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Drug Abusersin 2010
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4.1 Of all 12 420 drug abusersportec
in 2010, 3 719 or 29% were reported fc
the first time in the year (or newly report
and the remaining 8 701 (706) were
previously reported. The proportion
newly reporteddrug abusers among you
drug abusers under 21 was much highe
63.8%, 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 departmentsiethadone clinic
and drug treatmentand rehabilitatiol
centres/counselling centres for psychotr
substance abusers of NGOs aryduth

outreaching teams of NGOs were the three

major sources of reporting in 201@king ug
43.4%, 24.0% and 234 respectively of th
concerned drug abusers.

4.3 For those previously reporteatiug
abusers, enforcement departmen
methadone clinics and drugeatment an
rehabilitation centres/counselling centres
psychdropic substance abusers of NC
were the top three majaources of reportir

in 2010, taking up 47.2%, 45.5% and 28.5
respectively of the concerned drug abusers.
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Chart 4.1 Newly/previously reported drug abusersin 2010 by type of reporting agency
E4F{84 Reporting agency BAREAR AL FALE AR AL
Newly reported Previously reported
L#No. | % L#No. | %
4 & # All ages
HEEPY  Enforcement departmerfts 1615 43.4 4101 47 b
F=/VEAz2FT - Methadone clinics 273 7.3 3961 45.%
B RER R G ER R AR 0 e RS Y i A
Drug treatment and rehabilitation centres/Counsglientres for |
Psychotropic Substance Abusers of NGOs 891 24.0 2 044 23.5
FERUF SRS/ D ESMNERR Youth outreaching teams of NGOs 883 23.7 672 7.7
BB R NHE SRR B2
Substance Abuse Clinics under Hospital Authorityl ather
hospitals/clinics 205 5.5 272 3.1
= - 4™ Aged under 21
#uEHIP  Enforcement departmerits 616 35.1 360 36.1
VPlEE2AT - Methadone clinics 43 2.4 14 1.4
FEBURFHE R R (R IR 0 T P RS (Y il A
Drug treatment and rehabilitation centres/Coungglentres for I
Psychotropic Substance Abusers of NGOs 364 20.7 174 17.%
JEEUTTHRSA 7 /D 4E S ER Youth outreaching teams of NGOs 745 42.4 491 49.3
BErEH R N E SRR B2
Substance Abuse Clinics under Hospital Authorityg ather
hospitals/clinics 46 2.6 12 1.2
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Notes : An individual drug abuser may be reported by mbemtone agency in a given year.
(1) BraEEEERE - BRER g ErIZE TR bR -
Figures include Hong Kong Police Force, Correcti@®ervices Department and Probation Qffiender Socic
Welfare Department.
Ed#foiry (£ 29) Ageand Sex (Table2a)
4.4 B E RS ’f\:’ ¥R 4.4 The age distribution of newl
EI i S f g E de A F AR ,; * F oo oA J‘Ff reported drug abusers was quite differemt
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21-30, whereas about one-tenth (%&)4of
the latter were aged under Zdnd abouL

two-thirds (67.6%) were aged 31 and over

Newly reported drug abusers, with a mean

age of 24 were in general much youn(
than their previously reported counterp
(with a mean age of 38).
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Chart 4.2 Newly/previously reported drug abusersin 2010 by specific age group

HF#ficsHAI Age group
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22% 18 - 20 RS
T
H
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Newly reported drug abus: Previously reported drug abusers
R xR 2%
Note : Less than 2%.
4.5 R e A e A R N R I 4.5 Regarding sex distribution, 3%2of
B4R X 5 30.2% i A ¥ A% 3*; v £ newly reported drug abusers were female, v
& ¢ arik g A Pl B 15.7% the respective proportion among previol
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reported abusers was lower, only at 15.7%.

Ageof First Abuse (Table 2d)

4.6 Newly reported drug abusers
average start to abuse drugs at 20, aifidh
them had abused drugs for at least 2.8 years
Meanwhile, the previously reported ones started
earlier at 17and half of them had abused fo
least 2.0 years before first reported.

