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Scope of the Central Registry of Drug
Abuse

1. This is the sixty-third issue in a series
of Central Registry of Drug Abuse (CRDA)
Reports. It presents reported drug abuse
statistics in Hong Kong for the period 2004 —
2013.  These statistics were based on
information on drug abuse records collated
by the CRDA from reports submitted by a
wide network of reporting agencies including
law enforcement departments, drug treatment
and welfare agencies, tertiary institutions,
hospitals and clinics.

2. The CRDA is a voluntary reporting
system which captures the information of
those abusers who have come into contact
with the reporting agencies and have been
reported. Although it does not measure the
exact size of the drug abusing population in
Hong Kong at any particular time, statistics
derived from it are indicators of the trends of
drug abuse over time.

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 gauge all aspects of
the drug abuse problem. CRDA statistics
should be viewed as complementary to the
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
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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 cause harm
or threaten to harm the physical, mental or
social well-being of an individual, in doses
above or for periods beyond those normally
regarded as therapeutic.  Substances of
abuse can be broadly divided into two

categories - narcotics analgesics and
psychotropic  substances. Narcotics
analgesics refer to heroin, opium, morphine
and physeptone/methadone, while
psychotropic substances include
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.


http://www.nd.gov.hk/tc/drugstatistics.htm
www.nd.gov.hk/en/drugstatistics.htm
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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 major reported drug abuse trends for the
decade from 2004 to 2013. Chapter 3
presents the major characteristics of all
reported drug abusers in 2013, together with
their comparison against 2012. Chapter 4
compares the characteristics of newly and
previously reported drug abusers in 2013.
Chapter 5 shows comparative statistics of
major categories of drug abusers in 2013.

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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FEEE

FHMATFDRL FRA R
2008 # w 2 3 14241 4 i >
FEH T E o h 2013 E o A %
vliﬁ.?;@‘ﬁ:*p 10 069 + » #&
2012 # (11097 4 )~ 9% »
#2008 & & 5 1 29% - (£ la)

FoUoE R A 4 deif E R i ]
A F 2L AN T ARR A NE
B4 4t 2013 & § 1182
4s g 2012 # (1623 4 )i 5
27% > i i 2008 & (3 474 4 )i
7 66% - (£ la)

F xR E LKt A 2008
B4R T EABF 02013 & F Ak
BaR 4 A s 2497 4 0 R
2012 & (2944 4 )T % 15% » i
#2008 # (4625 4 )T & 46% -
(# 1b)

FAMEFERE Fad e (T
A I A A
FIRAPIGE AR ) ¥ iF S
B 4o d 2008 & 1.9 & 5 ¥
3 2013 £ 1 4.6 & > K 4o AT i -
B F B & R L AR E 0
B o (B 2.7)

Summary Findings

The total number of reported drug
abusers has been decreasing steadily
after rebounding to 14 241 in 2008. In
2013, the total number of reported drug
abusers was 10069, 9% lower than
2012 (11 097) and 29% lower than
2008. (Table 1a)

The recent trend of decline was more
pronounced among young drug
abusers. There were 1182 reported
abusers aged under 21 in 2013,
representing a decrease of 27% over
2012 (1623) and 66% over 2008
(3474). (Table 1a)

The number of newly reported drug
abusers also displayed a downward
trend after 2008. In 2013, there were
2 497 newly reported drug abusers, a
drop of 15% from 2012 (2 944) and a
drop of 46% from 2008 (4625).
(Table 1b)

The median length of drug abusing
experience of 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 more
than doubled from 1.9 years in 2008 to
4.6 years in 2013. This reflected the
increasingly hidden nature of drug
abuse. (Chart 2.7)
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In 2013, the mean age of first abuse of
all reported drug abusers and young
drug abusers aged under 21 remained
at 18 and 15 respectively. (Table 1i)

Continuing with the past declining
trend, the number of reported heroin
abusers in 2013 fell to 5113,
accounting for 51% of reported drug
abusers. Meanwhile, the number of
reported psychotropic drugs abusers
also decreased to 6137 in 2013,
accounting for 61%. Starting from
2007, the number of reported abusers
taking  psychotropic  drugs had
overtaken the number of those taking

traditional  drugs or  narcotics
analgesics (mainly heroin).
(Table 1d)

Among  psychotropic  substances,

ketamine (28% of drug abusers)
remained the most commonly abused
type. The number of reported abusers
taking nimetazepam, MDMA (ecstasy),
cough medicine, cannabis, ketamine
and  triazolam/midazolam/zopiclone
observed a decline in 2013.
Meanwhile, those taking
methamphetamine (ice) and cocaine
went up. (Table 1d)

Among reported young drug abusers
aged under 21, ketamine was the most
popular drug of abuse (53% of reported
young drug abusers), followed by
methamphetamine  (32%), cocaine
(30%), cannabis (7%) and heroin (4%).
(Table 1d)
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Boad Bpe (L& AREY) R
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A d B gk g 0 2013 & Bk F
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S R AR E AL E R
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io21 kT g b E e d K eh

W £ RS 50% - (£ 1p)

g

S

HEHFS 21 FuT & F e d K
v TRRRE M R4 T
SR F R Flant £ 4 2004
£ 1 31%iE 9 A 1 2009 & o
51%ts » — B i #tfe 3 44% %

49%2 [ o (£ 1h)

498 reported drug abusers had taken
drugs in the Mainland (mainly in
Shenzhen) in 2013, being 21% lower
than that in 2012. Among them, 40
were aged under 21, being 39% lower
than that in 2012. (Table 1f)

Regarding the locality of drug abuse,
2013 figures revealed that 52% of
abusers took drugs at home/friend’s
home only, having increased
substantially from 38% in 2006
(statistics on locality of drug abuse had
not been compiled before 2006). As
for drug abusers aged under 21, 51%
were reported to have taken drugs at
home/friend’s home only, which had
also increased substantially from 13%
in 2006. This corroborated with the
overall trend of increasingly hidden
situation of drug abuse. (Table 1g)

From 2004 to 2013, about three
quarters of reported drug abusers had
previous record of conviction (75% in
2013). Among adult drug abusers
aged 21 and over, the proportion with
previous conviction was 78% in 2013,
while the corresponding proportion for
young drug abusers aged below 21 was
50%. (Table 1p)

The proportion of reported young
abusers aged under 21 citing “relief of
boredom/depression/stress” as a reason
for the current drug use increased
gradually from 31% in 2004 to 51% in
2009 and then stayed between 44% and
49% thereafter. (Table 1h)
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MEHEB R EREE s ) e  Reported abusers of heroin and
ke 4 2T LB 4 L e triazolam/midazolam/zopiclone had a
843 kY mwi ? 0 & 2013 relatively higher frequency of abusing
E: P —‘F*{ & 7 3 F = #een? ik drugs in general, both with a median
wiE 60 X o8 H s A monthly frequency of abusing drugs at
BpE AN F T4 L s g =X 60 times in 2013. The corresponding
BB K% F 0 Aok & oy %‘?% & figures for abusers of other common
P d X P 8k s 30 X 0 A psychotropic substances were much
Bod & YEfk "F'a‘ = 13 =% (£ 5.2) lower, such as 30 times for cough

medicine abusers and 13 times for
ketamine abusers. (Table 5.2)
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1. f2&- F

2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
FrE# Bk EE
N 14854 14115 13252 13593 14241 13990 12538 11572 11097 10 069
AR 35 35 34 34 33 33 3 3B 36 37
B e 12200 11449 10706 11127 11334 11221 10008 9426 9027 8181
(EFERIET S 821 811 808 819 796 802 798 815 813 812
T % 37 3% 3 3B 3B 35 36 37 38
gL 2654 2666 2546 2466 2907 2769 2530 2146 2070 1888
(EFERIET S 179 189 192 181 204 198 202 185 187 18.8
T 28 28 27 28 271 26 21 29 30 31
21 B FAES A 2186 2278 2578 2999 3474 3388 2811 2025 1623 1182
(ETAHIET S H- 147 161 195 221 244 242 224 175 146 117
e 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 18 18 18
G R A 3760 3725 3517 4180 4625 4460 3811 3268 2944 2497
(EFERIET S 253 264 265 308 325 319 304 282 265 24.8
T 24 23 23 23 23 23 24 25 26 27
R EHES

2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
(D) #EHHEAR B FLIEHERE
A 14527 13931 13174 13506 14213 13931 12488 11502 11052 9990
Q) WERKBEEEREE
A 10147 9757 8118 7420 7248 6903 6200 5951 5847 5113
(D) BIETH 69.8 700 616 549 510 496 496 517 529 512
Q) #EHKEEEFHED
A 6196 6335 7402 7909 8383 8505 7670 6904 6634 6137
(1) BIETH 427 455 562 586 590 611 614 600 600 614
1 2 R B S
(1) BIETH 178 151 234 301 359 379 365 317 299 282
W 2 B R 2R
(1) BIETH 44 54 65 82 97 101 128 135 152 182
1 2 R B =M R M A VD e P
(D) BIETHHE 121 146 169 136 96 100 100 106 114 112
HEFK BT -REE
1 (1) BIE 07 14 27 53 49 37 62 715 717 86
2R RIS
(1) BIETHH: 45 51 57 44 40 48 42 46 44 40
2R B RS
(1) BIETHH: 77 82 74 58 54 45 42 35 32 30
2K R A S AR ELIEMIEE
(D) BIETHHE 88 122 116 68 56 37 20 10 06 05




& Executive Summary
Il.  Highlights at a Glance

2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
All reported drug abusers
No. 14854 14115 13252 13593 14241 13990 12538 11572 11097 10 069
Mean age 35 35 34 34 33 33 34 35 36 37
Male 12200 11449 10706 11127 11334 11221 10008 9426 9027 8181
% of all 821 811 8.8 819 796 802 798 815 813 812
Mean age 36 37 36 35 35 35 35 36 37 38
Female 2654 2666 2546 2466 2907 2769 2530 2146 2070 1888
% of all 179 189 192 181 204 198 202 185 187 188
Mean age 28 28 27 28 27 26 27 29 30 31
Young persons
aged under 21 2186 2278 2578 2999 3474 3388 2811 2025 1623 1182
% of all 147 161 195 221 244 242 224 175 146 117
Mean age 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 18 18 18
g‘;‘;ﬂ%’srepo”ed 3760 3725 3517 4180 4625 4460 3811 3268 2944 2497
% of all 253 264 265 308 325 319 304 282 265 2438
Mean age 24 23 23 23 23 23 24 25 26 27
Common drugs abused

2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
(1) Reported drug abusers with type of drugs reported
No. 14527 13931 13174 13506 14213 13931 12488 11502 11052 9990
(2) Reported heroin abusers
No. 10147 9757 8118 7420 7248 6903 6200 5951 5847 5113
% of (1) 69.8 700 616 549 510 496 496 517 529 512
(3) Reported psychotropic substance abusers
No. 6196 6335 7402 7909 8383 8505 7670 6904 6634 6137
% of (1) 42,7 455 562 586 590 611 614 600 600 614
Reported ketamine abusers
% of (1) 178 151 234 301 359 379 365 317 299 282
Reported methamphetamine abusers
% of (1) 4.4 5.4 6.5 8.2 97 101 128 135 152 182
Reported triazolam/midazolam/zopiclone abusers
% of (1) 121 146 169 136 96 100 100 106 114 112
Reported cocaine abusers
% of (1) 0.7 1.4 2.7 5.3 4.9 3.7 6.2 7.5 7.7 8.6
Reported cough medicine abusers
% of (1) 4.5 5.1 5.7 4.4 4.0 4.8 4.2 4.6 4.4 4.0
Reported cannabis abusers
% of (1) 7.7 8.2 7.4 5.8 5.4 45 4.2 35 3.2 3.0
Reported MDMA abusers
% of (1) 88 122 116 6.8 5.6 3.7 2.0 1.0 0.6 0.5
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Drug Abuse Trends for 2004 - 2013

s dad
(# la # F2.1)

2.1 MEEHEEREFERF K f o

A fcd 2004 & e 14 854 <« ;_}5
"# 2 2006 & =1 13 252 % - A 2007 &
2 2008 # > | F w2 o o udd
13593 A v 14241 % o 2 {5 > #&F £
Zw i ; & 2013 & > A #K i

K

10 069

Overall Drug Abuse Trend
(Table 1a and Chart 2.1)

2.1  The total number of drug abusers
reported to the CRDA has decreased steadily
from 14 854 in 2004 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

Aoy g 2012 & e 11097 A T % 9% o down again. In 2013, the number was
10 069, 9% lower than 11 097 in 2012.
W 21 FHELENP A RIS K
Chart 2.1 Reported drug abusers by age group
A% No. of persons
20 000
14 854
(-6%) 14 })15 13503 14 241 13 9090
15000 (-5%) 13252 o (+5%) (-2%) e
. -10%) 11572 11097
- (-8%) (-4%) f 4
12668 T 1092/69 Aﬁﬁ;ﬂz?
10000 (%) ney Te----- - B - R
(P mer s 10767 e 9;25“__9_517"""9:7-4 ‘‘‘‘ s
(-10%) (-1%) (+2%) (-2%) (-8%) (2% (1%) ? g% Aged 21 and over
5000 2999 3474 3388 yen
2186 (ii;f) (315312) (+16%) (+18%) C20) 7 2025 1623 -
('Mw?%) 2T
Aged under 21
O L L L L L L L L L L L
2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
SR SR S Sl — LTS B kL - Note :  Figures in brackets are the percentage changes over the
preceding year.
O ¥ B R A L SN L Narcotics  Analgesics /  Psychotropic
(£ 1d = #2.2) Substances Abuse Trends (Table 1d and
Chart 2.2)
2.2 YU FEpR 4o W (A& E A 2.2 In the past, narcotics analgesics (mainly
) B4 BER G AR EGHF T o R heroin) were the most common drug abused in
W TE RGBT SR RS Hong Kong. However, there was a continuous

F Tk 4R4 > J 2004 E 10228 4

trend of decline in abuse of traditional drug in
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Drug Abuse Trends for 2004 - 2013

% 3 2013 # 0 5115 <
50% - i LAF R & % A

Bepld 2004 # 16196 4 FH L A 3
2009 & 1 8505 < (2 tg 5 37%) >
Piemy T s 2013 & 6137 4
(#2004 & FERE R 15 5 1%) -

v R &

5ot 4

recent years, with the number of abusers
dropping by 50% from 10 228 in 2004 to 5 115
in 2013. The number of reported abusers
taking psychotropic substances increased
steadily from 6 196 in 2004 to 8 505 in 2009
(by 37%). The trend was reversed afterwards
and the number dropped to 6 137 in 2013 (by
1% compared with that in 2004).

23 MEFRB S EFTHA I FaA 2.3 The number of reported psychotropic

#icp 2007 & A= R &;i@iﬁc& a %3 substance abusers has since 2007 overtaken the

g A Bice 2013 #F o vk 8 B T A number of abusers of traditional drugs.

F g A ot B G R iR 4R R 0 A dik Reported  abusers  taking  psychotropic
%1022 % (&8 20%)- & 2004 & 1 2013 substances were 1022 (or 20%) more than

EHEF RGBT HN IS ﬂ ikt g those taking narcotics analgesics in 2013. The

W E R HeE e md 42% 1 A proportion of abusers taking psychotropic

2 61% - substances also increased from 42% in 2004 to

61% in 2013.
W 22 BERE ST HAF 2 FEER BF
Chart 2.2 Reported abusers of psychotropic substances and narcotics analgesics

A% No. of persons

15 000
10228
(-2%) 9832
10 000 B--.__ O
SEL] 8143 8383 Bbgb
So. (1w 7909 (+6%) (+1%) 7670
“g (+7%) 6904 f& ERE T
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and psychotropic substances during a given year.

Figures in brackets are the percentage changes over the
preceding year.
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Youth Drug Abuse Trend
(Table 1a, Table 1h and Chart 2.3-Chart 2.4)

2.4 For young drug abusers aged under
21, the number has increased by 59% from
2186 in 2004 to 3474 in 2008. The
number then went down to 1182 in 2013,
representing a decrease of 66%.

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 15% in 2004, to about
24% in both 2008 and 2009. This had
subsequently decreased to 12% in 2013. In
particular, both the number and proportion of
those aged 12-15 had increased significantly
from 337 and 2% in 2004 to 764 and 5% in

2134 4 5 v F T 100 o 2009. The number then decreased to 134 in
2013, while the proportion decreased to 1%.
W 2.3 Zlﬁu‘rryy,tiépv;i%'bﬁﬁzf;, TEM U LT
Chart 2.3 Reported young drug abusers aged under 21 by specific age group
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4000
3 000 " e """, 8 . . .
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337 378 462 %) (5%) (5%) oo 333 5 316(3%) | Aged 16-17
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all reported drug 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 drug
use was “peer influence/to identify with
peers”, cited by around 50% to 70%
throughout 2004-2013.  Meanwhile, the
proportion of abusers citing “relief of
boredom/depression/stress” a
increased gradually from 31% in 2004 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 2004 to 22%
in 2013.

as reason

CERPFRSE SR TF)

Chart 2.4 Reason for current drug use of reported young drug abusers aged under 21
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20% o e U oon
e i S P o
P S R R e T R
7% O---------" O--="7" To avoid discomfort of its absence
0% | | | | | | | | | |
2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
R BN EFER AR AL - Notes :  Figures exclude persons with unknown reason for current
drug abuse.
I 7108 55 A A P SR Y SR PR el e — ] - More than one reason may be reported for an individual
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drug abuser in a given year.
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Psychotropic Substances Abused
(Table 1c and Chart 2.5)

2.7  Among psychotropic  substances,
ketamine, methamphetamine, triazolam/
midazolam/zopiclone, cocaine and cough
medicine were more commonly abused in
recent years. During 2004 to 2013,
ketamine was the most popular psychotropic
substance being abused. An increasing trend
of abusing methamphetamine was recorded
starting from 2004 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 has since 2010
ranked the fourth after triazolam/midazolam/
zopiclone.

