ones during 1985
1999, followed by methadone clinics a
youth outreaching teams of NGOegatl
taking up about a quarter in during 19@b
1999. However, since 2004, yoL
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outreaching teams of NGOs overtc
enforcement departments to become
major source of reporting (proportic
ranging between 47.0% and 66.9% idgr
2005 to 2009 and enforcement departme

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

hospitals / clinics 4.3 4.3 3.9 3.8 2.9 3.4

-14 -



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

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

(Contd)

%

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

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

hospitals / clinics 3.7 3.9 3.7 3.3 2.6 3.4

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