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Characterlstlcs of Newly and Previoudy

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

Sour ces of Reported Drug Abusers

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

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

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

E#folu (£ 29) Ageand Sex (Table 2a)

4.4 FAAREEREF 0G4 44 The age distribution of new

e T

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

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

(with a mean age of 38).
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Chart 4.2 Newly/previously reported drug abusersin 2009 by specific age group

FERHI Agegroup
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SRR IR 1%
F\Iotes : Percentage is 1%.
o RN o HA O ) B b 0.5%¢
Percentage for those drug abusers aged under 1&saréhan 0.5%.
g e g
4.5 R e A R IR L I 8 4.5 Regarding sex distribution, 2%7of
B oipen 4 % 29.7% it A ¥ 4 T dFx 3 newly reported drug abusers were female, v
& ¢ SribenE A IO B § 15.2% the respective proportion among previol
reported abusers was lower, only at 15.2%.
ARG F Lehad (£ 20) Ageof First Abuse (Table 2d)
4.6 B AR R AR e & —*F]’ S B oAn 4.6 Previously reported drug abusers
0 Tih 17 KB4 @ g AR average started to abuse drugs at an e
—*‘Ff Pl vk > T3ah 19 Kk B4 o age, at 17; while those newly reported ®ne

W § chd B (£ 2b)

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

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

Type of DrugsAbused (Table 2b)

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

drugs was ketamine (68.5%), followed by ice

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

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

® 4.3

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

zopiclone (13.6%).
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Chart 4.3 Common type of drugs abused by newly/previously reported drug abusersin

2009
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¥ AR (56.9%) “fE RV
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Reason for Current DrugAbuse (Table 2c)

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

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

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

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

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

n

Marital Satus (Table 2g)

4.14
abusers were never

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

14.5% of the former group and 38olof the
latter group, while the widowed, divorced
separated altogether took up %.9of the
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former group and 12.9% of the latter group.
4.15 Of those married or cohabitingwly
reported abusers, 31.9% reportitht theil
partners alsabused drugs, which was hig|
than that of the preously reported abuse
with drug taking partner (at 2P4). For
the married or cohabiting males, 1% 2of
the newly reported abusers were with ¢
taking partner which was higher than tha
the previously reported abusers with ©
taking partner (at 99%). For the married «
cohabiting females, the situation v
reversed. 57% of the newly reporte
abusers were with drug taking partner, wit
was lower than that of the previou
reported abusers with drug taking partne
64.4%).



