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Scope of the Central Registry of Drug
Abuse

1.  This is the sixty-second issue in a series
of Central Registry of Drug Abuse (CRDA)
Reports. It presents reported drug abuse
statistics in Hong Kong for the period 2003 —
2012. These statistics were based on
information on drug abuse records collated by
the CRDA from reports sent to it by a wide
network of reporting agencies including law
enforcement treatment and
welfare agencies, tertiary institutions, hospitals

and clinics.

departments,

2. Although the reporting network of the
CRDA is comprehensive, it is a voluntary
reporting system which can only capture
information of those abusers who have come
into contact with the reporting agencies and
have been reported. It is therefore not
possible for the CRDA to ascertain the exact
size of the drug abusing population in Hong
Kong. The statistics should be taken as
indicators of the trends in drug abuse over
time rather than a definitive statement of the
situation.

3. There is no universally accepted method
to accurately measure the size of the drug
abusing population. No single method by
itself is sufficient to study all aspects of the
drug abuse problem. CRDA statistics should
be viewed as complementary to the
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quantitative and qualitative data obtained from
other sources. Apart from surveys on drug
use among students and ad hoc drug research
studies, reference is also made to other data
and figures (such as admission statistics from
treatment and rehabilitation service agencies,
statistics on drug seizures and drug-offence
related arrests) to gauge the drug abuse

situation in Hong Kong.

4. The total number of drug abusers
reported to the CRDA within a year is
compiled each year to indicate the overall
trend. Statistics on reported drug abusers are
updated and released on a quarterly basis on
the  Narcotics  Division  web  page
(www.nd.gov.hk/en/drugstatistics.htm). In
the ambit of the CRDA, a drug abuser is
defined as a person who has come into contact
with a particular agency and is known or
suspected to have taken substances during the
four weeks before the date of contact, and the
substances taken harms or threatens to harm
the physical, mental or social well-being of an
individual, in doses above or for periods
beyond those normally regarded as
therapeutic. ~ Substance of abuse can be
broadly divided into two categories - narcotics
analgesics and psycho- tropic substances.
Narcotics analgesics refer to heroin, opium,
morphine and physeptone/methadone, while
psychotropic substances
hallucinogens, depressants, stimulants,
tranquillizers and other substances such as
ketamine, methamphetamine and triazolam/
midazolam/zopiclone, etc.  Taking alcohol
and tobacco are however not regarded as drug
abuse.

include
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Scope of Report

5. The Report presents the analysis of
reported drug abuse trends and characteristics
of reported drug abusers over the years in five
separate chapters. Chapter 2 focuses on the
important reported drug abuse trends for the
decade from 2003 to 2012. Chapter 3
presents the major characteristics of all
reported drug abusers in 2012, together with
their comparison against 2011. Chapter 4
compares the characteristics of newly and
previously reported drug abusers in 2012.
Chapter 5 shows comparative statistics of
major categories of drug abusers in 2012.

Rounding of Figures

6. There may be slight discrepancies
between the sums of individual items and the
totals as shown in the tables and charts due to
rounding.

Symbols

7. The following symbols are adopted in the
tables:

@ Value and its corresponding percentage not

released in order to safeguard

confidentiality of information provided by
individuals.

* percentage less than 0.05
- nil

n.a. not available
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Summary Findings

The total number of reported drug
abusers has been decreasing steadily
after rebounding to 14 241 in 2008. In
2012, the total number of reported drug
abusers was 10939, 5% lower than
2011 (11554) and 23% lower than
2008. (Table 1a)

The recent trend of decline for drug
abusers was particularly significant
among young abusers. There were
1591 reported abusers aged under 21
in 2012, representing a decrease of
21% over 2011 (2 024) and 54% over
2008 (3474). (Table 1a)

The number of newly reported drug
abusers also displayed a downward
trend after 2008. In 2012, there were
2 849 newly reported drug abusers, a
drop of 13% from 2011 (3 257) and a
drop of 38% from 2008 (4 625).
(Table 1b)

