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Characteristics of Reported Drug Abusers in 2010
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Major Comparison with Previous Year
(Tables 1a,1b, 2a, 2b and 4a)

3.1 In 2010, there were 12 420 reedr
drug abusers in total, representing ardast
of 1568 persons or 122 compared wit
that of 2009.

3.2 The number ofreported heroi
abusers continued to decline, to 6 1@l
2010, 10.3% lower than that of 2009ls
proportionin total number of reported dri
abusers rebound slightly from 49.6% in 2009

to 50.0% in 2010.

3.3 The number of reportegyrhotropic
substance abusers as a whalarted t
retreat, by 942 (or 11.1%), to 7 561 in 2010
However, its poportion continued t
increase slightly from 61.0% in 2008
61.1% in 2010.

3.4  The number of reported young di
abusers aged under 21 decreased by%d8.7
from 3 387 in 2009 to 2 753 in 201@hich
was mainly attributed to the decrease of 282
(or 36.9%) of those aged 12-15.The
proportion of reported young drug abus
decreased from 24.2% to 22.2%.

3.5 The mean age of all reported d
abusers was 34 in 201®&hich was highe
than that of 33 in 2009. Fdné young dru
abusers, the mean age remained at 17.
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3.6  The number of reportddmale drug
abusers was 2 493 in 2010, 9.9% lowean
that of 2009.

Newly / Previously Reported Druc
Abusers (Table 1b)

3.7 The number of newly reportetiug
abusers decreased by 16.6% from 4 #58
2009 to 3719 in 2010while that o
previously reported persons aleased b
8.7% to stand at 8 701 in 2010As a
percentage of all reported drug abusers
proportion of newly reported persc
decreased to 29.9% in 2010.

W 3.1 REGeW Lz FFL22F-FEFX /EREIFRXEE 5
Chart 3.1 Newly/previously reported drug abusers in 2009 an@010 by age group
N3
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Age and Sex (Table 1a)

3.8 Of all 12 420 reported drug abusers
reported in 2010, 24.6% were aged 3,-
23.1% aged 31-40, 11.6% aged 18-20%6.
aged 16-17 and only 3.9% aged 12-15
Their mean age was 34.

3.9 The majority of reported dr
abusers (79.9%) were malesReportec
male drug abusers, with a mean age of
were in general older thatheir female
counterparts (with a mean age of .27)
Comparing male with female, the
proportion of female abusers aged under 31
was 63.3% while the correspondir
proportion of male abusers was only 42.7%.
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Chart 3.2 Age distribution of reported drug abusers in 2010 k sex
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3.10 In 2010, the number afeportec
drug abusers per 100 populatigras les:

L R E I AT L B - ) e - than 0.2 person. In general, the proportic
(12-15 % *2% 7h) o was higher in male drug abusers thae
female counterpartéexcept for those ag:
12-15).
W 3.3 :?—?ﬁiﬂfﬁéﬁﬁi'ﬁ%‘?“f}d
Chart 3.3 Ratio of reported drug abusers to populabn in 2010
Fie B Male % Female B 4&&F Both sexes
Age A No. % A No. % A No. %
12 -15 222 0.14 260  0.17 482 0.16
16 - 17 529  0.61 307  0.37 836 0.49
18 - 20 1072  0.77 363 0.28 1435 0.53
<21 //3f sub-total 1823  0.26 930 014 2753 0.20
21-30 2411  0.53 648  0.11 3059 0.30
31-40 2280  0.49 583  0.09 2863 0.25
41-50 1555  0.27 220  0.03 1775 0.14
>51 1858  0.17 112 0.01 1970 0.08
>21 /73 sub-total 8104 031 1563  0.05 9667 0.17
4Ext  Total 9927  0.30 2493  0.07 12 420 0.17

AR % fEESRREESSHE SR AR N ER A H L -

Notes : Refer to the proportions of reported drug abusetise respective age/sex groups of year-end paguilat

Fxx a4 mag (£ 1)
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Age of First Abuse (Table 1i)

3.11 About 38.0%f reported drug abuse
claimed to have started drug abuse at the
between 12 and 15, 19®between 16 ar

17, 21.2% between 18 and 20, Pa.l
between 21 and 25, and the remainind4«’.9
and 3.0% at the age over 2hd below 1.
respectively. The mean age of first abuse

all reported abusers and youngsters under 21
was 18 and 15 respectively.
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Type of Drugs Abused (Table 1d)

3.12 In 2010, halfof drug abusers we
reported to have abused heroin.Other
commonly abused drugs were t&eine
(36.2%), methamphetamine (12038
triazolam/midazolam/zopiclone (10.1%),
cocaine (6.2%), cough medicine arahoabi
(4.2% each), and MDMA andimetazepar
(2.0% each).

3.13 Among reported young drug abusers

aged under 21 ketamine was the mc
popular drug of abuse andas taken b
79.9% of reported young drug abusers
2010. This was  followed b

methamphetamine (22.0%), cocaine (15.5%)

cannabis (8.1%) and MDMA (5.8%).Males
and females had the same top thpepulal
drugs of abuse.

3.14 Among reported adult drug abts
aged 21 and overheroin was the mo
common type of drugs abused (62)%
followed by ketamine (23%) anc
triazolam/midazolam/zopiclone (12.7%).

