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Overall Drug Abuse Trend (7Table 1a)

2.1 The total number of drug abusers
reported to CRDA fluctuated over the years.
The number has decreased steadily from
17 966 in 2002 to 13252 in 2006. In 2007
and 2008, the number reversed and picked up
to 13593 and 14 241 respectively. In 2009,
the number went down again. In 2011, the
number was 11 469, 8.5% lower than 12 533 in
2010.
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Reported drug abusers by age group
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22 Opiates (mainly heroin) have long
been the dominant, traditional illicit drugs in

Hong Kong but its popularity is steadily
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decreasing. During 2002 to 2011, the number

of reported abusers has
decreased from 11 880 to 5 939, or a drop of
50.0%.

reported

taking opiates

On the contrary, the number of

abusers  taking  psychotropic
substances increased from 5 581 in 2002 to
6 844 in 2011, or by 22.6%.
abusers taking psychotropic substances were
905 (or 15.2%) more than those taking

opiates in 2011.

Reported

2.3
reported psychotropic substance abusers
between 2004 and 2009. The number of
reported psychotropic substance abusers rose
to a record high of 8 505 in 2009. 1In 2011,
the number decreased to 6 844, or a drop of
19.5%.

There was a rising trend in number of

HERBRL TN FREMA BERE

Chart 2.2 Reported drug abusers of psychotropic substances and opiates
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Note :

An individual abuser may take both opiates and psychotropic substances during a given year.
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Youth Drug Abuse Trend (7able 1a)

2.4 For young drug abusers aged under
21, the number has increased by 58.9% from
2186 in 2004 to 3474 in 2008. The
number then went down and reached 2 006
in 2011, or a decrease of 42.3%. The
overall drug abuse population has once
become younger, with the proportion of those
aged under 21 as against the total rising from
14.0% in 2003 to about 24% in both 2008
and 2009. 1In 2010 and 2011, the proportion
decreased to 22.4% and 17.5% respectively.
In particular, both the number and proportion
of those aged 12-15 has increased
significantly from 337 and 2.3% in 2004 to
764 and 5.5% in 2009. In 2010 and 2011,
the number decreased to 491 and 329
respectively, while the proportion decreased
to 3.9% and 2.9% respectively.
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Chart 2.3 Reported young drug abusers aged under 21 by specific age group
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Notes : Refers to the percentage of all reported drug abusers.
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Percentage for those drug abusers aged under 12 are less than 0.5%.
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2.5 Among the young drug abusers
aged under 21, the proportion of abusers
citing “relief of boredom/depression/stress”
as a reason increased gradually from 27.6%
in 2002 to 51.2% in 2009. The proportion
then decreased and reached 44.0% in 2011.
For those citing “to avoid discomfort of its
absence” as a reason for their current drug
use decreased gradually from 7.8% to 6.6%
during 2002 to 2003. However, this trend
reversed and the proportion increased from
6.6% to 16.3% during 2004 to 2008, and
maintained in a similar level in 2009 and
2010. In 2011, the proportion increased
again to 18.5%

—F+-—BRRTHEREREFFFARERFLRE

Chart 2.4 Reason for current drug use of reported young drug abusers aged under 21
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Note:  More than one reason may be reported for each individual drug abuser in a given year.
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2.6 Among  psychotropic  substances,
ketamine, = methamphetamine,  triazolam/
midazolam/zopiclone, cocaine and cough

medicine were more commonly abused in
recent years. During 2002 to 2011, ketamine
was the most popular psychotropic substances
being abused. Triazolam/midazolam/zopiclone
became increasingly popular and ranked the
second since 2003. An increasing trend of
abusing methamphetamine was recorded since
2004 which overtook triazolam/midazolam/
zopiclone to rank the second starting from
2008. Meanwhile,

medicine ranked the
respectively on the list.

cocaine and cough
fourth and fifth
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Reported drug abusers of major types of psychotropic substances
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More than one type of drugs may be reported for each individual drug abuser in a given year.
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Drug Abuse Trends for Newly / Previously

Reported Drug Abusers  (Table 1b)

2.7
abusers has been declining steadily to 3 517
in 2006 from 5 241 in 2002, and then picked
up to 4625 in 2008.
decreased again and stood at 3 200 in 2011.

The number of newly reported drug

The number then

Their average age mainly between 23 and
24, with the exception of 25 in 2005 and
2011.

drug abusers among all abusers has been

The proportion of newly reported

increasing since 2005 and stood at 32.5% in
2008. The proportion then decreased
steadily to 27.9% in 2011.

2.8
drug abusers has been declining steadily over
the years and stood at 9 413 in 2007. After
picking up to 9616 in 2008, it deceased
again and stood at 8 269 in 2011. These

abusers were generally older than their

The number of previously reported

newly reported counterparts, with an average

age mainly between 37 and 39.

Reported Male / Female Drug Abuse
Trend (Table l1a)

29

among males than females, the proportion of

Although drug abuse is more common

female abusers generally increased to around
20% of total number of drug abusers in
2008-2010 while the proportion in 2011 was
19%.
abusers has been declining for some years
until it picked up in 2007 and 2008. It then
decreased again and reached 9 338 in 2011,
6.7% lower than that in 2010. The number

of reported female drug abusers fluctuated in

The number of reported male drug
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recent years. In 2002, it stood at 3 186 and
then fell to 2 131 in 2011.