The median length of drug abusing
experience by newly reported abusers
(i.e. the time lapse for abusers to be
discovered by the CRDA reporting
agencies from his first drug abuse)
increased persistently, having with a
more than doubled from 1.9 years in
2008 to 4.0 years in 2012. This
reflected the increasingly hidden nature
of drug abuse. (Chart 2.7)
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o & 2012 & > frj AR AR A K In 2012, the mean age of first abuse of
2 021 TR —*Ff 1Lt g =X all reported drug abusers and young
RoF E # e wiFar 18 2 15 drug abusers aged under 21 remained
oo (£ 1i) at 18 and 15 respectively. (Table 1i)
o KREIFL BESHTEARL KT Continuing with the past declining
R 8 EE AR T 2012 trend, the number of reported heroin
£ ¢ 5829 4 o AL E AFR A abusers in 2012 fell to 5829,
54%* -4 & dF & 5 T H A 3§ accounting for 54%* of reported drug
R A e B ow E A 2012 abusers. Meanwhile, the number of
E RS 1 6482 4 > ik 59%* reported  psychotropic  substance
2007 # 4= X 2 EFH T s‘ﬁf 158 abusers also decreased to 6482 in
ap T HAN I FOA SRR 3 2012, accounting for 59%%*. Starting
BN RS (LR AR from 2007, the number of reported
EB)A#E 5 o (£ 1d) abusers taking psychotropic substances
was bigger than the number of those
taking traditional drugs or opiates
(mainly heroin). (Table 1d)
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*

ketamine (29% of drug abusers)
remained the most commonly abused
type. The number of reported abusers
taking nimetazepam, MDMA (ecstasy),
cannabis, ketamine, cough medicine
and cocaine observed a decline in

2012. Meanwhile, those taking
methamphetamine (ice) and
triazolam/midazolam/zopiclone  went

up again. (Table 1d)

Both heroin and psychotropic substance
can be reported for each individual drug
abuser in a given year.
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Among reported young drug abusers
aged under 21, ketamine was the most
popular drug of abuse (61% of reported
young drug abusers), followed by
methamphetamine  (30%), cocaine
(23%), cannabis (9%) and cough
medicine (4%). (Table 1d)

612 reported drug abusers had taken
drugs in the Mainland (mainly in
Shenzhen) in 2012, being 29% lower
than that in 2011. Among them, 63
were aged under 21, being 38% lower
than that in 2011. (Table 1f)

Regarding the locality of drug abuse,
2012 figures revealed that 51% of
abusers took drugs at home/friends’
home only, having increased
substantially from 38% in 2006. As
for drug abusers aged under 21, 45%
were reported to have taken drugs at
home/friend’s home only, which also
increased substantially from 13% in
2006. This cohered with the
increasingly hidden situation of drug
abuse. (Table 1g)

From 2003 to 2012, about three
quarters of reported drug abusers had
previously record of conviction (75%
in 2012). Among adult drug abusers
aged 21 and over, the proportion with
previous conviction was 79% in 2012,
while for young drug abusers aged
below 21, the  corresponding
proportion was 49%. (Table 1p)

As to the reason for the current drug
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use, the proportion of reported young
abusers aged under 21 citing “relief of
boredom/depression/  stress” as a
reason increased gradually from 29%
in 2003 to 51% in 2009 and then
stayed between 44% and 49%
thereafter. (Table 1h)

As regards the monthly frequency of
abusing drugs, reported abusers taking
heroin  and triazolam/midazolam/
zopiclone were relatively higher in
general, with a median monthly
frequency of abusing drugs for 60
times in 2012. The corresponding
figures for abusers of all other
psychotropic substances were lower,
such as 30 times for cough medicine
abusers, 10 times for ketamine abusers,
9 times for methamphetamine abusers,
4 times for nimetazepam, cannabis and
cocaine abusers and 3 times for
MDMA abusers. (Chart 5.2)
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Overall Drug Abuse Trend (Table 1a)