C

Typeof DrugsAbused (Table 2b)

4.7 Among newly reportedrug abusers
2010, the most commonly abused typelroigs
was ketamine (64.5%), followed by
methamphetamine (18.3%) and heroin (11.6%).
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4.8 I RY R E DR A 4.8 As for previously reporteddrug
ok ¥ A 8 end F AN R 05 L abusers, heroin wathe dominant type ¢
% (66.3%) H X% i # %[ (24.1%)% = drugs abused (66.3%), followed yb
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%14 (13.2%)-

ketamine (24.1%) and triazolam/midazolam
zopiclone (13.2%).

W 4.3 AR EVAESELEE SRR T
Chart 4.3 Common type of drugs abused by newly/previously reported drug abusersin
2010
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Common type of drugs abus

Reason for Current DrugAbuse (Table 2¢)

4.9 For newlyreported drug abusers, f
three most commoreasons for current dri
use were “peer influence” (52.8%jygtief of
boredom” (46.7%) and “curiosity” (34.5%).

4.10 As for previously reported perspns
the three most commoreasons for curre
drug use were “peer influence” (51.5%
“relief of boredom” (47.9%) and “t@void
discomfort of its absence” (47.8%).

-31 -



S FR-FEFABRELZ
EAE 4§ ik

Characteristics of Newly and
Previously Reported Drug Abusers in 2010

BEREBRE (£ 20

411 tF EBpEFDEE
37.7%L_ > B 1 » 32.0%%_4
AL 141%8 8 4 2 12. 1% _4ca
B imAd e R FRE
NI - S SR - O
49.2%> ¥ 30.6%{};%‘;1
12.0%%_+7 1 /J;LB%‘;; F 4 4 oz
3.0%F 1T ik & 4 o

T A L

T4,

Ky okx (£ 20)

412 LR FREIFREHF Y &
FREF KT ORI b, g
57.6%% #& % 4 ¢ & ¥ > 33.1%% *
KT 0 2.6%E KT 2 6.4%) B %
TR FO3WELAFERKYT & F G #
ARl kT kKT o

413 I § R EFREF F 0 T
53.4% ¢ & v > 17.1%% ¥ & ¥ >
0.9%% + &% > 26.9%% & % | 8%k
T2 OLGWE A ERE KT ARG 44
Bl v kL o

RiFpem (£ 29)

414 HF RIS E LS
7930 A B4 0 @ ¥ R T A A X
SRl B B A B H 0
49.9%: ¢ #fc A A K - # A
féﬁiﬁﬁﬂlG.Z%{r 4 1 36.8%
R AR LR S LR
W % th 4.4%fc {5 ¥ ¢ 13.3%-

Economic Activity Status  (Table 2€)

4.11 Of all newly reportedirug abuser:
37.7% full-time workers, 32.0%
unemployed, 14.1% students and %®2.1
casual/part-time workers. Among previously
reported persons the proportion of th
unemployed was much higher, at 49.2
Another 30.6% were full-time workers, 12.0%
casual/part-time workers and 3.0%&tired
persons.

were

Educational Attainment (Table 2f)

4.12 A greater
reported dng abusers attained higt
educational level, with 57.6% beirgwer
secondary, 33.1% upper secondary, %2.6
tertiary education and @4 primary
education. Only 0% had no schooling
at kindergarten level.

proportion of ewly

4.13 For previously reported abusers
53.4% had lower secondary, 1%luppe!
secondary, 0.9% tertiary education, 26.9
had primary education and %6 no
schooling or kindergarten.

Marital Satus (Table 2g)

4.14 Some 79.3% of newly reporteldug
abusers were never
respective proportion among previot
reported persons was at 49.9
Married and cohabiting persons togettek
up 16.2% of the former group and 3%&f
the latter group, while the widowed, divort

married while t

lower,

or separated altogether took up%.4f the
former group and 13.3% of the latter group.
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4.15 Of those married or cohabitingwly
reported abusers, 23.7% reportiwht theil
partners also abused drugsyhile the
corresponding figures forthe previousl
reported abusers with drug taking par
was 20.%. For the married or cohabiti
males, 14.% of the newly reported abus:
were with drug taking partner witicwas
higher than that of the previously repor
abusers with drug taking partner (at 20)7
For the married or cohabiting females,
situation was reversed. 4%¥%dof the newl
reported abusers were with drug tak
partner, which was lower than thaf the
previously reported abusers with drug tak
partner (at 56.6%).