# X

Reported drug abusers of major types of psychotropic substances

5 000 N\
4000
%Hi@ﬂ
€5 R £ amine
MDMA '\
3000
~
=Wy BREM g A UC .
2000 ~ < _Triazolam/Midazolam/Zopiclone Mcﬁ%jii%‘i)i
1000
0
2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
R (ERIRSEEEEEANT EWS N TE a5 Note: More than one type of drugs may be reported for an
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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 3 760 in 2004, and then picked
up to 4 625 in 2008. The number displayed
a downward trend again after 2008. In
2013, there were 2 497 newly reported drug
abusers, representing a decline of 15% from
2012 (2 944) and 46% from 2008 (4 625).
Their average age was either 23 or 24 before
2011 and increased to 27 in 2013. The
proportion of newly reported drug abusers
among all abusers had been on the rise since
2005 and stood at 32% in 2008, reversing
thereafter to 25% in 2013.

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 7 572 in 2013.  These abusers were
generally older than the newly reported
abusers, with an average age between 38 and
40.

Male / Female Drug Abuse Trends
(Table 1a)

2.10 There are more male drug abusers
than female drug abusers in general. The
proportion of female drug abusers stayed at
18% to 20% of the total number of drug
abusers from 2004 to 2013. The number of
reported male drug abusers has been
declining for some years until it picked up in
2007 and 2008, reversing again to 8 181 in
2013, 9% lower than that in 2012. The
number of reported female drug abusers
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fluctuated between 2500 to 2 700 during
2004-2007, rising to the peak of 2907 in
2008 and then fell gradually to 1888 in
2013.

2.11 The average age of reported male
drug abusers was between 35 and 37 in
2004-2012 and rose to 38 in 2013.
Reported female drug abusers were generally
younger than male abusers. Their average
age was between 26 and 28 during
2004-2010 but increased steadily to 31 in
2013.

Reported Drug Abusers by Activity Status
(Table 1j and Chart 2.6)

2.12 The proportion of reported drug
abusers who were unemployed has since
2007 declined to less than half.  The
proportion in 2013 was 46%. On the other
hand, the proportion of reported abusers who
were employed increased from 35% in 2004
to 46% in 2013. The proportion of reported
student drug abusers increased from 3% in
2004 to 8% in 2009, and then decreased
steadily to 2% in 2013.
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Chart 2.6 Reported drug abusers by activity status
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Note :
all reported drug abusers.

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 24% in 2004
to 32% in 2006, then falling steadily to
22% in 2009 and stayed at the same level
thereafter. The majority of them abused
two types of drugs.

-14 -

Figures in brackets refer to the percentage shares among
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Length of Drug Abusing Experience
(Chart 2.7)

2.15
experience of newly reported abusers (i.e.

The median length of drug abusing

the time lapse for abusers to be discovered
by the CRDA reporting agencies from his
first drug abuse) remained between 1.7 and
2.1 years during 2004-2009. It then
increased persistently to 4.6 years in 2013.
On the other hand, for those newly
the
median length of drug abusing experience
dipped to 1.5 years in 2013 after reaching
the peak of 1.9 years in 2011.

reported abusers aged under 21,

W 27 FESPUP LT IARTFRE F hF#Y ik
Chart 2.7 Median length of drug abusing experience of newly reported drug abusers
by age group
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Sources of Reported Drug Abusers
(Tables 2.1 and 2.2)

2.16
oVver,

-15 -

2013

For adult drug abusers aged 21 and
law enforcement departments and
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methadone clinics were the two major
sources of reporting during 2004 to 2013,
taking up about 45% and 39% of the
concerned drug abusers respectively in 2013.
Drug treatment and rehabilitation centres /

counselling centres  for  psychotropic
substance abusers / centres for drug
counselling of non-governmental

organizations (NGOs) ranked the third,
taking up about 30% of adult drug abusers in
2013.

2.17 As for young drug abusers aged
under 21, youth outreaching teams of NGOs
and law enforcement departments were the
major sources of reporting during 2004 to
2013. They contributed to 44% and 32% of
young abusers respectively in 2013. Drug
treatment and rehabilitation centres /
counselling  centres  for  psychotropic
substance abusers / centres for drug
counselling of NGOs ranked the third, taking
up about 23% of young drug abusers in
2013.

2.18 The median length of drug abusing
experience reported abusers
reported by law enforcement departments

of newly

and youth outreaching teams were shorter
than those reported by other agencies during
2009 - 2013. On the other hand, those
reported by Methadone clinics was the
longest in the same period. The median
length of drug abusing experience had been
lengthened over the period for all types of
reporting agencies except
Services Department.  The
cases reported by counselling centres for

Correctional
increase for

psychotropic substance abusers/centres for
drug counselling was the largest.
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% 21 MEHFRE FRESLEYZ THBHEYULSF
Table 2.1  Reported drug abusers by age group by type of reporting agency

%
% 4F ¥4 Reporting agency | 2004 | 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
21 # 1™ Aged under 21
BUAEFY  Law enforcement departments ) 36.8| 327| 350| 343| 375| 317
E/DEAZ2ET Methadone clinics 2.7 1.3 2.0 2.4 35 2.3

FEBURFE AR AR BRI R AR IR % o0 T P S ) & 194 22.5 19.8 25.6 27.3 22.9
LA S O

Drug treatment and rehabilitation centres/Counselling Centres
for Psychotropic Substance Abusers/Centres for drug
counselling of NGOs

JEFURFHERET S/ DESMNERS Youth outreaching teams of NGOs|  45.7 47.3 45.2 39.1 35.2 442

B E SR TV ER R I AR 2 1.9 3.2 2.1 2.6 2.6 3.0
Substance Abuse Clinics under Hospital Authority, and other
hospitals/clinics

21 g 2 r4 } Aged 21 and over

AP Law enforcement departments ) 60.0| 535| 490 452 | 432 | 450
ZEVbEAz2Fr  Methadone clinics 42.8 42.8 42.9 43.0 42.3 39.1

IR AR B G (R IR ol B PRt EE )& 205 | 241| 250| 289 | 29.7| 288
WL, AR T

Drug treatment and rehabilitation centres/Counselling Centres
for Psychotropic Substance Abusers/Centres for drug
counselling of NGOs

JEBURFHERE Y /D A9 NEERE Youth outreaching teams of NGOs 1.3 2.8 3.4 2.8 3.7 3.6

BbT B R TV E SR R P B A B B B2 4.2 34 4.3 4.5 4.1 4.5
Substance Abuse Clinics under Hospital Authority, and other
hospitals/clinics

#r4 & # All ages

AP Law enforcement departments ) 56.6 | 485 | 45.9| 433 | 423| 435
EyVEAzZ2AT Methadone clinics 36.9 32.7 33.8 35.9 36.7 34.8

FEBUF ISR e AR (R AR 0 B S 1 EEY) & 203 | 237 | 238 283 | 294 | 281
LR R O
Drug treatment and rehabilitation centres/Counselling Centres
for Psychotropic Substance Abusers/Centres for drug
counselling of NGOs

JEFURFERERY S/ DAESMNERE Youth outreaching teams of NGOs 7.8 13.6 12.8 9.1 8.3 8.3

BbTE R TV E SR SR R HA B e 2T 3.8 33 3.8 4.2 39 4.3
Substance Abuse Clinics under Hospital Authority, and other
hospitals/clinics

SERE (R AR N T RE [N S S A — (B 2 4 - Notes :  An individual drug abuser may be reported by more than
one agency in a given year.

(1) BrFEETELHE - BEEIHEEHNSET (1) Figures include Hong Kong Police Force,

AR LR - Correctional Services Department and Probation

Offices under Social Welfare Department.
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% 22 REIFBHEWI A, hE R EERE Fehd #29 mik
Table 2.2  Median length of drug abusing experience of newly reported drug abusers
by type of reporting agency

No. of years
44 Reporting agency 2004 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2012 | 2013
HUEEFY  Law enforcement departments 1.4 1.8 2.0 2.2 2.6 2.4
782 Correctional Services Department 3.1 2.8 2.7 3.2 2.9 2.7
2R % Hong Kong Police Force 1.0 15 1.9 1.8 2.5 2.2
HEFEFZ Social Welfare Department® 1.1 15 1.9 3.0 2.5 3.0
7 DEEz2Fr Methadone clinics 5.6 5.8 6.4 55 8.4 8.8
JEBUFHKE Non-governmental organizations 2.0 2.3 3.3 4.4 52 6.0
AR R 0 2.5 3.0 4.5 5.2 5.3 6.6
Drug treatment and rehabilitation centres
BTG AR BB ] 7 AR 2.7 2.9 3.7 5.3 6.5 8.3
Counselling Centres for Psychotropic Substance
Abusers/Centres for drug counselling
=/ PSR Youth outreaching teams 1.2 1.7 2.5 2.6 2.5 2.7
BhrE S T E R A R M e, 2P 3.8 3.9 5.5 5.6 5.9 6.7
Substance Abuse Clinics under Hospital Authority, and other
hospitals/clinics
B (EBIREEE AN A RE RN 2 — (s 2 4 - Notes : An individual drug abuser may be reported by more than
one agency in a given year.
1) HEEFETSENEE T EEE - (1) Figures include Probation Offices under Social

Welfare Department.
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Major Comparison with Preceding Year
(Tables 1a and 1d)

3.1 In 2013, there were 10 069 reported
drug abusers in total, representing a decrease
of 9% compared with that of 2012.

3.2  The number of reported heroin
abusers continued to decline to 5113 in
2013, 13% lower than that of 2012. Its
proportion against the total number of
reported drug abusers decreased from 53% in
2012 to 51% in 2013.

3.3 The number of reported psychotropic
substance abusers continued to drop and
stood at 6 137 in 2013, a decline of 7% from
2012, forming around 60% of all reported
drug abusers.

3.4 The number of reported young drug
abusers aged under 21 decreased by 27%
from 1623 in 2012 to 1182 in 2013.
Amongst them, those aged 18-20 decreased
by 22%. The proportion of reported young
drug abusers also decreased from 15% to
12%.

3.5 The mean age of all reported drug
abusers was 37 in 2013, which was higher
than that of 36 in 2012. The mean age of
young drug abusers remained at 18.
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3.6 The number of reported female drug
abusers was 1888 in 2013, 9% lower than
that of 2012.

Newly / Previously Reported Drug
Abusers (Table 1b and Chart 3.1)

3.7 The number of newly reported drug
abusers decreased by 15% from 2944 in
2012 to 2497 in 2013, while that of
previously reported abusers decreased by 7%
to 7572 in 2013. As a percentage of all
reported drug abusers, the proportion of
newly reported abusers decreased to 25% in
2013.

B 3.1 FE# YL L 572012 2 2013&‘;{-&/%4‘;‘;&#&%5&-%{
Chart3.1  Newly/previously reported drug abusers in 2012 and 2013 by age group
N
No. of persons
12 000
11097 oo 7
10 000 (5%) 2012 2013
RN 8153 7572
8 000 AP (-7%)
6 000
4000
2944 2497
(-15%) 21K PAE
2000 L Aged 21 and over
ABLUT
<« Aged under 21
0
FrE#2RKkasHEm AL HHERAL EREERAL

All reported drug abusers
abusers

R RNV R RS SR — ARV B 0L -

Previously reported

Newly reported abusers

Note : Figures in brackets are the percentage changes over the
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Age and Sex (Table 1a, Table 3.1 and
Chart 3.2)

3.8 Of all 10 069 reported drug abusers
in 2013, 26% were aged 31-40, another 26%
aged 21-30, 7% aged 18-20, 3% aged 16-17
and only 1% aged 12-15. Their mean age
was 37.

3.9
abusers were males.

The majority (81%) of reported drug
Reported male drug
abusers, with a mean age of 38, were in
general older than female abusers (with a
mean age of 31). The proportion of female
abusers aged under 41 was 81% while the
corresponding proportion of male abusers
was only 60%.

B 3.2 w4 612013 &ﬁiéﬁ&i—‘ﬁﬁ'ﬁﬁb#
Chart 3.2  Age distribution of reported drug abusers in 2013 by sex
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3.10 In 2013, the number of reported drug
abusers per 100 population was less than 0.2
person. The proportion was higher in male
drug abusers than female abusers.

% 3.1 2013 iﬁiﬂv;’gi—ﬁf&% T
Table 3.1 Ratio of reported drug abusers to population in 2013
%

o % % B st
Age Male Female Both sexes
12-15 0.05 0.06 0.06
16 - 17 0.28 0.12 0.20
18 -20 0.39 0.17 0.28
<21 /hFF sub-total 0.12 0.06 0.09
21-30 0.44 0.12 0.26
31-40 0.45 0.08 0.23
41-50 0.30 0.04 0.15
>51 0.14 0.01 0.07
>21 /)ZF sub-total 0.27 0.05 0.15
g&xt Total 0.24 0.05 0.14
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Notes : The ratios in % refer to the number of reported drug
abusers per 100 year-end population in the respective
age/sex groups.

No drug abusers aged under 12 was reported.

Age of First Abuse (Table 1i)

3.11 36% of reported drug abusers
claimed to have started drug abuse at the age
between 12 and 15, 19% between 16 and 17,
22% between 18 and 20, 10% between 21
and 25, and the remaining 10% and 3% at
the age over 25 and below 12 respectively.
The mean age of first abuse of all reported
abusers and youngsters under 21 remained at
18 and 15 respectively.
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Type of Drugs Abused
Chart 3.3)

(Table 1d and

3.12 In 2013, about half (51%) of drug
abusers were reported to have abused heroin.
Other commonly abused drugs were
ketamine (28%), methamphetamine (18%),
triazolam/midazolam/zopiclone (11%),
cocaine (9%), cough medicine (4%),
cannabis (3%) and MDMA (1%).

3.13  Among reported young drug abusers
aged under 21, ketamine was the most
popular drug of abuse and was taken by 53%
of reported young drug abusers in 2013.
This was followed by methamphetamine
(32%), cocaine (30%), cannabis (7%), heroin
(4%) and cough medicine (4%). Males and
females had the same top three popular drugs
of abuse.

3.14  Among reported adult drug abusers
aged 21 and over, heroin was the most

common type of drug abused (57%),
followed by ketamine (25%) and
methamphetamine (17%). Males and

females had the same top three popular drugs
of abuse.

3.15 Ketamine remained the most
common psychotropic substance of abuse
though the number of abusers decreased in
2013. There were also decreases in the
number of drug abusers taking triazolam/
midazolam/zopiclone, cough  medicine,
nimetazepam, cannabis and MDMA. On
the contrary, increases in the number of
abusers taking methamphetamine and
cocaine were observed.
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Method of Taking Drugs (Table 3d)

3.16  Abusers have different habits with
regard to the method of taking drugs.
While fume inhaling was the more popular
method of taking heroin and
methamphetamine (taken by over 60% of the
concerned abusers in 2013 and over 70% for
methamphetamine abusers), sniffing was the
single most popular method of taking
ketamine (96% of ketamine abusers),
injection was the more common method of
taking triazolam/midazolam/zopiclone (50%
of triazolam/midazolam/zopiclone abusers),
oral ingestion was almost the only method of
taking cough medicine (98% of cough
medicine abusers), and smoking was the
more common method of taking cannabis
and cocaine (79% of cannabis abusers and
54% of cocaine abusers).

Place of Abusing Drugs (Table 1f)

3.17  The majority (98%) of reported drug
abusers took drugs in Hong Kong in 2013.
498 persons (or 5% of reported drug abusers)
were reported to have taken drugs in the
Mainland (mainly in Shenzhen).

Locality of Abusing Drugs
Chart 3.4)

(Table 1g and

3.18 52% of abusers took drugs at
home/friend’s home only while 29% took
drugs at home/friend’s home and other
localities in 2013. In other words, 81% of
abusers were reported to have taken drugs at
home/friend’s home.
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Chart 3.4  Locality of abusing drugs of reported drug abusers in 2012 and 2013 by age

group
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Note:  More than one locality may be reported for an individual drug
abuser in a given year.
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3.19 49% of young drug abusers aged
under 21 took drugs at other localities
irrespective of whether they took drugs at
home/friend’s home, compared with 48% for
the adult counterparts. Among the other
localities, public areas like recreation
area/public garden/public toilet topped the
list. 38% of the reported abusers aged 21
and over and 27% of those aged under 21
were reported to have taken drugs at public
areas like recreation area/public garden/
public toilet.

Reason for Current Drug Abuse
(Table 1h and Chart 3.5)

3.20 The reported drug abusers gave
various reasons for their current drug use.
The three popular reasons cited in
descending order, were “relief of boredom”
(49% of reported drug abusers), “peer
influence” (48%) and “to avoid discomfort of
its absence” (41%).

3.21  Among those reported young abusers
aged under 21, “peer influence” (55% of
reported young drug abusers) topped the list,
followed by “relief of boredom” (47%) and
“curiosity” (33%).
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(Table 1j)

70
%

More than one reason for current drug use may be reported for

46% of reported drug abusers were

unemployed at the time of report. Another
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34% were full-time workers, 12% being
casual/part-time workers and 2% being
students.  Among reported young drug
abusers, the proportion of students was

higher, at 17%.

Educational Attainment (Table 1k)

3.23  More than half (54%) of reported
drug abusers in 2013 attained lower
secondary education, 23% upper secondary
education, 21% primary education and 2%
tertiary education.