3.15 Ketamme has remained the m
common psychotropic substance of abaise
the number of corresponding abus
decreased in 2010. There weralso
decrease in the number taking MDMé&ougl
medicine and cannabis.On the contran
increase in the number of abuseieking
cocaine and methamphetaminewere
observed.
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Chart 3.4 Common type of drugs abused by reported drug abuserin 2010by age groug
by sex
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Method of Taking Drugs (Table 3d)

3.16 Abusers have different habit w
regard to the method of taking drugs. While
fume inhalingwas the more popular meth

of taking heroin and methamphetam{tekker

by over half of the concerned abusers in 2010
and over 70% for methamphetamine abysers
sniffing was the single most popular metl

of taking ketamine (95% of ketamine
abusers), injectionrwas the more comm
method of taking triazolam/midazolam/
zopiclone (55.1% of triazolam/midazolam/
zopiclone abusers), oral ingestion vedi$10s!
the only method of taking cough medicine
(99.4% of cough medicineabusers), ar
smoking was the more common methoc
taking cannabis and cocaine for both canr
and cocaine abusers (8%2 of cannabi
abusers and 53.9% of cocaine abusers).

Place of Abusing Drugs (Table 1f)

3.17 Great majority (96.7%df reportec
drug abusers took drugs in Hong Kony i
2010. 1052 persons (or 8.6% wdportec
drug abusers) were reported to have ti
drugs in the Mainland (mainly in Shenzhgn)
being 29.8% lower than that in 2009
Among them, 220 (8.2% of young wly
abusers) were aged under 21, being #%#8.4
lower than that in 2009.

Locality of Abusing Drugs (Table 1g)

3.18 Regarding the locality of drug abu
home and public area likerecreatiot
area/public garden/public toilet toppdtie
list. 80.9% ofreported adult drug abus:
aged 21 and over were reported to have t
drugs at home/friend’s home in 203hc
38.5% at public area likerecreatior
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W 3.5 Koo 238422 F

area/public garden/public toilet.As for druc
abusers aged under 21, ®.lvere reporte

to have taken drugs at home/friend’s home
(71.0% in 2009)*, 36.0% gbublic area lik
recreation area/public garden/publioilet
(43.3% in 2009) and 23.2% &araoke/disc
(29.2% in 2009).

Most of those young drug abusers taking dru
home or at friend home also took dr
elsewhere, such as entertainment venudhe
proportion of those only taking drugs at home

at friend’s home was 27.0% and 36.1% in 2009
and 2010 respectively.

—iiﬁiﬁaiﬁa%iéﬁﬁb#

Chart 3.5 Locality of abusing drugs of reported drug abuserdgn 2009 and 201(by age

group
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Chart 3.5 Locality of abusing drugs of reported drug abusersn 2009 and 2010 by age
(Contd) group
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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” (51.9%of reported dru
abusers), “relief of boredom” (47.5%),to"
avoid discomfort of its absence” (40.p%nc
“curiosity” (26.8%).

3.20 Among those reportegbung abusel
aged under 21, “peer influence” (62.2%%
reported young drug abusers) topped libg
followed by “relief of boredom” (48.5%) and
“curiosity” (38.7%).
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Chart 3.6 Reason for current drug use of reported drug abuseyin 2009 and 2010
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orted for eachithdiVdrug abuser in a given year.

Activity Status (Table 1))

3.21 4§ 44.3%h & J‘Ff £35S 3.21 About 44.3% of reported drug abusers
S A FE AL T 326%L 2 & were unemployed at the time of report
14 5 12.0%F 471 /L B%‘« 1 A% Another 32.6% were full-time workers, 120
568 § 4 -m 4 b EHFEF being casual/part-time workers and%.®einc

E

it GIR R 0 24

|59 3

f

A4%- students. Among reported young drug abus

the proportion of students was higher, at 24.4%.
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Educational Attainment (Table 1k)

3.22 More than half (54%) of reporte
drug abusers in 2010 hadttained lowe
secondary education, another 2.7uppe
secondary, 21.1% primary education andd..4
tertiary education.

Ethnicity (Table1l)

3.23 Chinese was always the dominant
ethnic group of reported drug abusers, at%4.6
of drug abusers in 2010. Other minority
ethnic groups’ drug abusers remattincludec
Nepalese (2.1%), Vietnamese @)/ anc

Indian/Pakistani/Bangladeshi/Sri Lankan (0.7%)
in descending order.

Marital Status (Table 1m)

3.24 About 58.2% ofeported drug abuse
were single, 31.0%married or cohabiting
10.1% divorced or separated and the remai
0.7% widowed. Males and females h
similar distribution of marital status.

Whether Partner Took Drugs (Table 1m)

3.25 Of those married or cohabiting, Zb.1
reported that their partners also abused drugs
The proportion of reported female abusers with
partners also abusing drugs was 53.48ticl
higher than that of male abusers (at 11.1%).
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District of Residence (Table 1n)

3.26 Sham Shui Po (10.5%Yuen Lonc
(10.5%), Kwun Tong (8.9%) antfau Tsim
Mong (8.3%)were the top four districts wi
reported drug abusers residing therefor

reported young drug abusers aged under 21

Yuen Long (12.1%), the North (11.9%&wai
Tsing (9.4%) and Tai Po (7.7%) were tioair
major districts.

Type of Quarters (Table 10)

3.27 More than half (58.9960f reportec
drug abusers resided public and aided rent
blocks, 36.5% in private housing and %.8n
home ownership estates.

Whether Previously Convicted (Table 1p)

3.28 About three quarters (75.4%pf
reported drug abusers in 200@re reported t
be previously convicted, includingonly
drug-related offences (34.3%), only
non-drug-related offences (1%3 and botl
drug-related and other offences (29.2%)he
proportion of previously convicted abus
among reported adult abusers aged 21csed
was 82.3%, which was higher than thait
among their younger counterparts aged u
21 (49.9%).
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