2.1  The total number of drug abusers
reported to the CRDA has decreased steadily
from 15 790 in 2003 to 13 252 in 2006. In
2007 and 2008, the trend reversed and the
number picked up to 13 593 and 14 241
respectively. Thereafter, the number went
down again. In 2012, the number was
10 939, 5% lower than 11 554 in 2011.

w 21 FEsppudls i E g ¥
Chart 2.1 Reported drug abusers by age group
ANE No. of persons
21 000
18000 15790
(-12%) 1(468/5;‘ 14115 14241
| -6% (-5%) 13252 13503 (+5%) 13990
15000 ” o (%) D () 125
-10%) 11554 10939
13583 (-8%) .
oo | M sy TR
(-7%) 11837 Allages
L (-7%) 10674 10 594 10767 10602 N
9000 (-10%) 1%) #2%) (2% 9727 9530 9348 21’”%*;“%1
(-8%) -2%) (-2%) Aged 21 and over
6000 r 3474 3388
2207 2278 2578 2999 2811
A (+16%)  (-2%) -17%)
i -26% (+a%)  (+13%)  (+16%) ( 2024 1501
8000 e aw § - -28%)  (-21%) 2LEELT
Aged under 21
0 L L L L L
2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
SERE L FESRN IR T e R — AR CEE A B AL o Note :  Figures in brackets are the percentage changes over the
preceding year.
BT TN A AR Opiates / Psychotropic Substance Abuse
(£ 1d) Trends (Table 1d)
22 AR EaE R (L8 S 2.2 Historically, opiates (mainly heroin)
BE )R A B RS ARG F R were the most common drug abused in Hong
HoiTE AR B RL A BERT Kong. However, there was a declining
A8 4. > J 2003 £ 210409 « % % trend for abuse of traditional drug in recent
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2012 # 95835 4 » Bitg 5 44% - F
S BRI E A TR S Bk
Al d 2003 £ e1 5219 «+ & 3 2012 #
59 6 482 4 > M tgiE 24% - = 2012

Eom b s T HA A A gt gy

54 S hdp B A B 5 647 4 (&
11%) -
23 HEFB 8B I HAY I ED

A fcd 2003 & 0 5219 A EEH 3
2004 & =h 6 000 * » ¥ d 2007 &
AAZ AR 8 B R F F A feoR 8 B
TN F F A BKkh 2009 £ 1B
$ (8505 4 )i > f£H w1 2012

£ 16482 4 o & 2003 £ 1 2012 =

years, with the number of abusers dropping
by 44% from 10409 in 2003 to 5 835 in
2012. On the contrary, the number of
reported abusers taking  psychotropic
substances increased from 5219 in 2003 to
6482 in 2012, or by 24%. Reported
abusers taking psychotropic substances were
647 (or 11%) more than those taking opiates
in 2012.

2.3 The number of reported psychotropic
substances abusers surged up from 5219 in
2003 to over 6 000 in 2004 and has since
2007 overtaken the number of abusers of
traditional drugs. After reaching a peak in
2009 (8505), the number of psychotropic
substance abusers decreased steadily to 6

HE-3xapTHNI o R IS 482 in 2012. The proportion of abusers
S HenE At d 33% 1 A taking  psychotropic ~ substances  also
2 59% o increased from 33% in 2003 to 59% in 2012.
W 22 MEFRS I HHME T2 ‘ﬁ%‘;‘#ﬁi_&i{ _
Chart 2.2 Reported drug abusers of psychotropic substances and opiates
A No. of persons
15000
12000 10 409 10 228
-12% o 9832
e (2%) (-4%)
8143 8383 8 505
9000 | (-17%) 7909 (+6%) (+1%) 7670
(+7%) 6482 EEEMTES
Psychotropic
5 000 7402 so10 substances
- (+17%) (-9%) (-2%)
6335 -5%,
oy (o9 TR Ghesws sws WA
52;9 (-4%) (2%) (EEREIEH)
3000 | o Opiates
(mainly heroin)
0 1 1 1 1 1
2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
HEE L (ERRSEEEEENERRERER HEN AT ER Notes: An individual abuser may take both opiates and

T o

RSNV R e B AT — LR AV B A0 EE -

psychotropic substances during a given year.