Ethnicity (Table 1I)

3.24 Chinese was always the dominant
ethnic group of reported drug abusers, at
93% of drug abusers in 2013.  Other
minority ethnic groups’ drug abusers
reported included Nepalese (3%),
Vietnamese (2%) and Indian/Pakistani/
Bangladeshi/Sri Lankan (1%).

Marital Status (Table 1m)

3.25 About 52% of reported drug abusers
were never married, 33% married or
cohabiting, 14% divorced or separated and
the remaining 1% widowed. Males and
females had similar distribution of marital
status.

Whether Partner Took Drugs (Table 1m)

3.26  Of those married or cohabiting, 18%
reported that their partners also abused drugs.
The proportion of reported female abusers
with partners also abusing drugs was 44%,
much higher than the corresponding
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proportion of male abusers (12%).

District of Residence (Table 1n)

3.27 Sham Shui Po (11%), Yuen Long
(11%), Kwun Tong (9%) and Yau Tsim Mong
(9%) were the top four districts with reported
drug abusers residing there. For reported
young drug abusers aged under 21, Yuen
Long (17%), North District (13%), Kwali
Tsing (9%) and Tai Po (7%) were the four
major districts.

Type of Quarters (Table 10)

3.28 More than half (56%) of reported
drug abusers resided in public rental flats,
38% in private residential flats and 4% in
subsidized sale flats.

Whether Previously Convicted (Table 1p)

3.29 About three quarters (75%) of
reported drug abusers in 2013 were reported
to be previously convicted, including only
drug-related offences (36%), only
non-drug-related offences (9%), and both
drug-related and other offences (30%). The
proportion of previously convicted abusers
among reported adult abusers aged 21 and
over was 78%, which was higher than that of
among their younger counterparts aged under
21 (50%).
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4.1 Of all 10 069 drug abusers reported
in 2013, 2 497 or 25% were reported for the
first time in the year (or newly reported) and
the remaining 7 572 (75%) were previously
reported. The proportion of newly reported
drug abusers among young drug abusers
under 21 was much higher, at 60%, as
compared against 20% among reported adult
abusers aged 21 and over. A comparison of
the characteristics between newly and
previously reported drug abusers is given in
the ensuing paragraphs.

Sources of Reported Drug Abusers
(Table 4.1)
4.2 For newly reported drug abusers, law

enforcement departments, drug treatment and
rehabilitation centres/counselling centres for
psychotropic substance abusers/centres for
drug counselling of NGOs and youth
outreaching teams of NGOs were the three
major sources of reporting in 2013, taking up
38%, 34% and 17% respectively of the
concerned drug abusers.

4.3 For those previously reported drug
abusers, law enforcement departments,
methadone clinics and drug treatment and
rehabilitation centres/counselling centres for
psychotropic substance abusers/centres for
drug counselling of NGOs were the top three
major sources of reporting in 2013, taking up
45% , 44% and 26% respectively of the
concerned drug abusers.
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2013 #F A ESEZ Characteristics of Newly and
AR s F F itk Previously Reported Drug Abusers in 2013
% 4.1 FERPBHEIRIL R 2013 £ F X/ R EER5H F
Table 4.1  Newly/previously reported drug abusers in 2013 by type of reporting agency
24484 Reporting agency B EAEAL AR AR AL
Newly reported Previously reported
A#No. [ % A No. | %
“r4 £ # All ages
HuEEFY  Law enforcement departments @ 944 37.8 3434 45.4
VOllE2FT - Methadone clinics 202 8.1 3297 43.5
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LA S O
Drug treatment and rehabilitation centres/Counselling Centres for
Psychotropic Substance Abusers/Centres for drug counselling of
NGOs
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B3l R [ Y E SRS T R A R 2P 180 79 58 3.4
Substance Abuse Clinics under Hospital Authority, and other
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An individual drug abuser may be reported by more than
one agency in a given year.

M

Notes :

Figures include Hong Kong Police Force,
Correctional Services Department and Probation
Offices under Social Welfare Department.

Age and Sex (Table 2a and Chart 4.1)

4.4 The age distribution
reported drug abusers was quite different
from that of previously reported ones.
While 28% of newly reported drug abusers
were aged under 21, the corresponding figure
of previously reported ones was only 6%.
Most (40%) of the newly reported drug
abusers were aged 21-30, while 73% of
previously reported ones were aged 31 and

of newly
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nEAE o over. Newly reported drug abusers, with a
mean age of 27, were in general much
younger than previously reported ones (with
a mean age of 40).

4.5 A A e T - Y 4.5 Regarding sex distribution, 30% of

%‘Jiftiﬁﬂlfv;"ﬁ 30% > @ A AL R AR

newly reported drug abusers were female,

£ —‘F'T oAt ik en g At Bl R 0 B while the respective proportion among
15% - previously reported abusers was lower, only
at 15%.
m 4.1 2013 #F X/ A EEFERE FehER e L
Chart4.1 Newly/previously reported drug abusers in 2013 by age group
EHAH A Age group
100% 2% >3]
3906 = 41-50
LT ] >51
80% L 219% 555 3140
41-50
60%
21-30
40% 31-40
| |
18-20
20% I1E|>fy? 21-30
R S 18-20
o 9% oy 16017 1617
0% 4% 12-15 4 12-15*
BRHERREHERAL YRR EFL AL
Newly reported drug abusers Previously reported drug abusers
shRE /DHA 0.5% - Note: * Less than 0.5%.
FERER HehEd (£ 20) Age of First Abuse (Table 2d)
46 FaALIFHRE F TR 2] 4.6 Newly reported drug abusers on
B4R F o HY Lgee g 7 b average start to abuse drugs at 21, and half of

46 & o m HALE R E DIES B L

-33-

them had abused drugs for at least 4.6 years.
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48 I AEYARTEDOEIFI
B¥ ke 8 hFd SR s L E
(63%) # =% 4 % "= (22%) % 7
Kz uep (16%)-
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Meanwhile, the previously reported ones
started earlier at 17 and half of them had
abused for at least 2.2 years before first
reported.

Type of Drugs Abused
Chart 4.2)

(Table 2b and

4.7  Among newly reported drug abusers
in 2013, the most commonly abused type of
drugs was ketamine (46%), followed by
methamphetamine (25%) and cocaine (17%).

4.8 As for previously reported drug
abusers, heroin was the dominant type of
drugs abused (63%), followed by ketamine
(22%) and methamphetamine (16%).

W 4.2 013 # 5% /EHEHFRE FAF 8 TN
Chart4.2 Common type of drugs abused by newly/previously reported drug abusers in
2013
80%
63% T EH R s AL s 2 B A
— S Newly reiported dfg abusers Previﬁjsly rep:rired drug abusers
60%
46%
40%
25%
. \ 22%
— 17%
20% 1 1496 %S%gs:c-. $$3$% 1% 14%
IR e N 6% 5% 6%
0% ] . ] L o) R Rl
AL FEH FREZIRME =i/ pkiEid | TTRR I 5 PN
Heroin Ketamine  Methamphetamine ETT TR Cocaine Cough Cannabis
Triazolam/ medicine
Midazolam/
Zopiclone
R B SR

Common type of drugs abused

-34-
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REFERsF SRF) (£ 20) Reason for Current Drug Abuse
(Table 2c)

49 @AM EHES W PR G F 4.9 For newly reported drug abusers, the

b LR FE TR (49%)

T IR EN ARE (45%) 1A

Dyt g  (27%) 4o T & FliL §
a g A (26%) -

» A
V)»E!f%r

410 I FREHFREF > R
G4 gz BEY LR T AN L
IR ENARE (49%) T R R
(49%) e T £ Flix 3 = 6 4 &a g
P2 g o (46%) -

ERERRT (£ 2€)

4.11 ’&_"ﬁ:’(?{r}ifﬂﬁ?ﬁ’w};i—gé ' 4
43%{}_%‘«1&&11‘,33%{%%4
3_’13%{);’{1/—?;%‘;11%A4_a 6%
HE2 - b iR THEREFY 2 F
Al gt E g o iE 50% ¥ 32% &
2B AL 1208 a1 A B
fF A4 2 308 Tk Lo

KV kET (£ 2f)

4.12 ‘g’ﬁ#ﬁt;‘ii’ﬁai—ga v % 55%
R4 K7 0 34%% ¢ KT :2 4%
B ET TG T%Y G AR S

s o

413 FHEFS I EDRT kT4
e o 3 53%4 ¢ Ky 0 19%3 ¢
K72 I%E P TR T ERRD

most common reasons for current drug use
were “relief of boredom” (49%) and “peer
influence” (45%), followed by “curiosity”
(27%) and “to avoid discomfort of its
absence” (26%).

410 As for previously reported persons,
the three most common reasons for current
drug use were “peer influence” (49%),
“relief of boredom” (49%) and “to avoid
discomfort of its absence” (46%).

Economic Activity Status (Table 2e)

411  Of all newly reported drug abusers,
43% were full-time workers, 33%
unemployed, 13% casual/part-time workers
and 6% Among previously
reported persons, the proportion of the
unemployed was relatively higher, at 50%.
Another 32% were full-time workers, 12%

students.

casual/part-time workers and 3% retired
persons.

Educational Attainment (Table 2f)

412 For newly reported drug abusers,
55% attained lower secondary, 34% upper
secondary and 4% tertiary education.
Another 7% attained primary education or
below.

4.13  For previously reported abusers, their
educational level were relatively lower, with
53% attaining lower secondary, 19% upper

-35-
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rE —“Ffé 27% -

WFRR (£ 29)

4.14 ﬁ_;ﬁﬁ#}tifﬁﬁﬂc};iiﬁ:‘ ' %
T0% K 4y - A F A EFR A F Y
Bl F b E AR 0 5 46% - ¢
WA B £ A S K 5 23%

fois % 136% > @ o % - AL A A R

F AR A N 7% F
18% -
415 H® ¥ SR B E KA E AR F

7"T‘V}L:§. ’

#oo 25%MALE B 5 ¥

WEARE R A R 6] 17% -

secondary and 1% tertiary education.
Those having attained primary education or
below were as high as 27%.

Marital Status (Table 29)

414  70% of newly reported drug abusers
were never married while the respective
proportion among previously reported
persons was lower, at 46%. Married and
cohabiting persons together took up 23% of
the former group and 36% of the latter
group, while the widowed, divorced or
separated altogether took up 7% of the
former group and 18% of the latter group.

4.15  Of those married or cohabiting newly
reported abusers, 25% reported that their
partners also abused drugs, while the
corresponding figure for the previously
reported abusers with drug taking partners

was 17%.

-36 -
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5.1 It is a common phenomenon for drug
abusers to abuse more than one type of drugs.
A multiple drug abuser is defined as a person
who is reported to have taken more than one
type of drugs within the specified period,
irrespective of whether the drugs were taken
concurrently on the same occasion or not.

Reported Multiple Drug Abusers (Tables 1c
and 5.1)

5.2 Of all reported drug abusers, 2 211 or
22% took more than one type of drugs in
2013.

5.3 About 19% of reported drug abusers
had taken two types of drugs in 2013. The
most common combination of two types of
drugs taken was heroin and triazolam/
midazolam/zopiclone.  Another 2% took
three types of drugs, while less than 1% of
reported drug abusers took more than three
types of drugs.
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£ 51 RESFISAEKIZIIRRSFSEELSN0BERTFRS 5 HE S
A4

Table 5.1 Reported multiple drug abusers in 2013 by number and major combination of

drug types taken
R §F v)- bt AR R AR
Goa g AP ARG aF Red aF % g K ey At
Number of drug types taken / major combination of drugs taken | No. oF reported % of all reported
drug abusers drug abusers
% § 3 4 % Two drug types taken 1926 19.3
(i) BireEfeze g /ofded 27 K 787 7.9
Heroin & Triazolam/Midazolam/Zopiclone
(i) & '=fp fov + 7] 322 3.2
Ketamine & Cocaine
(i) BaEfer gotup 238 2.4
Heroin & Methamphetamine
(iv) s R e A 2be P 162 1.6
Ketamine & Methamphetamine
(V) v T Az 65 0.7
Cocaine & Methamphetamine
% § = #4 & Three drug types taken 236 2.4
(i) #adE - ~zekd fdekd 2T Ko 61 0.6
vAEts P
Heroin, Triazolam/Midazolam/Zopiclone &
. Methamphetamine
(i)  Foepe v+ Ao A tum 42 0.4
Ketamine , Cocaine & Methamphetamine
% 8§ %= f84 & More than three drug types taken 49 0.5
BEFRSHRERALABREFRSEZ Comparison of Reported Heroin Abusers
i d S Lant g with Reported Psychotropic Substance
Abusers
54 T A i“m}t FHEB A LR 5.4 In the ensuing paragraphs, a
Al g REEm s g T AN AL comparison of the characteristics of reported
e i o> T 55 MR D B heroin abusers and reported psychotropic
FEEB BT HAN A LN (T substance abusers is presented. Separate
B OMRE P AX P g S figures on the salient characteristics of the
spidek 5 2T B T R e B more popular categories of reported
AN ) AR FHhA T T o psychotropic  substance  abusers  viz.

ketamine, methamphetamine, triazolam/
midazolam/zopiclone, cocaine, cough
medicine and cannabis abusers are also
included.

-38 -
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W 5.1

Age and Sex (Table 3a, Table 4a and
Chart 5.1)
55 In 2013, there were 5 113 reported

heroin abusers with an average age of 46.
The majority (88%) of them were males.
The 6 137 reported psychotropic substance
abusers were much younger than reported
heroin abusers, with an average age of 31.
77% of them were males. Relatively
speaking, there were more reported female
psychotropic  substances  abusers in
proportion (23% or 1416) than reported
female heroin abusers (12% or 600).

K¥pa 4 A A 2013 24 T d Fehpiu] /@2 ui

Chart5.1 Age/sex distribution of reported drug abusers in 2013 by common type of

drugs abused

100%
80% | i) -
Ta7% <
158% 639 - 2UBRR L
¥ i 68% Male aged 21 and over
0% 'Lz 840 © 849
40% | 3%
15% 1o
i OO I EETETENY B £ = = = = 1 g s 2B B
W Pae R B s
Ele=s [0 oo 15‘7 .......... 10% L\\ s
: ]2% ..... vwd | o 10% 7 ﬁ;}x‘s‘; " 59 | Female aged21 and over
0% Ll TPz  pzZ7ozd  plllle 1% 22 3% 2L b2
AR G FE%E =uidy/  RE 5 Kippemle aeed W
Heroin Ketamine JEfEH BrzEEMgr / Cocaine Cough Cannabis
Methamp- {EUCTLfE medicine
hetamine Triazolam/
Midazolam/ EHER R B AL A
Zopiclone Common type of drugs abused
56 o CHARETFER G LT HA 56  Among the six major categories of
3 g;sﬁ oo kM b R AR R 8§ F YRR reported psychotropic substance abusers, the

'fr"?’ H %zt @ A—}_E‘npk\k“ﬁirﬁ ’

A wl G 27T%% 26% c AR E B G T
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proportion of female was relatively higher
among reported ketamine and
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methamphetamine abusers, being 27% and
26%  respectively. The corresponding
proportions of female for abusers of cocaine,
triazolam/midazolam/zopiclone, cannabis
and cough medicine were 22%, 16%, 8% and
6% respectively.

5.7
categories of psychotropic substance abusers,

In respect of the age of various

triazolam/midazolam/zopiclone abusers, with
an average age of 43, were much older than
the other five major types of psychotropic
substance abusers. The mean ages of cough
medicine, methamphetamine,  cannabis,
ketamine and cocaine abusers were 32, 31,

29, 26 and 24 respectively.

Age of First Abuse (Table 3c)

5.8
abusers of heroin and ketamine was 18 in
2013, and that for cannabis abusers was 19.
Triazolam/midazolam/zopiclone abusers had

The average age of first abuse for

relatively higher average age of first abuse,
at 26.

Length of Drug Abusing Experience

5.9 As reported abusers of psychotropic
substances are generally much younger than
those of traditional drugs, the former have a
shorter drug abuse history than the latter.
For instance, the median length of ketamine
abusing experience of reported ketamine
abusers in 2013 was 8 years, while for heroin
abusers, the median length of heroin abusing
experience was longer, at 26 years.
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Reason for Current Drug Use (Table 4c)

5.10 Among reported heroin abusers, the
most common reason for current use of
“to avoid discomfort of its
absence” (52% of reported heroin abusers),
followed by “peer (50%).
Among reported psychotropic substance
abusers, “relief of boredom” (53%) came the
first while “peer influence” (49%) and “to
avoid discomfort of its absence” (36%) came
the second and the third respectively.

heroin was

influence”

District of Residence (Tables 3b and 4b)

5.11  More reported heroin abusers in 2013
resided in Sham Shui Po (16% of reported
heroin abusers), Yau Tsim Mong (12%) and
Kwun Tong (11%). reported
psychotropic substance abusers as a whole,
more people resided in Yuen Long (13%),
Sham Shui Po (8%) and Kwun Tong (8%).
More specifically, Yuen Long reported most
abusers of cocaine (19%), cannabis (15%),
ketamine (15%) and methamphetamine
(10%). For reported triazolam/
midazolam/zopiclone abusers, Sham Shui Po
(12%) topped the list; cough medicine
abusers mainly lived in Yau Tsim Mong
(11%).

