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Overall DrugAbuseTrend (Table 1a)

2 Drug Abuse Trendsfor 2001 - 2010
s 4 8% (2 la)
2.1 S E K HETRER P

2.1 The totalnumber of drug abuse

F ;F'k BAE G MR AR A K reported to CRDA fluctuated over the years.
d - 2 %2 - £51185134 > f£H T % The number has decreased steadigm
I %~ #qm 132524 - AR - 2 R A 18 513 in 2001 to 13 252 in 2006. 2007
EFodkF 4 wEgr Do iz 13593 and 2008, the number reversed gmndked
Ade 14241 4 - - R R4 2 - % up to 13593 and 14 241 respectivelyn
£ofF L Axwir i 139882 12 420 2009 and 2010the number went down ag:
Ao fE g s 1.8%% 11.2%- by 1.8% and 11.2% per annum to 988 anc
12 420 respectively.
W 21 FER B Z L ﬁﬁ;ti#ﬁv}.-%—'ﬁ
Chart 21 Reported drug abusers by age group
A ¥ No. of persons
18513 17966 O = +—m &L E Aged 21 and ow
18 000 O =+—L T Agedunder 21
15790
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12 420
12:000 1, 4614
14964
9000 | 19583 hioeed 11831 |y0g74 [10594 [10767 [tosod 5 667
6 000 |
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39921 13002 (5207 2184 |227h [2578| [2999 3474 |3387 |27s3
0
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010
AL TR F AR Opiates / Psychotropic Substance Abuse
(£ 1d) Trends (Table 1d)
2.2 Ak BEEEE (LR & 2.2  Opiates (mainly heroinhave long
AR E)- A A A gamiBing been the dominant, traditional illicit drugs
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A S A fko 4 11624

24 5 Rig s 46.6%° F
2o ERE G BT HAN I S
pld = 2 % - #:560224 2 1 - %
- FESHT5614 > tgE 25.6%:
Ao F-FE B AT HMI RS

A R A Rhdp M4 S

Hong Kong but its popularity isteadily
decreasing. During 2001 to 2QX6e numbe
of reported abusers taking opiatdsas
decreased from 11 624 to 6 202a0drop 0
46.86. On the contrary, the number
reported abusers taking psychotrc
substances increased from 6 022 in 2691
7561 in 2010, or by 25.6%. Reporte(
abusers takingsychotropic substances w

13594 (&% 21.9%)- 1359 (or 21.9%) more than those taking

opiates in 2010.

2.3 MEIHFER S BT HFHN I D 2.3  There was a rising trendnamber o
FHAKLEL: 22 2 34 297 reported psychotropic substance abusers

2 A5 M AEAES FREAEL between 2004 and 2009rhe number c
£]37% 2 85034 « A= F - F & > reported psychotropic substance abusess
A fed wE 32 7561 4 o oty L to a record high of 8 503 in 2009Iln 2010

11.1%- the number decreased t®@1, or a drop ¢

11.1%.

W 22 BEF SR IR L K2 B EE &
Chart 2.2 Reported drug abusers of psychotropic substances and opiates

A8 No. of persons

15 000
[0 e 15 o 25 5 (3 % 30554 36) Opiates (mainly heroin)
12 000.|11 624 11880 f& F k% 5L Psy chotropic substances
F 10409 10 228 .
9 000 8143 . ,,57909 8383 8503
6 022 " 726 =

6 000 | > 581

®
3 000

%

2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

atFE o (ERR AR A A FEIRF R & A R b R B R

Note :  An individual abuser may take both opiates and lpstropic substances during a given year.
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f- S EGF AR (£ 1) Youth DrugAbuse Trend (Table 1a)

2.4 o - kT 0 ES 2.4 For young drug abusers aged ur
2 % s #cFd - R Fw 021864 ¢ 21, the number has increased by 58f@8m

A4 % N E e 3474 4 5 A g %4 2186 in 2004 to 3474 in 2008. RDOS
58.9% & F 4 £ % — F & » A A and 2010, the numbers went down h$%
W w53 3387% 27534 5 fE R and 18.7% per annum to 3 387 and53
4 2,502 18.7%- AAET A A v respectively. The overall drug abus