Figures in brackets are the percentage changes over the
preceding year.
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B 2.3

Youth Drug Abuse Trend (Table 1a)

2.4 For young drug abusers aged under
21, the number has increased by 57% from
2207 in 2003 to 3474 in 2008. The
number then went down and reached 1591
in 2012, or a decrease of 54%.

2.5  The overall drug abusing population
had once become younger, with the
proportion of those aged under 21 as against
the total rising from 14% in 2003 to about
24% in Dboth 2008 and 2009. The
proportion then decreased and reached 15%
in 2012. In particular, both the number and
proportion of those aged 12-15 have
increased significantly from 415 and 3% in
2003 to 764 and 5% in 2009. The number
then decreased and reached 200 in 2012,
while the proportion decreased to 2%.

UANTHEFRAF O ER LEREYLF

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

A8 No. of persons

4000
3000 AR ST
162511 |1 ggy
P B e I HCE O H B e
S EEEEEES I EETESEH I FE WY
2000 pf:irinis friil Ttiinin 1(925’)3 Dt s sl S (12%)
Srset| [ives| |rromrl R OM | T s B FRREEEE] B EFERETE:
ot [Pee| el [ g V7 077 [ | e
sl lesete catatat 1114 1051 - (10%) tatlt.
o L] P 75 @07 e 2 || | eson
1000 F T ] 8637 (7%) 85377 Liiiiit Ef(fi‘_’/o_)fg Aged 18-20
(661)/; i /(:s/g/g)ﬁ f/j”%)ﬁ % W 2 {;(m//# 588'?’ i ieE7as
4% o o, e 2
s ’;},@ i S 661 730 764 s fj{iﬁf{); 474?Aged 16.17
415 537 378 462 %) %) (5%) 401 v M G PPty
0 (3%) (2%) (3%) (3%) (4%) (3%) 2002%) | Aged 12-15
2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
S % IEEEAEWEREREENESE - Notes: % Refers to the percentage of all reported drug

12 R LU N HY B AT Y B 2 EE /D) 0.5% -

abusers.

Percentage for those drug abusers aged under 12
are less than 0.5%.
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2.6 Among the young drug abusers aged
under 21, the most common reason for
current drug use was “peer influence/to
identify with peers, cited by around 60% to
70% throughout 2003-2012. Meanwhile,
the proportion of abusers citing “relief of
boredom/depression/stress” as a reason
increased gradually from 29% in 2003 to
51% in 2009 and then stayed between 44%
and 49% thereafter. For those citing “to
avoid discomfort of its absence” as a reason
for their current drug use, the proportion
increased gradually from 7% in 2003 to 24%
in 2012.

QLANTHRERFSF F L ERFRGE TR T

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

80%
= [E2E Eoal AEF G ZE ;— w
Peer influence/To identify with pecrs Relief of boredgm/Depression/Stress
60%
58% 57%
.
gjﬁéﬁfﬁr\ 46%
Uriosity
40% +
38% 38%
33%
29% 5%
20% | 24%
o0 RS A T B 5 AL i BE A
To avoid discomfort of its absence FORMEECE RE AV 2
% To seek euphoria or sensory satisfaction
O% 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

2003 2004 2005 2006

iR B EERR R E AR AL -

118 VS 2 A P iR Y [ R e — (] -

2008 2009 2010 2011 2012

Notes :  Figures exclude persons with unknown reason for current
drug abuse.