For

Monthly Frequency of Abusing Drugs
(Table 5.2)

5.12 Reported abusers of heroin and
triazolam/midazolam/zopiclone had a
relatively higher frequency of abusing drugs

in general, both with a median monthly
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% 5.2
Table 5.2
of drugs abused

frequency of abusing drugs at 60 times in
2013. The corresponding figures for
abusers of other common psychotropic
substances were much lower, such as 30
times for cough medicine abusers, 13 times
for ketamine abusers; 9
methamphetamine abusers;

for
8 times for
cocaine abusers and 5 times for cannabis
abusers.

times

¥ 83 SME L 2011 3 2013 #enF ¥ s d v inkk
Median monthly frequency of abusing drugs for 2011-2013 by common type

(sx #ic  no. of times)

¥ A § 3 483 Common type of drugs abused 2011 2012 2013
/& &% Heroin 60 60 60
Zekg ek g T R 60 60 60
Triazolam / Midazolam / Zopiclone

7% Z  Cough medicine 26 30 30
% '=fir Ketamine 9 11 13
v A% @ Methamphetamine 9 9

¥ =+ %] Cocaine 4 4

= Jp Cannabis 4 4

S U

(# 5.3)

5.13 % AFR kL E 4 hE 1o
F B AERF 2013 FenE P R LY
L B 8250 oo AF MR G B
THHAEY oma g a=g )/
F e AT Nl T - S 3 IR ¥
Z 2 P EZF OB LY
B g o A W E R 2,700 ~ ~ 2,150
< ~ 1,710 = ~ 1,670 = % 1,470 = >

=42 -

Monthly Expenditure
(Table 5.3)

of Abusing Drugs

5.13 Reported abusers of heroin had the
highest monthly expenditure of abusing
drugs in general, with a median monthly
expenditure of HK$8,250 in 2013. Among
the abusers of common psychotropic
substances, those taking triazolam/midazolam/
zopiclone,  cocaine,  methamphetamine,
cough medicine and ketamine had a higher
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median monthly expenditure of HK$2,700,
HK$2,150 HK#$1,710, HK$1,670 and
HK$1,470 respectively while the counterpart
figure for cannabis abusers was HK$640.

% 53 F¥axed 2452011 3 2013 e I s F B A ¥ 2k
Table 5.3  Median monthly expenditure of abusing drugs for 2011-2013 by common type
of drugs abused
(=~ HKS$)

¥ A2 § 3 2483 Common type of 2011 2012 2013
drugs abused
/&% % Heroin 6,900 7,500 8,250
Zebk g ke g T 2,360 2,400 2,700
Triazolam / Midazolam / Zopiclone
v -+ %] Cocaine 2,150 2,140 2,150
7Rzt B Methamphetamine 1,500 1,710 1,710
7% Z  Cough medicine 1,450 1,500 1,670
% "=pr Ketamine 1,070 1,290 1,470
= Ji¢  Cannabis 430 430 640

ER N &8 YIS g i/ O VA S Note :  Figures are rounded to the nearest ten.

EABE KR (£ 3e) Economic Activity Status (Table 3e)
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F3T 2013 EHE B A E RS
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5.14 A significant share of triazolam/
midazolam/zopiclone (60%), heroin (57%),
methamphetamine (44%), cough medicine
(40%), cocaine (31%) and ketamine (31%)
abusers were unemployed in 2013.

Locality of Abusing Drugs (Table 3f)

5.15 Home/friend’s home were the most
popular location of abusing drugs,
contributed to 68%-94% of abusers for
different drugs in 2013, followed by public
area like recreation area/public garden/public
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toilet. Disco/karaoke generally ranked
third.  Other than that, the locality of
abusing drugs varied a lot among different
drugs. For example, 26% of cough
medicine abusers took drugs in electronic
game centre while 13% of cocaine abusers
took drugs in non-party gathering
club/building/hotel/bar.

in
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Table 1la Reported drug abusers for 2004-2013 by sex by age

A8 No. of persons

HER 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
Sex/age
B Male

<12 - - - @ e e @ - - -

) ) 0 @ @ @ (@ ¢) ¢) Q)

12-15 190 207 251 387 404 359 224 165 110 62

16) (1.8) (23) (35 (36 (32 (220 (18 (1L2) (08)

16-17 481 576 588 681 785 705 541 417 325 224

39 (50) (55 (61) (69 (63) (54) (44) (36) (27)

18-20 833 765 926 1064 1209 1160 1094 839 707 517

68) (6.7) (86) (96) (10.7) (103) (109) (89) (7.8) (6.3)

<21 //\3f Sub-total 1504 1548 1765 2134 2402 2228 1860 1421 1142 803

(123) (135) (165) (19.2) (21.2) (19.9) (186) (15.1) (12.7) (9.8)

21-30 3459 2843 2574 2769 2752 2799 2440 2251 2101 1964

(28.4) (24.8) (24.0) (24.9) (24.3) (249) (244) (23.9) (233) (24.0)

31-40 2805 2573 2416 2446 2393 2425 2288 2313 2329 2102

(23.0) (225) (226) (220) (21.1) (21.6) (229) (245) (25.8) (25.7)

41-50 2518 2415 2096 1897 1806 1815 1560 1547 1575 1548

(206) (21.1) (19.6) (17.0) (15.9) (162) (156) (16.4) (17.4) (18.9)

> 51 1914 2070 1855 1881 1981 1954 1860 1894 1880 1764

(157) (181) (17.3) (16.9) (17.5) (17.4) (186) (20.1) (20.8) (21.6)

> 21 //\3f Sub-total 10696 9901 8941 8993 8932 8993 8148 8005 7885 7378

(87.7) (86.5) (835) (80.8) (78.8) (80.1) (81.4) (84.9) (87.3) (90.2)

/)& Sub-total 12200 11449 10706 11127 11334 11221 10008 9426 9027 8181

(100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0)

SEHAERS Mean age 36 37 36 35 35 35 35 36 37 38
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Table 1a (Cont'd)

i n] 2 &84 20043 20132 A R 4R 5 K
Reported drug abusers for 2004-2013 by sex by age

A8 No. of persons

il Pes

2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
Sex/age

Z: Female
<12 - - - e e @ - - - -
) ) 6 @ (@ (@ ) ) ) ¢)
12-15 147 171 211 274 326 405 267 168 94 72
(55) (6.4) (8.3) (11.1) (11.2) (14.6) (10.6) (7.8) (45) (3.8)
16 - 17 190 223 275 294 329 346 312 171 161 92
(7.2) (8.4) (10.8) (11.9) (11.3) (125) (12.3) (8.0) (7.8) (4.9)
18- 20 345 336 327 295 416 407 372 265 226 215
(13.0) (12.6) (12.8) (12.0) (14.3) (14.7) (147) (12.3) (10.9) (11.4)
<21 /5 Sub-total 682 730 813 865 1072 1160 951 604 481 379
(25.7) (27.4) (31.9) (35.1) (36.9) (41.9) (37.6) (28.1) (23.2) (20.1)
21-30 1112 1015 910 716 865 682 659 629 691 643
(41.9) (38.1) (35.7) (29.0) (29.8) (24.6) (26.0) (29.3) (33.4) (34.1)
31-40 521 582 531 565 625 580 588 554 564 512
(19.6) (21.8) (20.9) (22.9) (215) (20.9) (232) (25.8) (27.2) (27.1)
41 -50 262 255 202 226 233 239 220 248 217 256
(9.9) (96) (790 (92) (8.0) (8.6) (8.7) (11.6) (10.5) (13.6)
>51 77 84 90 94 112 108 112 111 117 98
299 (32 (85 (38 (39 (B9 @4 G2 G G2
> 21 7/ \5F Sub-total 1972 1936 1733 1601 183 1609 1579 1542 1589 1509
(743) (72.6) (68.1) (64.9) (63.1) (58.1) (62.4) (71.9) (76.8) (79.9)
/NEF Sub-total 2654 2666 2546 2466 2907 2769 2530 2146 2070 1888

SEEgEES Mean age

(100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0)

28 28 27

28 27

26

27 29 30 31
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Table 1a (Cont'd) Reported drug abusers for 2004-2013 by sex by age

A8 No. of persons
HER 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
Sex/age

B4 &%t Both sexes

<12 - - - @ @ 6 @ - - -
) ) 0 @ @ O @ ©) ©) Q)

12-15 337 378 462 661 730 764 491 333 204 134
3) (7 (35 (49 (1) (G5 (39 (29 (18 (1.3)

16 - 17 671 799 863 975 1114 1051 853 588 486 316
45) (57) (65 (72) (7.8) (75 (68 (51) (44) (3.1)

18 - 20 1178 1101 1253 1359 1625 1567 1466 1104 933 732
(7.9)  (7.8) (95) (10.0) (11.4) (11.2) (11.7) (95) (84) (7.3)

<21 /)2t Sub-total 2186 2278 2578 2999 3474 3388 2811 2025 1623 1182
(14.7) (16.1) (195) (22.1) (24.4) (24.2) (22.4) (17.5) (14.6) (11.7)

21-30 4571 3858 3484 3485 3617 3481 30909 2880 2792 2607
(30.8) (27.3) (26.3) (25.6) (25.4) (24.9) (24.7) (24.9) (25.2) (25.9)

31-40 3326 3155 2947 3011 3018 3005 2876 2867 2893 2614
(22.4) (22.4) (222) (222) (21.2) (215) (22.9) (24.8) (26.1) (26.0)

41-50 2780 2670 2298 2123 2039 2054 1780 1795 1792 1804
(18.7) (18.9) (17.3) (15.6) (14.3) (147) (142) (155) (16.1) (17.9)

> 51 1991 2154 1945 1975 2093 2062 1972 2005 1997 1862
(13.4) (15.3) (14.7) (145) (147) (147) (157) (17.3) (18.0) (18.5)

> 21 //\# Sub-total 12668 11837 10674 10594 10767 10602 9727 9547 9474 8887
(85.3) (83.9) (80.5) (77.9) (75.6) (75.8) (77.6) (82.5) (85.4) (88.3)

42+ Total 14854 14115 13252 13593 14241 13990 12538 11572 11097 10069
(100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0)

SEIS4ERS Mean age

FifEu S8 35 35 34 34 33 33 34 35 36 37
All reported drug abusers

LT BEpIR 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 18 18 18
Reported drug abusers under 21

AERE RN BRI S AR TR SIS A P AT A # 2 B F Y E AT EE

Note :  Figures in brackets refer to the proportions of all reported drug abusers in the respective sex groups.
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Table 1b Reported drug abusers for 2004-2013 by newly/previously reported by
sex by age

A8 No. of persons

‘ I
g%f/gge i 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013

EXH 2 Newly reported

B Male
<16 152 186 198 346 337 296 183 152 101 51
16 - 20 885 1078 1022 1217 1316 1143 962 689 602 426
< 21 //\# Sub-total 1037 1264 1220 1563 1653 1439 1145 841 703 477
21-30 975 729 741 983 1 066 1100 970 923 781 692
31-40 463 339 316 350 310 385 371 395 430 376
41 -50 98 92 98 94 96 171 126 136 150 177
>51 51 45 25 40 27 42 40 65 36 32
> 21 //\FF Sub-total 1587 1205 1180 1467 1499 1698 1507 1519 1397 1277
ZMEF Sub-total 2624 2469 2400 3030 3152 3137 2652 2360 2100 1754
SEEgAERKS Mean age 25 24 23 23 23 24 24 26 27 28

% Female
<16 109 153 174 231 262 347 216 141 84 60
16 - 20 383 441 379 390 524 467 449 264 233 174
< 21 //\Ff Sub-total 492 594 553 621 786 814 665 405 317 234
21-30 495 483 385 328 449 321 298 308 353 306
31-40 113 128 127 146 173 130 126 121 120 141
41 -50 28 40 36 41 48 46 46 46 40 a7
>b51 8 11 16 14 17 12 24 28 14 15
> 21 //\FF Sub-total 644 662 564 529 687 509 494 503 527 509
sNh&F Sub-total 1136 1256 1117 1150 1473 1323 1159 908 844 743
SEAS4EES Mean age 23 23 23 23 23 21 22 25 25 26

B4 &% Both sexes
<16 261 339 372 577 599 643 399 293 185 111
16 - 20 1268 1519 1401 1607 1840 1610 1411 953 835 600
<21 /)it Sub-total 1529 1858 1773 2184 2439 2253 1810 1246 1020 711
21-30 1470 1212 1126 1311 1515 1421 1268 1231 1134 998
31-40 576 467 443 496 483 515 497 516 550 517
41 -50 126 132 134 135 144 217 172 182 190 224
>51 59 56 41 54 44 54 64 93 50 a7
> 21 /7 Sub-total 2231 1867 1744 1996 2186 2 207 2001 2022 1924 1786
AEZf Total 3760 3725 3517 4180 4625 4 460 3811 3268 2944 2 497
SEEgEES Mean age 24 23 23 23 23 23 24 25 26 27
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Table 1b (Cont'd)  Reported drug abusers for 2004-2013 by newly/previously
reported by sex by age

A8 No. of persons

‘ [
g%f/gge i 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013

2% Previously reported

B Male
<16 38 21 53 43 71 67 42 13 9 11
16 - 20 429 263 492 528 678 722 673 567 430 315
< 21 //\# Sub-total 467 284 545 571 749 789 715 580 439 326
21-30 2484 2114 1833 1786 1686 1699 1470 1328 1320 1272
31-40 2 342 2234 2100 2 096 2083 2 040 1917 1918 1899 1726
41 -50 2420 2323 1998 1803 1710 1644 1434 1411 1425 1371
>51 1863 2025 1830 1841 1954 1912 1820 1829 1844 1732
> 21 //\FF Sub-total 9109 8 696 7761 7526 7433 7 295 6 641 6 486 6 488 6101
ZMEF Sub-total 9576 8980 8306 8097 8182 8084 7356 7066 6927 6427
g% Mean age 39 40 39 39 39 39 39 40 41 41
% Female
<16 38 18 37 45 65 60 51 27 10 12
16 - 20 152 118 223 199 221 286 235 172 154 133
< 21 /)FF Sub-total 190 136 260 244 286 346 286 199 164 145
21-30 617 532 525 388 416 361 361 321 338 337
31-40 408 454 404 419 452 450 462 433 444 371
41 -50 234 215 166 185 185 193 174 202 177 209
>b51 69 73 74 80 95 96 88 83 103 83
> 21 //\FF Sub-total 1328 1274 1169 1072 1148 1100 108 1039 1062 1000
sNh&F Sub-total 1518 1410 1429 1316 1434 1 446 1371 1238 1226 1145
SEgEES Mean age 32 33 31 32 31 31 31 33 33 33
B4-&5F Both sexes
<16 76 39 90 88 136 127 93 40 19 23
16 - 20 581 381 715 727 899 1008 908 739 584 448
< 21 /)5t Sub-total 657 420 805 815 1035 1135 1001 779 603 471
21-30 3101 2 646 2 358 2174 2102 2060 1831 1649 1658 1609
31-40 2750 2688 2504 2515 2535 2490 2379 2351 2343 2097
41 -50 2 654 2538 2164 1988 1895 1837 1608 1613 1602 1580
>51 1932 2098 1904 1921 2 049 2008 1908 1912 1947 1815
> 21 /7 Sub-total 10 437 9970 8 930 8 598 8 581 8 395 7726 7525 7 550 7101
AEZf Total 11094 10390 9735 9413 9616 9530 8727 8304 8153 7572
SEEgEES Mean age 38 39 38 38 38 38 38 39 40 40
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Table 1c Reported drug abusers for 2004-2013 by number of drug types taken

AB% No. of persons

=
5 e R H 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
Number of drug types taken

05 B — e FE b 11017 9877 8972 9941 10939 10888 9670 9028 8586 7779
One drug type taken

(GFFE Y RS e 5 4 758 709 681 736 770 782 774 7185 777 719
% of all reported drug abusers”

IR B T FekL 3 2738 3169 3274 2826 2562 2459 2283 2071 2071 1926
Two drug types taken

(AW 2 S 188 227 249 209 180 177 183 180 187 193
% of all reported drug abusers”

B = E S 557 691 640 521 505 451 381 296 305 236
Three drug types taken

(GFFE Y RS e E 4 H 3.8 5.0 4.9 3.9 3.6 3.2 3.1 2.6 2.8 2.4
% of all reported drug abusers”

& 2638 = FE 55 215 194 288 218 207 133 154 107 90 49
More than three drug types taken

(A W 2 3 S0y 5 45k 15 14 22 1.6 1.5 1.0 1.2 0.9 0.8 0.5

% of all reported drug abusers”

SR A (ETAHE R BN EEE S
Note:  As a proportion of all reported drug abusers with known drugs abused.
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Table 1d Reported drug abusers for 2004-2013 by age group by major type of

drugs abused
AB% No. of persons

ZH B m oL fE)
iednl/ Igﬁgﬁmﬁﬁ 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
Age group/major type of drugs abused

