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

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

of 332 persons or.2% compared with th.

of 2008.

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

20009.

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

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

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

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

Abusers (Table 1b)

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

decreased slightly to 31.6% in 2009.

W31  RESEUHAGCFRAERLEFX/EREFS S 5
Chart 3.1 Newly/previously reported drug abusers in 2008 an@009 by age group
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E#foitn] (£ 1) Age and Sex (Table 1a)

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

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

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

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

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

W 3.2 #-'li'#%'ll}fﬁ:??’Lﬁw‘ki#ﬁli-ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁk\#
Chart 3.2 Age distribution of reported drug abusers in 2009 k sex
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310 4= %2 %24 # > B EIRAF 3.10 In 2009, the number afeportec
f,, A T

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

P was 18 and 15 respectively.
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Type of Drugs Abused (Table 1d)

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

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

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

3.15 Ketamine has remained the m
common psychotropic substance of abaise

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

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

Feageuz Budlsis PR EREFRE F ¥ 64 SN

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

by sex
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An individual drug abuser may abuse more than gpe of drugs concurrently in a given year.
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Method of Taking Drugs (Table 3d)

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

midazolam/zopiclone (49.8% of triazolam/

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

Place of Abusing Drugs (Table 1f)

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

Locality of Abusing Drugs (Table 1g)

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

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

TR )

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

® 3.5

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

were

reported to have taken drugs

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

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

(33.5% in 2008).

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

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

REGEUP L FFAZ-FRLEREFRA LRSI RSP BLT

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

group
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Electrcfnlc game cent : : : : :
Pt | S 2205 | o e
Cak/In ernet café [l | | | | |
R | R ] R 1 1 1 1 1
Apartment/bunalow/rental are [~ - | ! ! ! !
SE(EER ) | | | | |
School (include gchool hosi [ : : : : !
0 30 40 50 60 70 ¢

-23 -

%



ZFRAEREERE H Pk Characteristics of Reported Drug Abusers in 2009

W 35 (§) ReEMEUI LN FEFA 2 - FFL ERIFRIFREE M BLF

Chart 3.5 Locality of abusing drugs of reported drug abusersn 2008 and 2009 by age
(Cont'd) group
[ U oy e
Locaﬁ{)f/ﬁ%fa Iusing drugs Z - m¥I']+ Aged 21 and abov
TF L A pE i B 7 7 3
HOme/frlen(’Shom‘ ‘ ''''''''''''''''''''''''' e 784%
PREE Y | R R 7] 34.8%
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f{ |
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R - [ 250
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| -
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[y [ I 2%
F F
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%

P (P 2 7 55 [P PR IR G
Note :  More than one locality may be reported for eaclividdal drug abuser in a given year.
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Reason for Current Drug Abuse (Table 1h)

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

3.20 Among those reportegbung abusel
aged under 21, “peer influence” (67.7%
reported young drug abuser®pped the lis
followed by “relief of boredom” (51.1%) and
“curiosity” (43.0%).

=24 -
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W 3.6 SRRl EREIFRAERFERSGE ERT]
Chart 3.6 Reason for current drug use of reported drug abuseyin 2009
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B /1 ‘Jﬁ“ﬁ]"ﬁféﬁ / B ‘ : 77 44.4%
Relief Of boredom e e e e —— | 48.0%

Depression/Anxiet
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Sy S
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|
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%
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Note :  More than one reason may be reported for eachi'dldinrug abuser in a given year.

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

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

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

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

at 30.5%.
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Educational Attainment (Table 1k)

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

Ethnicity (Table 1l)

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

Marital Status (Table 1m)

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

Whether Partner Took Drugs (Table 1m)

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

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

reported young drug abusers aged under 21

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

Type of Quarters (Table 10)

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

Whether Previously Convicted (Table 1p)

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

adult abusers aged 21 and over was 82.5%

almost twice of that omong their youngs
counterparts aged under 21 (43.0%).
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