BB E g - L - kT 3 th population is becoming younger, witthe

Gd A e B o d R 3 P ; proportior.l gf thoseged unQer 21 as ag_ai
14.0% + 2 1 F ~ & F 4 & the total rising from 14.0% in 2003 to %4in
T both 2008 and 2009. In 2010, the

o 2 B ; T proportion decreased to 22.2%. In
22.2% Fru L EH w122 155 T particular, both the number and proportiol

"i/‘)’ki.ﬂ" 1 s 7R .
N U S - those aged 12-15 has increasaghificantly

b

B ow & 337 4 2 2.3% -+

gy L from 337 and 2.3% in 2004 to 764 and%.5
% %4 #1764 4 2 5.5% A -

in 2009. In 2010, the number a

W

- R E o kF A wiE I 482 + 2 proportion decreased to 482 and 3.9%.
3.9%-
Bl 23 =t-RUTREFSIFOERpILERLEYLSF

Chart 2.3 Reported young drug abusers aged under 21 by specific age group

N8 No. of persons

4000

3000

T NE A 5%

2 000 Aged 18-20

TNEF L

1 000 Aged 16-17

(4%) (3%) T BBk

Aged 12-15

378
(3%)

2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010
AR % fRSFTAREREEEE L -

Notes : Refers to the percentage of all reported drug abuser

T BRI TSR E o Ee DB 0.5% -

Percentage for those drug abusers aged under 1&sarthan 0.5%.
-8-
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25 G EHFSH- - AT EF

2.5 Among theyoung drug abuse

S A I TR N OV o e aged under 21the proportion of abuse
BB TL RFlant Fod =% % - citing “relief of boredom/depressiomiety”
Eh 26.4%:F % + 2 3 R 4 & h as a reasomcreased gradually from 26.<
51.2% & = % - ¢ & 4 & = in 2001 to 51.2% in 2@and then decreas
48.5% @ 1 AL TG k4 E 5 to 4.18.5.% in 2010.. For those citingto
FRF T FL e PR E R avoid d|§comfort of its absence” ageasor
Mot k- F R - £ R ER for their current drug used.ecrease
J 9.3%F % T E T 6.6%- & £ 3448 gradually from 9.3%_ to 6.6% during 2004
ah o o m w m P 2003. However, this trend reversed and
FH=FFr 1 Ry proportion increased from 6.6% to 16.
#ood 6.6%! < 1 16.3% 2w = during 2004 to 2008and maintained in
BFRAEZ - FEARAE LK similar level in 2009 and 2010.

I o

W24 —t-RuTpEIESIFoERFREERRT

Chart 2.4 Reason for current drug use of reported young drug abusers aged under 21

80%
ZEFERENA S EREAF T —

43,
40% + 39.6%

_—_

26.4% = To seek euphoria or sensory satisfaction
20% r , s N ,
R BTN — e — - 161%
To avoid discomfort caused by not taking the drug . - -
03% = w o "
_—_— e m em m m w——
0% | | | | | | | | | |

66.0% Peer influence/To identify with peers
62.2%
60% r e
fiEeflTEAE RS BRE

- FORPUEECERE LHTHE

Relief of boredom/Depression/Anxiety
-~ =~ 485%

~ 38.7%

/V ~
---_.

~
~ 29.0%

2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

abRE (R TR A AR PR A R DR e ]

Note : More than one reason may be reported for eachithdiVdrug abuser in a given year.
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2.6 Among psychotropic substance
ketamine, = methamphetamine, triazolam/
midazolam/zopiclone, cocaine andougt
medicine were more commonly abused
recent years. During 2001 to 20k@tamine
was the most popular psychotropic substa
being abused. Triazolam/midazolam/
zopiclone became increasingly popular starti
from 2002 and ranked the second since Z
An increasing trend of  abusi
methamphetaminavas recorded since 20
which overtook triazolam/midazolam/
zopiclone to rank the secorstarting from

2008. Meanwhile, cocaine anaougr
medicine ranked the fourthand fifth
respectively on the list.
W 25 BMEFERS éfiitﬁ%#ﬁéir‘;—g
Chart 25 Reported drug abusers of major types of psychotropic substances
A# No. of persons
5000 | /'/-\‘ R
, \Ketamme
/ .
4000 | 4
25— 4 A AR 7
MDMA VZ =M I
3000 |- . VAU
_—_ / Triazolam/Midazolam/ F L 22 3 fih B
* LN ‘ Zopiclone o :
AN P _ / Methamphetamine