2155 Aged under 21

S P e 112 87 53 62 62 79 79 74 76 49
Narcotics analgesics 63 (B9 @1 @1 @8 (23) (28 (37 @8 (43
P23 112 85 51 62 62 78 77 74 76 49
Heroin (53) (38 (20) (21) (18 (23) (28 (3.7 (48) (43)
FE(HE =)D @ - - - @ @ - - - -
Physeptone/Methadone (@) ) ) 6 @ (@ ) ) ) )
f& ERE 2052 2185 2525 2948 3424 3326 2752 1950 1537 1112
Psychotropic substances (96.5) (97.5) (99.0) (99.0) (98.8) (98.9) (98.3) (97.5) (96.6) (96.5)
e 1480 1368 1876 2392 2962 2834 2241 1411 972 605
Ketamine (69.6) (61.1) (73.5) (80.3) (85.5) (84.3) (80.1) (70.6) (61.1) (52.5)
R ZFE 143 180 264 407 516 563 613 534 479 363
Methamphetamine (6.7) (8.0) (10.3) (13.7) (14.9) (16.7) (21.9) (26.7) (30.1) (31.5)
=W BREE M UL 92 82 67 52 36 43 23 13 21 9
Triazolam/Midazolam/Zopiclone 43 @7 26 @7 (o0 (@3 (08 (@O @3 (0.8
AR 20 58 170 356 326 221 429 402 378 346
Cocaine (0.9) (2.6) (6.7) (12.00 (9.4) (6.6) (15.3) (20.1) (23.8) (30.0)
IZ 4% 205 216 178 132 107 126 76 79 64 42
Cough medicine (9.6) (96) (700 (44 (31 (B7) (27 (40 (400 (3.6
A 543 572 475 363 312 250 224 144 138 79
Cannabis (25.5) (25.5) (18.6) (12.2) (9.0) (74) (8.0) (7.2) (8.7) (6.9
T S A AT 814 1194 1088 631 540 401 161 58 29 8
MDMA (38.3) (53.3) (42.6) (21.2) (156) (1190 (5.8) (29 (1.8) (0.7)
TR PG 120 152 343 273 227 184 145 60 38 8
Nimetazepam (5.6) (6.8) (134) (9.2) (66) (55 (5.2) (3.00 (24) (0.7)
JhEF 2127 2240 2551 2979 3464 3362 2799 1999 1591 1152
Sub-total
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Table 1d (Cont'd) Reported drug abusers for 2004-2013 by age group by major
type of drugs abused
A8 No. of persons
il igtﬁg%ﬁ@ﬁ 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
Age group/major type of drugs abused
215 B DA B Aged 21 & over
I PR ST ) 10116 9745 8090 7366 7203 6840 6132 5878 5777 5066
Narcotics analgesics (81.6) (83.4) (76.2) (70.0) (67.0) (64.7) (63.3) (61.9) (61.1) (57.3)
VRS 10035 9672 8067 7358 7186 6825 6123 5877 5771 5064
Heroin (80.9) (82.7) (75.9) (69.9) (66.9) (64.6) (63.2) (61.8) (61.0) (57.3)
FE(4F -~ FE I 135 200 52 41 46 46 34 - - -
Physeptone/Methadone (1.2) .7 (0.5) 0.4) 0.4) (0.4) (0.4) ) ) )
f& S 4144 4150 4877 4961 4959 5179 4918 4954 5097 5025
Psychotropic substances (33.4) (355) (459 (47.1) (46.1) (49.0) (50.8) (52.1) (53.9) (56.9)
k7 1104 732 1204 1667 2137 2446 2315 2231 2329 2209
Ketamine (8.9) (6.3) (11.3) (15.8) (19.9) (23.1) (23.9) (23.5) (24.6) (25.0)
22 IE 499 573 592 705 858 839 987 1015 1202 1459
Methamphetamine (40) (49 (56) (6.7 (80) (7.9 (10.2) (10.7) (12.7) (16.5)
=My R E UL 1660 1952 2160 1783 1324 1354 1224 1207 1242 1114
Triazolam/Midazolam/Zopiclone (13.4) (16.7) (20.3) (16.9) (12.3) (12.8) (12.6) (12.7) (13.1) (12.6)
AR 75 135 188 360 374 300 347 466 470 509
Cocaine (06) (120 (18 (34 (35 (28 (36) (49 (.0) (5.8
izz 4 453 490 577 469 460 549 449 451 418 357
Cough medicine (3.7) (42 (54) (45 (43) (52) (46) (47 (44 (40
A 576 564 501 425 451 370 295 257 212 217
Cannabis (46) (48 (47 (40 (42 @B5 (B0 (27 (22 (25
T S AT 461 500 441 285 261 117 92 60 40 42
MDMA (3.7 (43) (2 (27 (4 (@11 (09 (06 (04 (0.5
7 7 105 75 116 108 83 88 101 50 47 16
Nimetazepam (0.8) (06) (1.1) (1.0) (0.8 (0.8) (1.0) (0.5 (05 (0.2
JhEF 12400 11691 10623 10527 10749 10569 9689 9503 9461 8838
Sub-total
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Table 1d (Cont'd) Reported drug abusers for 2004-2013 by age group by major
type of drugs abused
AB% No. of persons
il ERERBHIR 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013

Age group/major type of drugs abused

FrEElR All ages

I PR ST ) 10228 9832 8143 7428 7265 6919 6211 5952 5853 5115
Narcotics analgesics (70.4) (70.6) (61.8) (55.0) (51.1) (49.7) (49.7) (51.7) (53.0) (51.2)
DB 10147 9757 8118 7420 7248 6903 6200 5951 5847 5113
Heroin (69.8) (70.0) (61.6) (54.9) (51.0) (49.6) (49.6) (51.7) (52.9) (51.2)
FE(1 - FE I 136 200 52 41 47 47 34 - - -
Physeptone/Methadone 09 (14 (04 (©3) (03) (03 (0.3 O] O] O]
f& SN T 6196 6335 7402 7909 8383 8505 7670 6904 6634 6137
Psychotropic substances (42.7) (45.5) (56.2) (58.6) (59.0) (61.1) (61.4) (60.0) (60.0) (61.4)
e 2584 2100 3080 4059 5099 5280 4556 3642 3301 2814
Ketamine (17.8) (15.1) (23.4) (30.1) (35.9) (37.9) (36.5) (31.7) (29.9) (28.2)
2 IE 642 753 856 1112 1374 1402 1600 1549 1681 1822
Methamphetamine (44) (.4) (65 (82 (9.7) (10.1) (12.8) (135) (15.2) (18.2)
= R EE M UL 1752 2034 2227 1835 1360 1397 1247 1220 1263 1123
Triazolam/Midazolam/Zopiclone (12.1) (14.6) (16.9 (13.6) (9.6) (10.0) (10.00 (106) (114 (1.2
af- KA 95 193 358 716 700 521 776 868 848 855
Cocaine 07) (@4 @7 (3) 49 (@37 (62 (75 (7.7 (8.6)
IZ 4% 658 706 755 601 567 675 525 530 482 399
Cough medicine (45) (1) (7 (44) (400 (48) (42) (46) (44) (4.0
A 1119 1136 976 788 763 620 519 401 350 296
Cannabis (777 (82 (74 (58) (5.4) (45 (42) (35 (32 (3.0
T S AT 1275 1694 1529 916 801 518 253 118 69 50
MDMA (8.8) (12.2) (116) (6.8) (56) (3.7) (20) (1.0) (0.6) (0.5
T 225 227 459 381 310 272 246 110 85 24
Nimetazepam (15) (16) (35 (28 (22) (200 (200 (1.0 (0.8 (0.2
st 14527 13931 13174 13506 14213 13931 12488 11502 11052 9990
Total

R (1) @A E SR EE RN E R e S
Notes : More than one type of drugs abused may be reported for an individual drug abuser in a given year.
(2) FEIMANEFRURIE S AR AL R N AT A 2 8 s B N s H I E oL -

Figures in brackets refer to the proportions of all reported drug abusers with known drugs abused in the respective age groups.
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Table 1e Reported drug abusers for 2004-2013 by method of taking drugs
%#
== 1 S
wgﬁ”“jﬁ’i_ 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
Method of taking drugs
5 38.7 38.8 37.1 32.8 27.2 24.7 23.7 23.3 22.5 21.0
Injection
PN 33.0 335 29.8 315 33.7 36.2 39.8 41.0 43.3 46.5
Fume inhaling
DA S E R 255 228 218 19.3 15.0 16.5 15.8 18.5 19.1 18.3
Smoking
21 10.6 12.4 19.7 26.6 34.9 36.5 36.8 32.7 31.9 30.7
Sniffing
1Ak 18.8 23.9 25.9 194 18.1 16.5 13.9 12.7 11.5 10.1
Oral ingestion
R (L) (E I 2K E N T 2 SN —ER B iy Tk
Notes : More than one kind of method of taking drugs may be reported for an individual drug abuser in a given year.

() # (EFTA 2R B HL AR BEEE I -

As a proportion of all reported drug abusers with known methods of taking drugs.
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Table 1f Reported drug abusers for 2006-2013 by age group by place of

abusing drugs
AE No. of persons

FEWRER/ KEFERH T 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
Age group/place of abusing drugs

215U Aged under 21

EFARTTEE 1957 2709 3336 3199 2674 1894 1530 1121
Hong Kong SAR (90.8) (95.2) (97.3) (96.6) (97.6) (98.0) (98.6) (98.7)
] A 1, 545 505 438 426 242 103 66 40
Mainland of China (25.3) (17.8) (12.8) (12.9) (88) (5.3) (43) (35)
HAth it 5 26 23 29 18 11 13 6 11
Other places (1.2) (0.8) (0.8) (0.5) (0.4) (0.7) (0.4) (1.0)

215 R DL E Aged 21 & over

E AR AITTEIE 9792 9908 10236 10003 9231 9043 9159 8594
Hong Kong SAR (97.5) (96.6) (97.4) (95.3) (95.9) (96.1) (98.0) (98.4)
Hr B A 827 963 793 1074 888 773 564 458
Mainland of China (82 (9.4) (75 (102) (92 (82 (6.00 (5.2
HAr 77 176 145 139 109 58 76 69 74
Other places (18) (1.4 (@13 (10 (06) (0.8) (0.7) (0.8)

FraEl All ages

EHFAER TR 11749 12617 13572 13202 11905 10937 10689 9715
Hong Kong SAR (96.3) (96.3) (97.4) (95.6) (96.2) (96.4) (98.1) (98.4)
B A 1372 1468 1231 1500 1130 876 630 498
Mainland of China (11.2) (11.2) (8.8) (1090 (9.1) (7.7) (58) (5.0
HAr 77 202 168 168 127 69 89 75 85
Other places (17) (@3) (12 (09) (0.6) (0.8 (0.7) (0.9

R (1) AR EEm T AT 2006 F A SR -
Notes : Statistics on place of abusing drugs were compiled as from 2006.
(2) (E5I# 2B HETHFEN W ERLN— (AR EFLHTT -
More than one place of abusing drugs may be reported for an individual drug abuser in a given year.
(3) I BB - BN S AR R B AL I N AT A e 2 R Bt T 0 S E AV E oL -

Figures in brackets refer to the proportions of all reported drug abusers with known places of abusing drugs in the respective age groups.
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Table 1g Reported drug abusers for 2006-2013 by age group by locality of
abusing drugs
%#
R B L EE 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
Age group/locality of abusing drugs
215U Aged under 21
Ve Y@V ENES 132 212 255 270 360 415 447 508
Home/friend's home only
1E58 /PR R B EoAth st B 321 386 422 440 391 331 322 300
Home/friend's home and other localities
AR ARG 547 402 322 290 249 254 231 191
Other localities only
AL Other localities
LRI TT TR 77~ 2 NEL 2SR 26.5 38.8 41.3 43.3 36.2 33.7 32.4 27.1
Public area like recreation area/ public garden/ public toilet
B8 A0k 63.8 40.8 335 29.2 23.3 15.5 13.9 10.0
Disco/karaoke
EHr AT B T TE R S 5.8 6.2 6.7 9.6 8.1 7.3 8.9 8.0
Non-party gathering in club house/building/hotel/bar
FAT LGB IR TR E G 6.0 7.4 7.0 7.6 94 8.3 8.2 5.8
Party gathering in club house/building/hotel/bar
o 6.6 4.8 5.3 6.3 6.4 6.7 6.1 5.0
Coffee shop/internet café
LT 9.2 9.1 8.0 6.7 5.3 6.8 6.6 5.6
Electronic game centre
HHIHE - JERE - HifH 77 2.4 3.8 2.5 4.6 3.6 2.6 3.1 3.2
Apartment/bungalow/rental area
B2 (EIFE ) 1.1 2.1 1.5 2.0 1.4 1.3 0.5 0.5
School (include school hostel)
215 B LA E Aged 21 & over
HfEz /IR 43.6 459 484 464 481 502 516 518
Home/friend's home only
TER /AR e AL 315 308 311 320 329 309 304 293
Home/friend's home and other localities
SR EA R 249 234 204 215 190 189 180 189
Other localities only
At EL Other localities
N I SN = PN 39.7 36.3 34.8 375 38.5 37.1 36.4 37.6
Public area like recreation area/ public garden/ public toilet
an =y il 8.8 114 11.6 13.4 10.9 7.9 6.3 5.4
Disco/karaoke
EHr K B R THITE R S 3.7 35 2.8 25 3.6 3.6 4.4 4.2
Non-party gathering in club house/building/hotel/bar
B KN TR TR S 5.6 5.2 35 4.8 3.2 3.5 3.4 3.1
Party gathering in club house/building/hotel/bar
Vel 0.8 1.5 2.1 25 3.0 2.8 2.9 2.2
Coffee shop/internet café
H TR 2.8 2.8 2.8 2.8 3.3 2.8 2.0 1.6
Electronic game centre
HHHHE - JERE - HifH 77 2.7 3.3 2.3 2.0 2.3 25 2.0 1.7

Apartment/bungalow/rental area
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Table 1g (Cont'd) Reported drug abusers for 2006-2013 by age group by locality
of abusing drugs

%#
FRAH R eIt R, 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
Age group/locality of abusing drugs
FiA & All ages
Javie &V UOES 38.2 40.5 42.9 418 453 48.7 50.6 51.7
Home/friend's home only
EZ /AR 2 B HoAth M B 31.6 325 33.8 34.9 34.3 31.3 30.6 29.4
Home/friend's home and other localities
LA Attt B 30.2 27.0 23.3 23.3 20.4 20.0 18.7 19.0

Other localities only

H L Other localities

VA B ISV N = N -1 37.3 36.8 36.4 38.9 38.0 36.5 35.8 36.4
Public area like recreation area/ public garden/ public toilet

Y1157 ROk 18.6 17.8 17.0 17.2 13.7 9.2 7.4 59
Disco/karaoke

ALK I THIFE I 5 4.1 4.1 3.7 4.2 4.6 4.2 5.0 4.6
Non-party gathering in club house/building/hotel/bar

B K TR TR S 5.7 5.7 4.4 55 4.6 4.3 4.1 3.4
Party gathering in club house/building/hotel/bar

gL G 1.9 2.2 2.9 3.4 3.8 3.5 3.4 25
Coffee shop/internet café

E TR 4.0 41 4.1 3.7 3.7 3.5 2.6 21
Electronic game centre

R JERE R 2.7 34 2.3 2.6 2.6 2.5 2.1 1.8

Apartment/bungalow/rental area

SR (BT ERE =) 0.2 0.5 0.4 0.5 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.1
School (include school hostel)

(D) AR AR £ 2006 F 2 4RE -
Notes : Statistics on locality of abusing drugs were compiled as from 2006.
(2) {511 2 B as H AT AR N T 2 2 R — (S B T B -
More than one locality of abusing drugs may be reported for an individual drug abuser in a given year.
(3) # (LBAERAFE AL BN FTE L 2 O B s it B H Y E 0 LE -

As a proportion of all reported drug abusers with known localities of abusing drugs in the respective age groups.
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Table 1h Reported drug abusers for 2004-2013 by age group by reason for
current drug use

#
%

FlRdER / FHRRRERFEE

2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
Age group / reason for current drug use

2155 U Aged under 21

il IE4E(TE BEST 314 404 413 413 442 512 487 445 462 472
Relief of boredom/depression/stress

SE|EZERE AMEZERLFTEK—R 600 684 649 588 642 680 624 591 581 550
Peer influence/To identify with peers

R KA T B 5 T R 7 66 73 89 127 163 153 164 187 240 219
To avoid discomfort of its absence

HIR & 410 358 411 427 451 430 386 365 386 328
Curiosity

FORRRCECE RE_EAYE 2 346 434 424 374 339 336 295 27.7 247 240
To seek euphoria or sensory satisfaction

BT A ER 08 13 13 12 16 20 18 20 27 23
For self-medication

ZEIHEE 16 37 46 42 54 56 48 50 45 60
Under influence of the partner

HAth = A 03 08 11 07 03 01 01 02 - -
Other reasons

215 R DA _E Aged 21 & over

figeit] SRR BR ST 274 346 397 405 444 481 475 498 505 49.0
Relief of boredom/depression/stress

SRIEZEREE AAMEZERLFTE—R 436 445 440 437 457 488 490 474 468 471
Peer influence/To identify with peers

R KA T B 5 T R 7 546 485 433 416 409 421 469 450 444 433
To avoid discomfort of its absence

HIR T 228 292 327 339 313 275 234 222 219 213
Curiosity

=R RE LAY 93 147 176 215 220 231 211 202 225 210
To seek euphoria or sensory satisfaction

BT a8 R 47 52 57 53 48 58 57 69 64 56
For self-medication

R E 12 23 21 26 29 23 25 26 26 25
Under influence of the partner

HAFEEA 03 04 03 04 02 * 01 01 * -
Other reasons
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Table 1h (Cont'd) Reported drug abusers for 2004-2013 by age group by reason
for current drug use

#
%

FiRER BN RELREE

2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
Age group/reason for current drug use

FrE4# All ages

RS BEIETE RS 280 355 400 40.7 443 488 47.7 489 499 487
Relief of boredom/depression/stress

SRIEZERLEE AAEZERLFTE—R 460 484 480 471 503 534 520 495 484 480
Peer influence/To identify with peers

i g RS A B 5 oniim ECE A 3 476 418 366 351 349 356 401 405 415 408
To avoid discomfort of its absence

HIR & 255 303 344 359 347 312 268 246 243 226
Curiosity

FORRRCECE RE_EAYE 2 131 194 224 251 250 257 230 215 228 214
To seek euphoria or sensory satisfaction