2.10 The average age of reported male
drug abusers stood at 35 in 2007-2010 and
picked up to 36 in 2011.

drug abusers were generally younger than

Reported female

the male counterparts. Their average age
was mainly between 27 and 28 and stood at

29 1n 2011.

Reported Drug Abusers by Activity Status
(Table 1j)

2.11

drug abusers

In 2011, less than half of the reported
The
proportion increased from 52.3% in 2002 to
58.1% in 2004, then declined steadily to
46.4% in 2011.

abusers, the proportion of reported student

were unemployed.

Among the reported drug

drug abusers picked up again in recent years.
The proportion decreased from 3.9% in 2002
to 3.5% in 2004 and followed by a steady
increase to 7.5% in 2009. In 2010, the
proportion decreased again and stood at
4.1% in 2011.
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Chart 2.6 Reported drug abusers by activity status
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2.12
has become a common phenomenon among
A

multiple drug abuser is defined to be a

Taking more than one type of drugs

drug abusers nowadays. reported
person who is reported to have taken more
than one type of drugs in a given year,
irrespective of whether the drugs were taken

COIlCllITeIltly on one occasion or not.

2.13
drug abusers increased from 19.6% in 2002
to 31.9% in 2006, then fell steadily to 21.5%
in 2011.
types of drugs.

The proportion of reported multiple

The majority of them abused two
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Sources of Reported Drug Abusers

2.14
OVer,

For adult drug abusers aged 21 and

enforcement  departments  and

methadone clinics were the two major
sources of reporting during 2002 to 2011,
each taking up about 45.1% and 43.3% of
the concerned drug abusers respectively in
2011.

centres / counselling centres for psychotropic

Drug treatment and rehabilitation

substance abusers / centres for drug
counselling of non-governmental
organizations (NGOs) ranked the third,

taking up about 30% of the concerned drug
abusers during the period.

2.15
under 21, youth outreaching teams of NGOs

As for young drug abusers aged

and enforcement departments were the major
sources of reporting during 2002 to 2011.
Each of them contributed to 39.4%
34.5% of young abusers respectively in 2011

and

Drug treatment and rehabilitation centres /

counselling centres for  psychotropic
centres for drug
counselling of NGOs ranked the third, taking

up about 25.0% of the concerned drug

substance abusers [/

abusers in 2011.
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Chart 2.7 Reported drug abusers by age group by type of reporting agency

%
Z MM Reporting agency | 2002 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011
=+ —%F Aged under 21
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EVEAZ2AT  Methadone clinics 6.0 0.9 1.1 1.3 2.0 2.4
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Drug treatment and rehabilitation centres/Counselling Centres

for Psychotropic Substance Abusers/Centrs for drug
counselling of NGOs 10.6 16.1 17.2 22.5 19.8 25.0

FEBUFT RS- A SMERR Youth outreaching teams of NGOs 40.5 50.6 49.5 473 453 394
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Substance Abuse Clinics under Hospital Authority, and other
hospitals/Clinics 3.9 1.6 1.9 3.2 2.1 2.6

=+ —3% A E Aged 21and over

#EEFY Enforcement Departments 58.2 59.5 54.3 53.5 49.1 45.1

EVHHZZFT  Methadone Clinics 46.7 40.0 44.1 42.8 43.0 43.3
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Drug treatment and rehabilitation centres/Counselling Centres
for Psychotropic Substance Abusers/Centrs for drug

counselling of NGOs 17.1 21.1 21.0 24.1 25.0 28.6
FEBUTHEAEI S D AESN R Youth outreaching teams of NGOs 1.1 1.8 3.8 2.8 3.4 2.8

SRl E AR OV ERR RSP R AR bR
Substance Abuse Clinics under Hospital Authority, and other
hospitals/clinics 5.2 3.8 2.9 34 4.3 4.6

Fi A S£#5 All ages

#EEFY Enforcement Departments 56.0 54.3 50.0 48.5 45.9 43.2

EVHHZZFT  Methadone Clinics 39.9 314 33.6 32.7 33.8 36.2

FEBF AR T AR R AR S L B FAE 1Y)
SR e Lo/ L RS L
Drug treatment and rehabilitation centres/Counselling Centres

for Psychotropic Substance Abusers/Centrs for drug
counselling of NGOs 16.0 20.0 20.1 23.7 23.8 28.0

FEBUFTFHERER & A TS R Youth outreaching teams of NGOs 7.7 12.6 14.9 13.6 12.8 9.2

SRl E AR UV ERR RSP R AR bR
Substance Abuse Clinics under Hospital Authority, and other
hospitals/clinics 5.0 3.3 2.6 3.3 3.8 4.2

AR (B E RN T RE IR —(EE R -
Notes :  An individual drug abuser may be reported by more than one agency in a given year.
(1) B EfFEEELRE - SHEN G E B TR RE -
Figures include Hong Kong Police Force, Correctional Services Department and Probation Offices under
Social Welfare Department
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