2000 | iy i
K I N IR
Cannabis N —

1000 |- - _ T
Eiii}“ ::;._._.___.-.—-——- """ - ~ Cocaine
medicine e — -—

O - e W s— I I
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010
R ERIREE TN T E SN — i -

Note :
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More than one type of drugs may be reported foh éadividual drug abuser in a given year.
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Drug Abuse Trends for Newly / Previously
Reported DrugAbusers  (Table 1b)

2.7  The number of newly reported dr
abusers has been declining steadily to 3 517
in 2006 since reaching its peak at 2001
(5 644) and then picked up to 4 625 in 2008
The number then decreased agamnu stoo:

at 3719 in 2010 Their average age rc
from 23 in 2001 to 25 in 2003 and then

to 23 again in 2005. Until 2010, the
average age went up again to 24The
proportion of newly reported drug abus
among all abusers has been inciregasince
2005 and stood at 32.5% in 2008The
proportion then decreased to 29.9% in 2010.

2.8 The number of previouslyeportec
drug abusers has been declining steadily

the years and stood at 9 413 in 2007. After
picking up to 9 616 in 2008, itlecease
again and stood at 8 701 in 2010These
abusers were generally older than t
newly reported counterparts, with an avel
age mainly between 37 and 39. In 2010
the average age was 38.

Reported Male / Female Drug Abuse
Trend (Table la)

2.9 Although drug abuse is morawmon
among males than femald@bge proportion ¢
female abusers generally increase@nounc
20% of total number of drug abusers
2008-2010. The number of reported m:
drug abusers has been declining &mme
years until it picked up in 2007 and 2008.
then decreased again and reaché&®2® in
2010, 11.5% lower than that in 2009The
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31864 > H & T % 3 - F & 12493
A o
210 A EF T Huma Hahlos

MR- 2RI R BT HTED RS

- FEH 35k c EHL P

Ho MR T R E gk BT e R

- FE G 27T R -

R F hE ARk R

(# 1j)

211 S X e B ap A F G

LELL A G S F R - E D
® & ¢ 58.1%> H {4

47.8%+ 2 1 % L e

EH WL - R & 44.3% R
A K¢ B T BT E O
v od - FE - £ 51%W> T

IFwEo 3.5% REBEH A
FA4 & 7.5% - F - FE O iE
LB g R WS 5.6%-

number of reported female drug abu:
fluctuated in recent years. In 2002siboc
at 3 186 and then fell to 2 493 in 2010.

2.10 The average age of reported n
drug abusers declined from 37 in 2005 tc
in 2007-2010 Reported female dr
abusers were generally younger than
male counterparts. Theaverage age wi

27 in 2010.

Reported Drug Abusers by Activity Status
(Table 1j)

2.11 Less tharhalf of the reported dri
abusers were unemployedThe proportiol
increased from 47.8% in 2001 to 5&lin
2004, then declined steadily to 4%3in
2010. Among the reported drug abust
the proportion of reported student dri

abusers picked up again in recent years.
The proportion decreased from 5.1% in 2001

to 3.5% in 2004 and followed by stead
increase to 7.5% in 2009. In 2Qlthe
proportion decreased again to 5.6%.

-12 -
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W 2.6 BMEFRS FREBR L

Chart 2.6 Reported drug abusers by activity status

A# No. of persons

18 000
16 000 |
14000 F
12000 - i S
4785 5821 14 ZRA+
10000 F i ann [LO] pri Employed
> 320
8000 | :
6000 k8 437 F8 897 "
8247 Egoa KEANL
4000 | 7 17229 lseaq 634 0339 502 2 5ad Unemployed
2000 |
902 661 e 784 932 995 665 | £24: Students
0 ; 3 P . Others
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010
2 e RE-AE & (£ lo) Abuse of More Than One Drug (Table 1c)
212 = 3 ﬁ Boa Al - A & 2.12 Taking more than one type of drt
* e E - B BB AT R has become a common phenomenoog
G A AL A dg aFdp LER drug abusers nowadays. A repol
AR R IR SR - AE KA multiple drug abuser is defined to be
1o HhFMASLTE AR - FRR person who is reported to have taken n
LG o than one type of drugs in a given y«
irrespective of whethethe drugs were take
concurrently on one occasion or not.
213 A EHFm I AR F A Lant b 2.13 The proportion of reported multig
ERPFEFFL o E - F RS E D drug abusers has been increasowgr the
31.9% H it HwE - %24 £ years, reached 31.9% in 2006, théeil
21.8%° - F - % £ > L A w A steadily to 21.8% in 2009.The proportior
i 22.6%-° B P AMAsFEFER G S went up againto 22.6% in 2010. TF
o o majority of them abused two types of dri

at the same time.