BT A ER 41 46 48 44 40 49 48 61 59 52
For self-medication

ZEIHEE 1.3 25 26 29 36 31 30 30 29 29
Under influence of the partner

HAth = A 03 05 04 05 02 01 01 01 * -
Other reasons

R (D) (EFE RN EE RN 2 W —EE R e s A
Notes : More than one reason for current drug use may be reported for an individual drug abuser in a given year.
(2) # 1 BARBAEEAR R NPT A 1 2RISR & AR EE Y E ot -

As a proportion of all reported drug abusers with known reasons for current drug use in the respective age groups.
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Table 1i Reported drug abusers for 2004-2013 by sex by age of first abuse

%#
] ~k7r ==
PR, BRI R F R 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
Sex/age of first abuse
B Male
<12 3.3 3.4 3.4 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.1 3.1 3.1
12-15 30.9 32.3 33.7 33.6 35.0 35.9 37.3 36.6 36.5 35.8
16-17 19.9 20.4 20.6 20.0 21.3 20.1 20.0 20.4 19.0 19.3
18-20 23.0 22.7 22.1 23.3 22.3 225 22.1 215 22.8 22.8
21-25 12.6 12.0 11.8 11.8 10.9 10.9 10.1 10.0 9.9 9.8
26 - 30 6.5 5.7 4.9 4.9 4.6 45 45 4.8 5.0 4.9
>31 3.8 3.4 35 3.4 2.9 3.1 3.0 3.6 3.8 4.4
/©\&F Sub-total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
R EHam P FE 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18
Mean age of first abuse
% Female
<12 1.6 1.8 1.6 2.0 1.7 2.2 2.7 2.3 21 2.0
12-15 28.6 29.9 33.1 36.4 37.6 40.4 40.7 38.3 38.3 374
16-17 18.6 17.2 16.6 16.2 16.5 17.2 19.2 18.2 18.3 18.8
18-20 23.4 20.6 21.3 20.8 19.4 18.0 17.7 18.6 18.4 18.6
21-25 16.6 17.6 13.4 11.7 12.7 111 10.0 10.9 10.4 111
26 - 30 7.2 8.0 9.0 7.8 7.2 55 4.9 5.7 6.9 6.3
>31 4.0 4.8 5.0 5.1 4.9 5.6 4.8 6.1 5.6 5.9
/MFF Sub-total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
R EHm P FE 19 19 19 19 19 18 18 18 18 18
Mean age of first abuse
B 445t Both sexes
<12 3.0 3.2 3.1 2.9 2.8 2.9 2.9 2.9 2.9 2.9
12-15 30.5 31.9 33.6 34.0 355 36.8 38.0 36.9 36.8 36.1
16-17 19.6 19.9 19.9 194 20.4 19.5 19.9 20.0 18.8 19.2
18-20 23.1 22.3 22.0 22.9 21.8 21.7 21.3 21.0 221 22.0
21-25 13.2 13.0 12.1 11.8 11.2 10.9 10.1 10.2 9.9 10.1
26 - 30 6.6 6.1 5.6 5.4 5.1 4.7 45 5.0 5.3 5.1
>31 3.8 3.7 3.7 3.7 3.2 3.6 3.3 4.1 4.1 4.6
#é=f Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
BRI aE L EEE#R Mean age of first abuse
R4 SRS 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18
All reported drug abusers
215 DU T i 2 R 16 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15
Reported drug abusers under 21
TR # (ER AR RAE R AT B E R E R B R R R B E St
Note : As a proportion of all reported drug abusers with known age of first abuse in the respective sex groups.
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Table 1j Reported drug abusers for 2004-2013 by age group by economic
activity status

%#
ZH A TR S~ N
iR/ @%’5@%5 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
Age group/economic activity status
2155 Aged under 21
2B TIEANL 315 29.6 30.3 30.8 31.4 25.8 27.0 26.1 26.0 27.2
Full-time worker
BT/ FeBE TR AL 8.0 10.6 9.8 9.8 10.1 10.1 13.4 13.1 15.7 14.8
Casual/Part-time worker
EFEANL 37.2 311 325 28.0 28.3 307 322 355 349 34.4
Unemployed
BRI 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.5
Home-maker
B 21.9 26.4 23.7 26.5 26.5 30.8 244 224 19.7 17.4
Student
HAth 1.1 2.0 35 4.7 3.6 2.3 2.8 2.9 35 5.6
Others
/3 Sub-total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0
215 R DL B Aged 21 & over
S TIEAL 27.3 29.5 31.2 32.9 32.4 33.2 34.4 345 34.8 35.3
Full-time worker
BT B TAE AT 6.4 7.0 7.0 75 9.8 11.1 11.6 11.4 12.0 115
Casual/Part-time worker
EFEANL 61.8 585  57.0 548 514 491 476 486 475 470
Unemployed
R RN L 1.8 1.7 1.8 1.6 1.9 1.9 2.2 2.1 1.9 2.4
Home-maker
B 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.2 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.2
Student
BRIRAL 2.2 2.4 1.8 1.9 2.2 2.4 2.8 2.4 3.1 2.7
Retired person
At 0.3 0.8 0.9 1.1 2.0 2.1 1.1 0.6 0.5 0.7
Others
/N3 Sub-total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0
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Table 1j (Cont'd)

FEEY

s
2 5

economic activity status

B g & 612004 3 2013 4% & SR F -?,'
Reported drug abusers for 2004-2013 by age group by

%#
2 I TR S~ N

iR/ @ﬁ’aﬁb%’_ﬂ 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
Age group/economic activity status
Fra s All ages
2B T/EAL 279 295 311 324 322 315 328 331 335 344
Full-time worker
BT FB T E AL 6.6 75 7.6 8.0 99 109 120 117 125 119
Casual/Part-time worker
KFENL 58.1 54.1 52.2 48.9 45.7 447 44.2 46.4 45.7 45.6
Unemployed
T A1 1.6 1.5 1.4 1.3 1.5 1.5 1.8 1.8 1.6 2.2
Home-maker
B 35 4.4 4.8 6.0 6.7 7.5 5.6 4.1 3.1 2.2
Student
BIRAL 1.8 2.0 15 1.5 1.7 1.8 2.2 2.0 2.6 2.4
Retired person
HoAthr 0.4 1.0 1.4 1.9 2.4 2.1 15 1.0 1.0 1.3
Others
#ézf Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
R # G SRR A 1§ 2 AR S ELR AY BE IY E 4tL o
Note : As a proportion of all reported drug abusers with known economic activity status in the respective age groups.
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Table 1k Reported drug abusers for 2004-2013 by age group by educational
attainment

%#
FEWLER/BHKFE
Age group/ 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
educational attainment
2155 U Aged under 21
T WHE AHEEREE 0.1 - 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.1 -
No schooling/kindergarten
IINEFEFE 2.1 1.4 1.4 1.7 1.3 1.4 1.4 1.7 1.8 1.7
Primary
YIFIEE (F—2h=) 668 682 667 693 667 664 684 686 687 707
Lower secondary (Forms 1 to 3)
EHEE (et 297 298 314 284 311 316 292 285 285 269
Upper secondary (Forms 4 to 7)
HIEREEE 1.2 0.6 0.5 0.5 0.7 0.5 0.9 1.1 1.0 0.7
Tertiary
/N3 Sub-total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0
21 & DA B Aged 21 & over
BB IEEEE 2.3 2.4 2.1 1.8 2.0 1.9 1.5 1.3 1.3 1.4
No schooling/kindergarten
IINEBREFE 34.9 35.2 33.3 31.1 29.7 27.4 26.5 25.8 24.5 23.3
Primary
YIFIEE (F—Zh=) 46.6 470 479 504  50.6 51.7 507 50.7  51.9 51.3
Lower secondary (Forms 1 to 3)
EHEE (hruEst) 15.2 14.4 15.5 15.5 16.5 17.8 19.7 20.2 20.2 222
Upper secondary (Forms 4 to 7)
HIEHERE 1.0 1.0 1.2 1.1 1.2 1.2 1.5 1.9 2.1 1.9
Tertiary
/N3 Sub-total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0
FrEE# All ages
BB/ IEEREE 2.0 2.0 1.7 1.4 15 1.4 1.2 1.1 1.1 1.2
No schooling/kindergarten
IINEEREFE 30.0 29.8 27.0 24.6 22.8 21.2 210 217 21.2 20.8
Primary
YIFIEE (f—ZEh=) 49.6 50.3 516 546 545 55.2  54.6 53.8 543 53.5
Lower secondary (Forms 1 to 3)
EHEE (hruEgt) 17.3 16.9 18.6 18.4 20.1 21.1 21.8 21.6 214 227
Upper secondary (Forms 4 to 7)
HEREEE 1.0 0.9 1.0 1.0 1.1 1.0 1.4 1.8 1.9 1.8
Tertiary
Fazf Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0

AERE AR AR NPT R 2 I KR SR A E L

Note:  As a proportion of all reported drug abusers with known educational attainment in the respective age groups.
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Table 11 Reported drug abusers for 2004-2013 by ethnicity

#
%

fE Ethnicity 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

2011

2012

2013

EEPN 95.7 95.0 95.0 94.7 94.6 94.8 94.6
Chinese

FEEEA

Non-chinese

IENEIEPN 1.7 14 14 14 14 1.7 2.1
Nepalese

HEEE A 1.6 2.1 2.0 2.1 2.3 2.0 1.7
Vietnamese

EIFENEEEHE A 03 0.4 05 05 0.6 0.6 0.7
FAMALA R A

Indian/Pakistani/
Bangladeshi/Sri Lankan

Z=E A 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.1
Thai

JEEE A 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.1 0.1 0.1
Filipino

HER A 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1 * *
British

EIE A * * 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1
Indonesian

HoAt 0.3 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.7 0.6 0.5
Others

#Ff Total 1000 1000 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0

93.5

2.7

1.8

1.0

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.7

100.0

93.2

2.9

1.9

11

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.6

100.0

93.0

2.9

1.9

1.2

0.2

0.1

0.1

0.6

100.0

AR #EFTA R E AR EEE L

Note:  As a proportion of all reported drug abusers with known ethnicity.
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Table Im  Reported drug abusers for 2004-2013 by sex by marital status by whether
partner took drugs

%

MR BRI

2 i
ﬁiﬁﬁéﬁ% 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
Sex/marital status/

whether partner took drugs

B Male
e K454 Never married 58.3 56.0 58.9 59.9 59.9 59.9 57.9 54.3 51.7 51.2
EL4% ' [5]J& Married/Cohabiting 30.1 32.9 30.7 30.1 30.3 30.2 31.4 33.0 34.4 33.8
LB 75 70 80 75 87 99 112 104 119 123
Partner took drugs *
R 925 930 920 925 913 901 888 896 881 877
Partner did not take drugs *
He4% 47 & Divorced/Separated 10.5 10.3 9.3 9.3 9.2 9.4 10.1 12.0 13.2 14.3
% = Widowed 1.0 0.8 1.1 0.7 0.6 0.5 0.5 0.7 0.7 0.7
/I\FF Sub-total 100.0 1000 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
% Female
TEAR%ELE Never married 61.5 61.7 67.1 65.7 64.3 62.7 60.2 57.3 57.7 55.7
.45 ' [5]J= Married/Cohabiting 25.0 26.3 215 22.5 24.7 275 28.7 27.2 27.5 29.3
/75’/575%%# 42.8 40.1 38.2 39.2 44.7 62.5 53.4 44.4 43.2 44.3
Partner took drugs *
e 572 599 618 608 553 375 466 556 568 558
Partner did not take drugs *
B4 47 f& Divorced/Separated 11.6 10.6 8.4 10.3 10.0 8.8 9.8 135 13.3 13.0
%~ E Widowed 1.9 14 3.0 15 11 1.0 1.3 2.0 1.6 2.1
/h3# Sub-total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 1000 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

B4 45t Both sexes

HER4E4E Never married 58.8 57.0 60.4 60.9 60.7 60.4 58.4 54.8 52.8 52.0
EL48 [E & Married/Cohabiting 29.3 31.8 29.1 28.8 29.2 29.7 30.9 31.9 33.1 33.0
L 137 125 126 125 160 228 212 174 176 185
Partner took drugs *
et 863 875 874 875 840 772 788 826 824 815
Partner did not take drugs *
WS /432 Divorced/Separated 107 103 91 94 94 93 101 123 132 141
% & Widowed 1.2 0.9 1.4 0.8 0.7 0.6 0.7 1.0 0.9 0.9
#é=f Total 100.0 1000 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

TR A S EAERHME R N 2RSS FHE R R B EN R EENE O
Note : As a proportion of reported married/cohabiting drug abusers with known information on whether partner took drugs
in the respective sex groups.
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Table 1n Reported drug abusers for 2004-2013 by age group by district of

residence
%#
ﬂiﬁ%&aﬁﬂ//ﬁﬁfﬁﬁﬁﬁa . 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
Age group/district of residence
215U Aged under 21
=il 1.4 2.2 1.3 1.4 1.0 0.8 1.0 1.0 0.7 0.9
Central & Western
E 1.1 1.1 0.7 0.8 0.4 0.5 0.7 0.9 0.9 0.4
Wan Chai
i 4.0 5.7 5.1 5.0 5.2 55 4.7 7.1 3.8 4.3
Eastern
& 9.3 8.8 7.9 7.7 5.2 5.2 7.3 6.9 6.8 6.2
Southern
SHERHE 5.4 5.3 4.8 4.3 4.0 3.6 3.9 3.6 3.6 3.0
Yau Tsim Mong
EKIE 3.5 35 4.4 3.7 7.0 5.0 5.3 4.8 6.3 4.4
Sham Shui Po
TLFEI 2.5 1.9 2.1 1.7 2.2 15 1.6 1.3 2.2 1.8
Kowloon City
= AAl 7.2 5.3 4.0 7.4 6.6 45 35 3.3 4.1 4.2
Wong Tai Sin
azhie s 6.2 6.3 7.1 8.2 7.8 7.8 7.1 6.0 7.3 5.8
Kwun Tong
sEE 8.1 7.9 8.1 6.9 8.8 9.7 9.6 9.8 7.3 94
Kwai Tsing
P 4.2 1.6 2.2 2.4 2.2 2.7 2.5 2.9 2.8 3.0
Tsuen Wan
ipq 6.5 9.0 9.2 7.0 7.3 6.9 7.1 6.6 6.3 6.1
Tuen Mun
JCEA 8.8 6.9 8.3 13.0 11.8 12.8 12.0 12.5 15.9 17.0
Yuen Long
L& 11.7 13.3 11.4 10.1 11.3 10.5 11.8 14.0 12.9 13.2
North
KIF 5.2 6.0 6.9 5.0 6.4 8.4 7.6 6.6 5.1 7.3
Tai Po
VHH 5.2 6.6 9.6 6.9 5.4 6.3 7.3 5.8 7.3 5.8
Sha Tin
AE 4.8 4.2 3.3 3.4 2.7 3.3 2.5 2.0 2.8 4.1
Sai Kung
i =N 5.0 4.4 3.8 5.3 4.6 4.9 4.3 4.9 4.0 3.2
Islands
/)\&F Sub-total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
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Table 1In (Cont'd) Reported drug abusers for 2004-2013 by age group by district of

residence
%#
fﬁﬁ%&aﬁﬂ//ﬁﬁfﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ . 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
Age group/district of residence
2% B LA Aged 21 & over
=il 1.8 2.1 1.8 2.2 1.6 1.7 1.7 1.8 1.8 1.7
Central & Western
E 2.5 2.2 2.3 2.3 2.3 1.9 1.7 1.5 1.4 1.5
Wan Chai
i 4.8 4.8 53 4.9 4.6 5.0 45 5.0 45 4.1
Eastern
& 3.3 3.4 35 3.4 35 2.5 2.5 2.6 2.8 3.1
Southern
SHERHE 12.2 10.5 10.5 10.5 10.9 10.6 9.6 8.9 10.1 9.7
Yau Tsim Mong
EKIE 115 11.2 11.9 11.7 124 12.0 12.1 12.2 11.8 11.9
Sham Shui Po
TLFEI 4.2 4.3 4.0 4.4 4.0 34 4.2 3.8 4.1 4.3
Kowloon City
= AAl 6.9 7.9 7.9 7.3 7.3 6.5 6.4 6.3 6.3 6.7
Wong Tai Sin
azhie s 94 10.5 10.5 9.2 9.7 8.5 94 9.7 10.2 9.5
Kwun Tong
sEE 5.9 5.4 5.8 6.4 6.0 6.9 7.0 7.1 7.4 6.7
Kwai Tsing
o 5.2 5.1 45 4.3 3.7 4.0 35 3.6 35 34
Tsuen Wan
ipq 8.3 8.4 8.1 8.1 8.0 8.1 8.5 7.7 75 7.3
Tuen Mun
JCEA 7.8 7.7 7.1 8.0 8.3 88 100 9.7 9.3 9.7
Yuen Long
It&E 3.7 3.9 35 3.8 4.2 4.7 3.8 4.3 4.3 5.0
North
I 35 3.7 4.0 3.1 3.3 4.1 4.5 4.4 4.1 4.3
Tai Po
VHH 5.2 5.4 5.4 5.7 5.4 6.0 5.8 5.6 5.7 5.6
Sha Tin
=} 2.5 2.1 2.6 2.7 3.0 3.0 3.2 3.2 2.9 34
Sai Kung
i = 1.4 1.4 15 19 1.8 2.1 2.0 2.6 2.4 2.2
Islands
/)\&F Sub-total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
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Table 1In (Cont'd) Reported drug abusers for 2004-2013 by age group by district of

residence
%#
fﬁﬁ%&aﬁﬂ//ﬁﬁfﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ . 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
Age group/district of residence
A All ages
=il 1.7 2.1 1.7 2.0 15 15 1.5 1.6 1.7 1.6
Central & Western
E 2.3 2.0 1.9 1.9 1.8 1.6 1.4 1.4 1.3 1.3
Wan Chai
W& 4.7 4.9 5.2 4.9 4.7 5.1 4.5 53 4.4 4.1
Eastern
[Ea] 4.2 4.3 4.4 4.4 3.9 3.2 3.6 34 34 3.4
Southern
SHERHE 11.2 9.7 9.3 9.1 9.2 8.9 8.3 8.0 9.1 8.9
Yau Tsim Mong
EKIE 10.3 10.0 10.4 9.8 11.0 10.2 10.5 10.9 11.0 11.0
Sham Shui Po
TLFEI 3.9 3.9 3.6 3.8 3.6 3.0 3.6 3.3 3.9 4.0
Kowloon City
= AAl 7.0 75 7.1 7.3 7.1 6.0 5.7 5.8 6.0 6.4
Wong Tai Sin
azhie s 8.9 9.8 9.8 9.0 9.2 8.3 8.9 9.0 9.8 9.1
Kwun Tong
ZE 6.2 5.8 6.2 6.5 6.7 7.6 7.6 7.6 7.4 7.0
Kwai Tsing
o 5.1 45 4.0 3.9 3.3 3.7 3.3 35 34 34
Tsuen Wan
ipq 8.0 8.5 8.3 7.8 7.8 7.8 8.1 75 7.3 71
Tuen Mun
JCEA 8.0 7.6 7.3 9.2 9.1 9.8 10.5 10.2 10.3 10.6
Yuen Long
It&E 4.9 5.4 5.1 5.3 6.0 6.1 5.6 6.0 55 6.0
North
KA 3.8 4.1 4.6 3.6 4.1 5.1 5.2 4.8 4.3 4.7
Tai Po
VHH 5.2 5.6 6.2 6.0 5.4 6.1 6.1 5.6 5.9 5.6
Sha Tin
=} 2.8 2.4 2.7 2.8 2.9 3.1 3.1 3.0 2.9 35
Sai Kung
i =N 1.9 19 1.9 2.7 2.5 2.8 2.5 3.0 2.6 2.3
Islands
#E=f Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

abfE A GBS R AN AT 2 E (Rt AR SR eV E L

Note:  As a proportion of all reported drug abusers with known district of residence in the respective age groups.
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Table 1o Reported drug abusers for 2004-2013 by type of quarters
%#