More than one reason may be reported for each
individual drug abuser in a given year.
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Chart 2.5
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2.7  Among psychotropic  substances,
ketamine, methamphetamine, triazolam/
midazolam/zopiclone and cocaine were more
commonly abused in recent years. During
2003 to 2012, ketamine was the most
popular  psychotropic  substances being
abused. An increasing trend of abusing
methamphetamine was recorded starting
from 2003 and it overtook
triazolam/midazolam/zopiclone to rank the
second starting from 2008. An increasing
trend of abusing cocaine was also noted in
recent years, and cocaine ranked the fourth
after Triazolam/midazolam/zopiclone since
2010.

BEFBGLMAIR R %i}%#éi&iﬁ
Reported drug abusers of major types of psychotropic substances

5000 r
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2008 2009 2010 2011 @ 2012

Note:  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)

2.8 The number of newly reported drug
abusers has been declining steadily to 3 517
in 2006 from 4 444 in 2003, and then picked
up to 4 625 in 2008. The number displayed
a downward trend again after 2008. In
2012, there were 2 849 newly reported drug
abusers, representing a decline of 13% from
2011 (3 257) and 38% from 2008 (4 625).
Their average age mainly lay between 23 and
25, with the exception of 26 in 2012. The
proportion of newly reported drug abusers
among all abusers had been on the rise since
2005 and stood at 32% in 2008. The
proportion then decreased steadily to 26% in
2012.

2.9  The number of previously reported
drug abusers has been declining steadily over
the years and stood at 9 413 in 2007. After
picking up to 9616 in 2008, it decreased
again to 8 090 in 2012. These abusers were
generally older than their newly reported
counterparts, with an average age between
38 and 40.

Reported Male / Female Drug Abuse
Trend (Table 1a)

2.10 Although drug abuse is more
common among males than females, the
proportion of female abusers generally
increased to around 20% of total number of
drug abusers in 2008-2010 but dipped
slightly to 19% in 2011 and 2012. The
number of reported male drug abusers has
been declining for some years until it picked

up in 2007 and 2008. It then decreased
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again and reached 8 907 in 2012, 5% lower
than that in 2011. The number of reported
female drug abusers fluctuated between
2 500 to 2 700 during 2003-2007. It rose to
the peak of 2907 in 2008 and then fell
gradually to 2 032 in 2012.

2.11 The average age of reported male
drug abusers were between 35 and 37 in
2003-2011 and picked up to 38 in 2012.
Reported female drug abusers were generally
younger than the male counterparts. Their
average age was between 26 and 29 and
stood at 30 in 2012.

Reported Drug Abusers by Activity Status
(Table 1j)

2.12 The proportion of reported drug
abusers who were unemployed has declined
to less than half since 2007. The proportion
in 2012 was 46%. On the other hand, the
proportion of reported abusers who were
employed increased from 37% in 2003 to
46% in 2012. The proportion of reported
student drug abusers increased from 4% in
2003 to 8% in 2009, and then decreased
steadily to 3% in 2012.

-13-
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Chart 2.6 Reported drug abusers by activity status
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Abuse of More Than One Drug (Table 1c)

2.13  Taking more than one type of drugs
has become a common phenomenon among
drug abusers nowadays. A reported
multiple drug abuser is defined to be a
person who is reported to have taken more
than one type of drugs in a given year,
irrespective of whether the drugs were taken
concurrently on one occasion or not.

2.14  The proportion of reported multiple
drug abusers increased from 21% in 2003 to
32% in 2006, then fell steadily to 22% in
2012. The majority of them abused two

types of drugs.

-14 -
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History of Drug Abuse

2.15 The drug abusing history of the
newly reported abusers remained between
1.6 and 2.1 years during 2003-2008. It then
increased significantly to 4.0 years in 2012.
Similar but less substantial increasing trend
was also observed among those newly
reported abusers aged under 21, whose
abusing history increased from 1.1 years in
2003 to 1.8 years in 2012.