-13 -
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Sour ces of Reported Drug Abusers

2.14 For adult drug abusers aged 21
over, enforcement departments

methadone clinics were the two major

sources of reporting during 2001 to 2010
each taking up about 49.1% and 48.2f
the concerned drug abusers respely in
2010. Drug treatment and
centres/counselling centres for psychotr
substance abusers of ngavernmente
organizations (NGOs)ranked the thirc
taking up about a quartaf 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 19985
1999, followed by methadone clinics a
youth outreaching teams of NGOega¢t
taking up about a quarter during 1985
1999. However, since 2004, yot
outreaching teams of NGOs overtc
enforcement departments to become

major source of reporting (proportiol
ranging between 44.9% and 5%8during
2006 to 2019 and enforcement departme

ranked the second (proportion ranc
between 27.7% and 38& during the
period). Drug treatmenand rehabilitatio

centres/counselling centres for phlgtropic
substance abusers of NGOs ranked the
(proportion ranging between 139 anc
22.%% during the period). Methado
clinics were no more a common SOurce
reporting among young drug abus
nowadays (proportion significantly declini
from about 10.5% in 2000 to 2.1% in 20,10
given the fact that psychotropic substar
rather than heroin were the dominant ty
of substances of abuse among them.

rehabilitation
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® 2.7
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Chart 2.7 Reported drug abuser s by age group by type of reporting agency

%

% 47 {84 Reporting agency

| 2001| 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010

= L - FuT™ Aged under 21

#HAEPS  Enforcement departmerftd 46.7 27.7 36.0 36.4 327 35
E7VEA2AT  Methadone clinics 6.5 0.8 0.9 1.1 1.3 2.
SRR B R R AR AR A5 T P T2
Lk Gl
Drug treatment and rehabilitation centres/CounsgiCentres
for Psychotropic Substance Abusers of NGOs 6.6 13.4 16.1 17.2 22.5 19
JEEUFFHRS- 5/ DAESMER: Youth outreaching teams of NGOs  43.5 58.8 50.6 49.5 478 44
BEEE SR TV ER R I A B R 2
Substance Abuse Clinics under Hospital Authority ather
hospitals/clinics 3.2 3.1 1.6 1.9 3.2 2.
= L+ - #& 1+ Aged 2land over
%*LfﬁﬁBF'EJ Enforcement Departmerffs 59.8 61.0 59.5 54.3 535 49
Ey/VEAE2ET  Methadone Clinics 43.4 39.2 40.0 44.1 42.8 43
SRR e R R R AR S T e P T2
Lk G
Drug treatment and rehabilitation centres/CounsgiCentres for
Psychotropic Substance Abusers of NGOs 18.1 21.5 21.1 21.0 241 24
3EE)’U“TM%E’FE/I TESMNERR Youth outreaching teams of NGOs 0.8 1.9 1.8 3.8 2.8 3.
EHREE N HYE R R A 2R
Substance Abuse Clinics under Hospital Authoritgl ather
hospitals/clinics 4.7 3.9 3.8 2.9 3.4 4,
fr3 £ # All ages
%*LfﬁﬁBF'EJ Enforcement Departmerffs 57.0 54.5 54.3 50.0 485 46
E/VEaz2AT  Methadone Clinics 35.7 31.7 314 33.6 32.7 34
SRR B R B R AR A T P T2
Lk G
Drug treatment and rehabilitation centres/CounsgiCentres
for Psychotropic Substance Abusers of NGOs 15.6 19.9 20.0 20.1 237 23
#Bzr“fgéfﬁﬁfji/l MESNEERF Youth outreaching teams of NGDs 9.8 13.0 12.6 14.9 13.6 12
B[R N HE SRR R A 2R
Substance Abuse Clinics under Hospital Authoritgl ather
hospitals/clinics 4.4 3.7 3.3 2.4 3.3 3.

iR 0 (ERIREE TN AR EIR I — (S 2 -

Notes : An individual drug abuser may be reported by mbemtone agency in a given year.
(1) BFEEEEEHE - BEEALGENZE MR EEE -

Figures include Hong Kong Police Force, Correcti@svices Department and Probation Offices under

Social Welfare Department
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