KT
BB 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
Type of quarters
NEFEEAL 53.0 56.6 57.7 58.1 57.6 58.4 58.9 57.6 57.8 55.9
Public rental flats
BB 35 2.7 2.8 2.9 2.9 2.8 2.8 2.6 2.3 4.1
subsidized sale flats
MANEFEMN 36.8 385 37.6 37.3 38.1 37.0 36.5 37.9 38.1 38.4
Private residential flats
HiE=E 6.7 2.2 1.8 1.7 1.3 1.8 17 1.9 17 15
Others
Fa=f Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0

bR #EFTA R E R T AR E T oL

Note:  As a proportion of all reported drug abusers with known type of quarters.
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Table 1p Reported drug abusers for 2004-2013 by age group by whether previously

convicted
%#
4H A LR
ﬂfﬁ%JﬁBJ//%§%§¥§§B§E$B%i . 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
Age group/whether previously convicted
215U Aged under 21
Y H ISR $% Previously convicted 406 387 394 414 400 429 496 46.3 487 497
HEHESAER 11.3 8.1 8.3 94 115 169 206 182 189 220
only drug-related offences
HAEHMIET 168 239 270 275 235 205 203 185 216 192
only other offences
B AR A SR T 11.9 5.1 3.1 4.0 4.5 4.9 7.6 8.4 7.3 75
both drug-related and other offences
SEITAREE 0.7 1.6 1.0 0.6 0.6 0.7 1.1 1.1 0.9 1.0
offences unknown
R HILTR4C % Not previously convicted 594 613 606 586 600 571 504 537 513 503
/)&F Sub-total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
21 & DA E Aged 21 & over
¥ B IE4$% Previously convicted 848 867 863 851 835 825 822 797 788 782
NS AERE 215 293 364 338 198 296 380 370 365 373
only drug-related offences
HAEHMIET 6.7 87 108 114 118 8.3 8.9 8.6 8.2 8.1
only other offences
B AR EAM SR T 56.4 484 390 398 509 442 349 336 337 325
both drug-related and other offences
SEITAREE 0.2 0.4 0.1 0.2 1.0 0.3 0.3 0.4 0.4 0.3
offences unknown
R HILTR4C % Not previously convicted 152 133 137 149 165 175 178 203 212 218
/)&F Sub-total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
FrE 4 All ages
8 A IEIBE&$% Previously convicted 787 796 776 757 732 733 751 741 745 750
HEE SR 201 261 312 285 178 266 343 339 340 356
only drug-related offences
HEHEMSET 81 109 138 149 146 111 113 103 101 9.3
only other offences
HE S E R M SET 50.3 420 324 321 399 351 290 294 300 297
both drug-related and other offences
FEITAREE 0.3 0.6 0.3 0.2 0.9 0.4 0.5 0.5 0.4 0.4
offences unknown
et B IFE4E 8% Not previously convicted 213 204 224 243 268 267 249 259 255 250
#E=f Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
FERE S SAEREE R BN T A 2 R Y A SRR E E 1Y B 4t
Note : As a proportion of all reported drug abusers with known information of whether previously convicted in the respective age groups.
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Table 2a Newly/previously reported drug abusers in 2013 by sex by age

BRI EHRE W EwE
?efluage Fiv Newly reported persons Previously reported persons
A No. %" A8 No. %"

B Male
<12 - - - -
12-15 51 2.0 11 0.1
16-17 163 6.5 61 0.8
18-20 263 10.5 254 3.4
<21 //\F# Sub-total 477 19.1 326 4.3
21-30 692 27.7 1272 16.8
31-40 376 15.1 1726 22.8
41 -50 177 7.1 1371 18.1
> 51 32 13 1732 22.9
> 21 //\F/ Sub-total 1277 51.1 6101 80.6
sN©&F Sub-total 1754 70.2 6 427 84.9
SEgFEES Mean age 28 41

% Female
<12 - - - -
12-15 60 2.4 12 0.2
16 - 17 58 2.3 34 0.4
18 - 20 116 4.6 99 1.3
<21 //\Zf Sub-total 234 9.4 145 1.9
21-30 306 12.3 337 45
31-40 141 5.6 371 49
41 -50 47 1.9 209 2.8
> 51 15 0.6 83 1.1
> 21 //\ZF Sub-total 509 20.4 1 000 13.2
sNh&F Sub-total 743 29.8 1145 15.1
SEgEES Mean age 26 33

B4 45t Both sexes
<12 - - - -
12-15 111 4.4 23 0.3
16 -17 221 8.9 95 13
18 - 20 379 15.2 353 4.7
<21 //\## Sub-total 711 28.5 471 6.2
21-30 998 40.0 1609 21.2
31-40 517 20.7 2097 27.7
41 -50 224 9.0 1580 20.9
> 51 47 1.9 1815 24.0
> 21 //\FF Sub-total 1786 715 7101 93.8
#&=f Total 2 497 100.0 7572 100.0
SEgEES Mean age 27 40

AERE L # AEE R YW ERARINATE i E R ERE LR -

Note:  As a proportion of all reported drug abusers in the newly/previously reported group.
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Table 2b Newly/previously reported drug abusers in 2013 by age group by
common type of drugs abused

. ; BREEHRE ¥ E s
ZH HI i K
fﬁé%\?fji; ?ﬁﬁ%ﬁgzﬁﬁ s abused Newly reported persons Previously reported persons
2155 U Aged under 21
AT 23 3.3 26 5.6
Heroin
SR 319 46.4 286 61.5
Ketamine
=Wy R G EUC TERE @ @ 7 1.5
Triazolam/Midazolam/Zopiclone
BRI E A EH 232 33.8 131 28.2
Methamphetamine
% &% 19 2.8 23 4.9
Cough medicine
PN 49 7.1 30 6.5
Cannabis
ARAH 220 32.0 126 27.1
Cocaine
/& Sub-total 687 465
215 B A B Aged 21 & over
TR 322 18.3 4742 67.0
Heroin
SR 817 46.4 1392 19.7
Ketamine
=M R g PEUC vEfE 80 4.5 1034 14.6
Triazolam/Midazolam/Zopiclone
BRI E A BH 389 22.1 1070 15.1
Methamphetamine
% &% 101 5.7 256 3.6
Cough medicine
Kk 89 5.1 128 1.8
Cannabis
ARHA 188 10.7 321 4.5
Cocaine
2hEF Sub-total 1759 7079
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Table 2b (Cont'd)  Newly/previously reported drug abusers in 2013 by age group
by common type of drugs abused

, BB EHE M 2
4B A8 H5 .
L e S Newly reported persons Previously reported persons
Age group/common type of drugs abused # 2
AB% No. % A8 No. %

FrE4E#: All ages

NESESN 345 14.1 4768 63.2

Heroin

SR 1136 46.4 1678 22.2

Ketamine

=Wy R G EUC TERE 82 34 1041 13.8

Triazolam/Midazolam/Zopiclone

BRI EAEH 621 25.4 1201 15.9

Methamphetamine

% &% 120 4.9 279 3.7

Cough medicine

PN 138 5.6 158 2.1

Cannabis

"-RAH 408 16.7 447 5.9

Cocaine

A3 Total 2 446 7544

SR (D) (EFERNEE RN 2 SR e S o
Notes : More than one type of drugs abused may be reported for an individual drug abuser in a given year.
(2) # (EBARBHEMR K E X G W 2 HAAA AP A 2 Sk e B iR s B st -

As a proportion of all reported drug abusers with known drugs abused in the respective age and newly/previously reported groups.
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Table 2¢c Newly/previously reported drug abusers in 2013 by reason for current

drug use
BREERE ¥ ERE
== 0

ﬁéﬂiﬁi;ﬁsﬁﬁﬁ drug use Newly reported persons Previously reported persons

A8 No. %" A& No. %"
8 PR A e B B v T RKE AR 2 626 26.3 3343 45.6
To avoid discomfort of its absence
ZE|EER PR FEREZEREI TR —R 1 066 44.8 3602 49.1
Peer influence/To identify with peers
A L (A i 1169 49.1 3569 48.6
Relief of boredom/depression/stress
H R =T 648 27.2 1550 21.1
Curiosity
FHORRECECE RE HATR 2 429 18.0 1648 22.5
To seek euphoria or sensory satisfaction
#zf  Total 2 381 7 338

S (1) @R ERRFETERFEA T EREN—([E R REREA -
Notes : More than one reason for current drug use may be reported for an individual drug abuser in a given year.
(2) #AEER G EMAHHIA A 2 SRR & iR AR E 0 E otk -

As a proportion of all reported drug abusers with known reasons for current drug use in the newly/previously reported group.
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Table 2d Newly/previously reported drug abusers in 2013 by age of first abuse

BRI RHFLER BRI EHRE YW ERE
Age of first abuse Newly reported persons Previously reported persons
B No. %" AE No. %"

<12 9 0.4 269 3.6
12-15 509 23.7 2 943 39.6
16 - 17 386 17.9 1451 19.5
18-20 440 20.4 1670 22.5
21-25 315 14.6 648 8.7
26 - 30 209 9.7 281 3.8
>31 284 13.2 161 2.2
SE=F Total 2152 100.0 7423 100.0

BRI B EL PR 21 17

Mean age of first abuse

HRERENHRTAE () 4.6 2.2

Median abusing experience when first reported (year)

R A HER YR ERARNATA R RS R R EE I E ot -
Note:  Asa proportion of all reported drug abusers with known age of first abuse in the newly/previously reported group.
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Table 2e Newly/previously reported drug abusers in 2013 by economic activity status

BREERE YR EHE
AR ENIR Newly reported persons Previously reported persons
Economic activity status B No. %" B No. %"
2R TEANL 1 045 43.4 2355 315
Full-time worker
BT FEB TR AL 303 12.6 870 11.6
Casual/Part-time worker
KFEANL 787 32.7 3716 49.7
Unemployed
B N1 75 3.1 145 1.9
Home-maker
24 146 6.1 72 1.0
Student
BIRAL @ @ 235 3.1
Retired person
HoA 47 2.0 81 1.1
Others
A Total 2 407 100.0 7474 100.0

AERE L # AEE I Y B E AR AT 2 ARSI B E A E AT EE

Note:  As a proportion of all reported drug abusers with known economic activity status in the newly/previously reported group.
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Table 2f Newly/previously reported drug abusers in 2013 by educational

attainment
BREERE YR EHE

HE/KE Newly reported persons Previously reported persons
Educational attainment A& No. %" A8 No. %"
AR  AIEERR 11 0.5 109 15
No schooling/kindergarten
IINEREFE 169 6.9 1890 25.3
Primary
YIRS (h—2f=) 1330 54.6 3976 53.2
Lower secondary (Forms 1 to 3)
SHEE (huzEsft) 830 34.1 1422 19.0
Upper secondary (Forms 4 to 7)
HEREEE 94 3.9 81 1.1
Tertiary
A1 Total 2434 100.0 7478 100.0

AERE L # EE Y E RN AT R E BB E KR BRI E ST -

Note:  As a proportion of all reported drug abusers with known educational attainment in the newly/previously reported group.
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Table 29 Newly/previously reported drug abusers in 2013 by sex by marital status

by whether partner took drugs

MR B IRARSE,
HEEERKRE BREEHE R
Sex/marital status/ Newly reported persons Previously reported persons
whether partner took drugs AE No. % AE No. %
B Male
K454 Never married 1248 72.9 2 883 45.3
.45 [5]J& Married/Cohabiting 371 21.7 2 359 37.1
I E R 35 15.0 * 170 11.8 *#
Partner took drugs
FEIE R AR 7 198 85.0 * 1265 88.2 *
Partner did not take drugs
Heas & Divorced/Separated 91 5.3 1064 16.7
fi® /& Widowed @ @ 54 0.8
/)&F Sub-total 1711 100.0 6 360 100.0
% Female
K454 Never married 450 63.6 569 50.7
.45 [5]J= Married/Cohabiting 180 25.5 356 31.7
I E R 56 434 # 121 446 *
Partner took drugs
AR 7 73 56.6 # 150 55.4 #
Partner did not take drugs
Heas /7 & Divorced/Separated 71 10.0 166 14.8
% &= Widowed 6 0.8 32 2.8
/\FF Sub-total 707 100.0 1123 100.0
B4r-&5F Both sexes
k4548 Never married 1698 70.2 3452 46.1
.45 [5]J= Married/Cohabiting 551 22.8 2715 36.3
AR 2 91 25.1 # 291 17.1 #
Partner took drugs
IR AR 2 271 74.9 # 1415 82.9 #
Partner did not take drugs
W4 4y J& Divorced/Separated 162 6.7 1230 16.4
% & Widowed 7 0.3 86 1.1
#&=f Total 2418 100.0 7 483 100.0

AR # (BRI RE R G E SRR N EREE FE Rk AR B EERTE T

Note : As a proportion of reported married/cohabiting drug abusers with known information on whether partner took drugs
in the respective sex and newly/previously reported groups.
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Table 3a Reported drug abusers in 2013 by sex by age by common type of drugs
abused
=W/
BREW Ry,
FHELS? R RE
JEAtEH Triazolam/ I EE
TSR S el Methamp- midazolam/ Gl 7S Cough K
Heroin Ketamine hetamine zopiclone Cocaine medicine Cannabis
P o N ¢ N ¢ N ¢ N4 N4 AB AR
Sex/age No. %" No. %" No. % No. %" No. %" No. %" No. %
B Male
<16 @ @ 37 1.3 12 0.7 - - 20 2.3 @ @ 7 2.4
16 - 20 39 0.8 381 135 194 10.6 @ @ 241 28.2 39 9.8 63 21.3
21-30 253 49 1212 43.1 366 20.1 49 4.4 264 30.9 126 31.6 90 30.4
>31 4220 82.5 428 15.2 777 426 892 79.4 140 16.4 211 52.9 111 375
/\&F Sub-total 4513 88.3 2058 73.1 1349 74.0 946 84.2 665 77.8 377 94.5 271 91.6
% Female
<16 @ @ 33 1.2 33 1.8 - - 16 1.9 - - @ @
16-20 7 0.1 154 5.5 124 6.8 @ @ 69 8.1 @ @ 7 2.4
21-30 37 0.7 460 16.3 142 7.8 14 1.2 76 8.9 8 2.0 6 2.0
>31 554 10.8 109 3.9 174 9.5 159 14.2 29 3.4 12 3.0 10 34
/)it Sub-total 600 11.7 756 26.9 473 26.0 177 15.8 190 22.2 22 5.5 25 8.4
B4-&%5t Both sexes
<16 @ @ 70 25 45 25 - - 36 4.2 @ @ 9 3.0
16 - 20 46 0.9 535 19.0 318 175 9 0.8 310 36.3 41 10.3 70 23.6
21-30 290 57 1672 59.4 508 27.9 63 5.6 340 39.8 134 33.6 96 324
>31 4774 93.4 537 19.1 951 522 1051 93.6 169 19.8 223 55.9 121 40.9
AFf Total 5113 1000 2814 1000 1822 100.0 1123  100.0 855  100.0 399  100.0 296  100.0
SEHAES Mean age 46 26 31 43 24 32 29
R () ERWERREETEENTHERRES N —EES -
Notes : More than one type of drugs abused may be reported for an individual drug abuser in a given year.