FeEEUPLDE IR EFRE F R R

Chart 2.7  Abusing history of newly reported drug abusers by age group
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methadone clinics were the two major
sources of reporting during 2003 to 2012,
each taking up about 44% and 43% of the
concerned drug abusers respectively in 2012.
Drug treatment and rehabilitation centres /
counselling  centres for  psychotropic
substance abusers / centres for drug
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counselling of non-governmental
organizations (NGOs) ranked the third,
taking up about 30% of the concerned drug
abusers in 2012.

2.17 As for young drug abusers aged
under 21, law enforcement departments and
youth outreaching teams of NGOs were the
major sources of reporting during 2003 to
2012. Each of them contributed to 37% and
36% of young abusers respectively in 2012,
Drug treatment and rehabilitation centres /
counselling centres for  psychotropic
substance abusers / centres for drug
counselling of NGOs ranked the third, taking
up about 26% of the concerned drug abusers
in 2012.
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Chart 2.8 Reported drug abusers by age group by type of reporting agency

%
% 4F ¥4 Reporting agency | 2003 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 2011 2012
21 f 4™ Aged under 21
BUAEPY  Law Enforcement departments ) 466 | 36.4| 327| 350| 343| 371
E/DEAZ2ET Methadone clinics 4.3 1.1 1.3 2.0 2.4 3.6
FEBURFE AR AR BRI R AR IR % o0 T P S ) &
Lk s e RN R R

Drug treatment and rehabilitation centres/Counselling Centres
for Psychotropic Substance Abusers/Centres for drug
counselling of NGOs 115 17.2 22.5 19.8 25.6 26.4

JEEUTFHERE -5/ DAESMERR Youth outreaching teams of NGOs 40.4 49,5 47.3 45.2 39.1 35.9

B E SR TV ER R I AR 2
Substance Abuse Clinics under Hospital Authority, and other

hospitals/Clinics 2.2 1.9 3.2 2.1 2.6 2.6
21 g 2 r4 } Aged 21 and over
AP Law Enforcement Departments ) 61.8| 543 | 535| 49.0| 453| 435
Z=VDEAz2Fr  Methadone Clinics 42.8 44.1 42.8 42.9 43.0 42.9

IR AR B G (R IR ol B PRt EE )&
B A AR S L

Drug treatment and rehabilitation centres/Counselling Centres
for Psychotropic Substance Abusers/Centres for drug
counselling of NGOs 18.1 21.0 24.1 25.0 28.7 28.5

JEBURFHERE Y /D A9 NEERE Youth outreaching teams of NGOs 0.6 3.8 2.8 3.4 2.8 3.8

BbT B R TV E SR R P B A B B B2
Substance Abuse Clinics under Hospital Authority, and other

hospitals/clinics 4.4 2.9 3.4 4.3 4.6 4.2
#r4 & # All ages
BUAEPY  Law Enforcement Departments ) 59.7 | 50.0| 485 | 459 | 433 | 426
EyVEAzZAT Methadone Clinics 37.4 33.6 32.7 33.8 35.9 37.2

FEBUF ISR e AR (R AR 0 B S 1 EEY) &
St o O BB A RS O
Drug treatment and rehabilitation centres/Counselling Centres
for Psychotropic Substance Abusers/Centres for drug
counselling of NGOs 17.2 20.1 23.7 23.8 28.2 28.2

JEFURFERERY 5/ DAESMNERE Youth outreaching teams of NGOs 6.2 14.9 13.6 12.8 9.1 8.4

BhUEE R TRV E 2T R AR e 2R

Substance Abuse Clinics under Hospital Authority, and other

hospitals/clinics 4.1 2.6 3.3 3.8 4.2 4.0
SR (EPIREEE A N AR IS 2 — (i 2 5 Notes :  An individual drug abuser may be reported by more than
one agency in a given year
(1) HFaEEBE%E  BAENHEENEET (1) Figures include Hong Kong Police Force,
AR LR - Correctional Services Department and Probation

Offices under Social Welfare Department.
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