(2) # (AR E W RN T 2R EAYE It -

As a proportion of all reported drug abusers in the respective common drug abuser groups.
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Table 3b Reported drug abusers in 2013 by district of residence by common type
of drugs abused
=g/
BRER Ry,
HEZ FITrrE
JEfthE Triazolam/ BB
ERE i Methamp- midazolam/ GRS Cough pN i
Heroin Ketamine hetamine zopiclone Cocaine medicine Cannabis
EE AR ABC L KB ABC AR A AB
District of residence No. No. No. No. No. No. No
FPEE 83 1.7 27 1.0 29 1.6 25 2.3 7 0.8 @ @ 9 3.1
Central & Western
ST 95 2.0 7 0.3 21 1.2 16 1.4 10 1.2 10 25 9 3.1
Wan Chai
HIE 208 4.3 103 3.7 67 3.8 62 5.6 27 3.2 24 6.1 17 5.8
Eastern
HE 103 21 116 4.2 85 4.8 40 3.6 28 3.3 17 43 16 5.5
Southern
SHIZRIF 590 12.1 114 4.1 162 9.1 69 6.2 44 5.2 45 11.5 26 8.9
Yau Tsim Mong
TEKEE 755 15.5 172 6.2 151 8.5 132 11.9 68 8.0 18 46 16 5.5
Sham Shui Po
FLEER 204 42 85 3.1 73 4.1 35 3.2 32 3.8 15 38 12 4.1
Kowloon City
A 322 6.6 191 6.9 116 6.5 77 7.0 49 5.8 13 3.3 14 48
Wong Tai Sin
fazhics 530 10.9 186 6.7 158 8.9 117 10.6 64 75 31 7.9 16 55
Kwun Tong
TE 299 6.1 238 8.5 125 7.0 48 4.3 88 10.4 15 3.8 13 45
Kwai Tsing
e 185 3.8 72 2.6 58 3.3 37 3.3 28 3.3 13 3.3 9 3.1
Tsuen Wan
tips 346 71 200 7.2 142 8.0 89 8.1 39 4.6 25 6.4 15 5.2
Tuen Mun
TCEA 372 7.6 420 15.1 183 10.3 93 8.4 157 18.5 36 9.2 45 15.5
Yuen Long
L& 158 3.2 293 10.5 126 7.1 58 5.2 65 7.7 16 4.1 17 5.8
North
I 177 3.6 143 5.1 97 5.4 80 7.2 30 35 43 10.9 15 5.2
Tai Po
Y 251 5.2 188 6.8 81 45 67 6.1 67 7.9 17 43 23 7.9
Sha Tin
PHE 123 25 129 4.6 69 3.9 45 41 39 4.6 11 2.8 13 45
Sai Kung
HEE 65 13 100 3.6 38 2.1 15 1.4 6 0.7 39 9.9 6 21
Islands
SE=F Total 4 866 100.0 2784 100.0 1781 100.0 1105 100.0 848 100.0 393 100.0 291 100.0

HEE (1) EERRFETEEFEN I ERE RSN RS -
Notes : More than one type of drugs abused may be reported for an individual drug abuser in a given year.

() #AEBHEPREFELMERIATA # 2 SE EE R EEHE L -

As a proportion of all reported drug abusers with known district of residence in the respective common drug abuser groups.
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Table 3c Reported drug abusers in 2013 by age of first abuse by common type of
drugs abused
=Wy
BREEw gy,
HEZ T
JEAtBH Triazolam/ % &%
TERE SRR Methamp- midazolam/ Gl | Cough N
Heroin Ketamine hetamine zopiclone Cocaine medicine Cannabis
BEHRKEELER N ot AB o AB o AB ot AB ot AB ot AB ot
Age of first abuse No.  ® No. ® Mo N T Ne ® e T Ne P
<12 173 34 15 0.6 15 0.9 7 0.7 @ @ @ @ @ @
12-15 1559  30.7 971 382 362 217 131 122 183 252 92 243 81 335
16 - 17 905  17.8 529  20.8 254 152 110 102 180 248 69 182 53 219
18-20 1344 264 556 219 358 215 195 181 147 203 88 232 46 190
21-25 599  11.8 250 9.8 230  13.8 173 16.1 9% 132 62 164 29 120
26-30 284 5.6 115 45 168 101 153 142 52 7.2 40 106 13 5.4
>31 221 43 103 4.1 279 167 307 285 64 8.8 26 6.9 17 7.0
S&=F Total 5085 100.0 2539 1000 1666 100.0 1076  100.0 725  100.0 379  100.0 242 100.0
2 M R 18 18 22 26 20 20 19

GlEaashs o
Mean age of first abusing
the respective type of drugs

AR (1) (ERERRFEEEEFEN TR ERE RSN —EE -

Notes :

(2) # (LB FE PR RELENNFTA 28 E R & IRV EE e -

As a proportion of all reported drug abusers with known age of first abuse in the respective common drug abuser groups.
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Table 3d Reported drug abusers in 2013 by method of taking drugs by common
type of drugs abused
=W/
BREERL Gy,
HEZL LR
JEAtEE Triazolam/ % BE
s TERE SRR Methamp- midazolam/ Gl | Cough N

wéﬂ”“ﬁ% Heroin Ketamine hetamine zopiclone Cocaine medicine Cannabis
Method of taking - -
arugs N % e % e % N % N % e W e W
PR 1] 2039 40.4 @ @ 6 0.3 561 50.4 @ @ @ @ @ @
Injection
e A B 3073 60.9 86 31 1399 78.6 196 17.6 227 27.7 @ @ 56 19.4
Fume inhaling
DIEEEEE N & 986 195 37 13 194 109 13 1.2 445 543 6 15 228 789
Smoking
21 89 18 2658 95.9 188 10.6 33 3.0 154 18.8 @ @ 7 2.4
Sniffing
C1iR 41 0.8 54 1.9 78 4.4 396 355 32 39 386 97.7 8 2.8
Oral ingestion
FEf Total 5047 1000 2771 1000 1780 100.0 1114  100.0 819  100.0 395  100.0 289  100.0

AR (1) (ERERRFEEEEFEN TR ERE RSN —EE -

Notes :

BN EAENE L -

More than one type of drugs abused may be reported for an individual drug abuser in a given year.

(@) #AEBHWEREFLENNTARE 8RR EHED

As a proportion of all reported drug abusers with known method of taking drugs in the respective common drug abuser groups.
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Table 3e Reported drug abusers in 2013 by economic activity status by common
type of drugs abused
=y
BREws gy,
BRHEZ PEUCTERE
JEAtEE Triazolam/ i3
R N TERE SRR Methamp- midazolam/ Gl | Cough N
éﬁ‘}ﬁ;ﬁi}jﬂjﬁyﬂ. . Heroin Ketamine hetamine zopiclone Cocaine medicine Cannabis
Economic activity e e e e e e e
status # # # # # # #
No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. %
2R T/EAL 1341 265 1266  46.1 626  35.2 286  25.8 316 38.2 139 356 131 453
Full-time worker
BT/ B TAEA L 475 9.4 398 145 244 137 110 9.9 136 164 83 213 46 159
Casual/Part-time
worker
KFEANL 2864  56.6 852  31.0 776 436 663  59.7 257 310 155  39.7 79 273
Unemployed
(ESEES YN 116 2.3 49 18 32 18 36 3.2 10 1.2 6 15 @ @
Home-maker
24 6 0.1 118 4.3 63 35 @ @ 52 6.3 @ @ 27 9.3
Student
BIKAL 236 4.7 @ @ 10 0.9 @ @ - .
Retired person
HA 18 0.4 65 2.4 37 2.1 @ @ 56 6.8 @ @ @ @
Others
A= Total 5056 1000 2748 1000 1779 1000 1110 100.0 828 100.0 390 100.0 289  100.0

ik (1) ERREREEEESENTHERR &SN —TE 5w

Notes :

(2) # (B ERR B FmAL RN FTA # 2 SRS B IR s HVE L -

As a proportion of all reported drug abusers with known economic activity status in the respective common drug abuser groups.
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More than one type of drugs abused may be reported for an individual drug abuser in a given year.
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Table 3f Reported drug abusers in 2013 by locality of abusing drugs by common

type of drugs abused
=gy
BREM g
FRELEE HPUCTERE
JEfZHH Triazolam/ %3
IR S HE Methamp- midazolam/ i s Cough K
0% B et Bh Heroin Ketamine hetamine zopiclone Cocaine medicine Cannabis
Locality of abusing
drugs o % e % G % e % e % e % e W

HEZR /AR AIR 2582 514 1220 451 1054 59.6 543 48.7 331 40.4 138 35.9 105 37.4
Home/friend's home only

TER / IIRATZ B
1516 302 959 355 506 286 504 452 322 393 123 320 110 391
oAl 3thBE

Home/friend's home and other localities

A H A B 925 18.4 525 19.4 207 11.7 69 6.2 167 20.4 123 320 66 235
Other localities only

H /4 Other localities

A
Y PN = P 2332 464 843 312 489 277 528 473 238 290 117 305 109 388

ST

Public area like recreation area/public garden/public toilet

8115 Aok 13 0.3 455  16.8 90 5.1 6 05 139 170 6 1.6 40 142
Disco/karaoke

Zhr - AE
A BT 26 05 219 8.1 61 35 6 05 86 105 9 23 22 7.8

HIIRE G e
Party gathering in club house/building/hotel/bar

EHr KB
B A R 91 18 271 100 66 37 24 22 108 132 19 49 20 7.1

IS &
Non-party gathering in club house/building/hotel/bar

BT @ @ 87 3.2 42 2.4 18 1.6 21 26 98 255 14 5.0
Electronic game centre

IIERE .~ 480 11 0.2 177 6.5 56 3.2 @ @ 64 7.8 @ @ 11 3.9
Coffee shop/internet café

HHE - JEE
ST
Apartment/bungalow/rental area

BB (T4
) . - @ e e e - - @ e o - @ @

School (include school hostel)

41 0.8 53 2.0 83 4.7 13 1.2 34 4.1 @ @ 9 3.2

#EFf Total 5023 100.0 2704 100.0 1767 100.0 1116  100.0 820 100.0 384 1000 281 1000

HE () EERREE TN E SRR E SN Eimn T — AR e o
Notes : More than one type of drugs abused and locality may be reported for an individual drug abuser in a given year.
(2) #AEEFEWR iR ATA 1 2 W B st B R s E A E oL

As a proportion of all reported drug abusers with known localities of abusing drugs in the respective common drug abuser groups.
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Table 4a Reported heroin and psychotropic substance abusers in 2013 by sex

by age
R / Gl FERRRREE FERRELEFHED
Sex / age Reported heroin abusers Reported psychotropic substance abusers
g 3 No. %" 3 No. %"

B Male
<12 - - - -
12-15 @ @ 61 1.0
16 - 17 @ @ 216 3.5
18-20 37 0.7 483 7.9
21-30 253 4.9 1740 28.4
31-40 1264 24.7 1251 20.4
41 -50 1258 24.6 624 10.2
>51 1698 33.2 346 5.6
/M\FF Sub-total 4513 88.3 4721 76.9
SEgFEES Mean age 47 32

% Female
<12 - - - -
12-15 @ @ 64 1.0
16 - 17 @ @ 88 1.4
18-20 6 0.1 200 3.3
21-30 37 0.7 612 10.0
31-40 297 5.8 304 5.0
41 -50 182 3.6 116 1.9
>51 75 15 32 0.5
/iF Sub-total 600 11.7 1416 23.1
SRS Mean age 40 28

B4 &% Both sexes
<12 - - - -
12-15 @ @ 125 2.0
16 - 17 @ @ 304 5.0
18-20 43 0.8 683 111
21-30 290 5.7 2 352 38.3
31-40 1561 30.5 1555 25.3
41 -50 1440 28.2 740 12.1
>51 1773 34.7 378 6.2
A=t Total 5113 100.0 6 137 100.0
SEEES Mean age 46 31

HE () ERERREE TN E SRR B SN EEm o
Notes : More than one type of drugs abused may be reported for an individual drug abuser in a given year.
(2) #ASEMERARSEE A RNFA W EHRESEENE L -

As a proportion of all reported drug abusers in the respective drug abuser groups.
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Table 4b Reported heroin and psychotropic substance abusers in 2013 by district
of residence

WEHRREEEH HED
B EHMERIGREE Reported psychotropic

BRI Reported heroin abusers substance abusers

District of residence AE{ No. %" AEf No. %"
th7EE 83 1.7 94 1.6
Central & Western
(T 95 2.0 59 1.0
Wan Chai
& 208 4.3 248 4.1
Eastern
HE 103 2.1 246 4.1
Southern
SHZRHE 590 12.1 385 6.4
Yau Tsim Mong
EK3E 755 15.5 480 7.9
Sham Shui Po
TLEEDK 204 4.2 230 3.8
Kowloon City
EWNI]] 322 6.6 380 6.3
Wong Tai Sin
i 530 10.9 475 7.9
Kwun Tong
e 299 6.1 445 7.4
Kwai Tsing
= 185 3.8 183 3.0
Tsuen Wan
ify 346 7.1 433 7.2
Tuen Mun
JCEA 372 7.6 762 12.6
Yuen Long
JE&E 158 3.2 468 7.7
North
pawriil 177 3.6 354 5.9
Tai Po
VhH 251 5.2 369 6.1
Sha Tin
mE 123 2.5 260 4.3
Sai Kung
=N 65 1.3 173 2.9
Islands
F=f Total 4 866 100.0 6 044 100.0

HEE (D) EERRFEEEFEN I ERE RSN g -
Notes : More than one type of drugs abused may be reported for an individual drug abuser in a given year.
(2) #(EEAER SR AR 2 HE S YR FE R 20 -

As a proportion of all reported drug abusers with known district of residence in the respective drug abuser groups.
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Table 4c Reported heroin and psychotropic substance abusers in 2013 by reason
for current drug use

BERRREEFEELE
WEHRRBEEE Reported psychotropic

B eEnERER Reported heroin abusers substance abusers
Reason for current drug use AB No. %" AB No. %"

R R B B T JRCE R 2 620 52.3 2148 36.1

To avoid discomfort of its absence

ZEIERE 2 R LI TR — R 2526 50.5 2 894 48.7

Peer influence/To identify with peers

fiEerd &SR BT 2337 46.7 3149 53.0

Relief of boredom/depression/stress

R4 =7 757 15.1 1751 29.5

Curiosity

FORRRCECE RE_EAYE 2 1001 20.0 1461 24.6
To seek euphoria or sensory satisfaction

M= Total 5005 5944

R (D) (EFEE RN EE RN 2 W —EE R e s A
Notes : More than one reason for current drug use may be reported for an individual drug abuser in a given year.
(2) # L& MEEREEL NPT 2RI R & F ARk EEN S

As a proportion of all reported drug abusers with known reasons for current drug use in the respective drug abuser groups.
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Introduction

1. Effective policy against drug abuse
has to be formulated with reference to the
drug abuse situation and trends. This need
has long been recognized in Hong Kong.
Therefore, the Narcotics Division (ND) of
the Government Secretariat in 1972
established the CRDA that serves to monitor
changes in trends and characteristics of the
drug abuse situation in Hong Kong.

Objectives of the CRDA

2. The objectives of the Registry as
revised in 2001 are :

(@) to identify trends of drug abuse and
characteristics of the drug abusing
population in Hong Kong, with reference
to the demographic characteristics of the
overall population;

to coordinate statistics from various
sources for analyzing the characteristics
of the reported addict population at any
given time, and to contrast these
characteristics among abusers reported
from various sources;

(b)

to database which is

(©) provide a
responsive to requests for monitoring
selected groups of drug abusers with
regard to their drug abusing patterns

over a period of time for research;
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(d) to provide a basis for integrating with
other drug-related statistical systems so
that information in these systems can be
captured and statistics related and

compared; and

(e) to provide up-to-date statistics in a
timely manner for dissemination to the

public.

Methodology

3. Reports on confirmed or suspected
drug abusers contained in the CRDA are
submitted to the CRDA via a standard record
sheet by a wide network of reporting
agencies comprising law enforcement
departments, treatment and welfare agencies,
tertiary institutions, hospitals and clinics. A
list of CRDA reporting agencies specified in
the Fourth Schedule to the Dangerous Drugs
Ordinance (Chapter 134) is at Appendix 3.
The record sheet solicits information on the
social and demographic characteristics of
and drug-taking information on drug abusers
who come into contact with those agencies
on a quarterly basis. A specimen of the
record sheet in use since April 2005 is at
Appendix 4. Thus, the Police Force and the
Customs and Excise Department report on
every confirmed or suspected abuser arrested
by them. The Correctional Services
Department reports on drug abusers on their
admission to prisons or drug addiction
relapsed
rehabilitation

treatment centres and also on

prisoners. Treatment and
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agencies report on new and readmitted cases.
Welfare agencies report when a confirmed or
suspected drug abuser approaches them for
assistance.  Outreaching social workers
report on drug abusers who come to them for
services. Hospitals and clinics complete a
record sheet in respect of any patient who
has shown withdrawal symptoms of drug
addiction or who confesses to being a drug

abuser.
4. Te FHEFDER > %3 F 4, For the purpose of reporting, drug
AR BT AT T B AL abuse is defined as the taking of substance
B EE 0 & H RUefoik ¢ B that harms or threatens to harm the physical,
PR A BEARY BAZAEEL VARG mental or social well-being of an individual,
el B R R R RF I oo R G in doses above or for periods beyond those
PET S GRRRER R BT HA S normally  regarded as  therapeutic.
Fed R B J oo i PR AR R 4 A R Substances of abuse can be broadly divided
# R iAo d SJF VR e into two categories - narcotics analgesics
Mo T HAF F R P and psychotropic substances.  Narcotics
FBEH CEFREEF T B analgesics refer to heroin, opium, morphine
do F RfE R B Ao BB R E o A and physeptone/methadone while
FIHE R B X R A AR T 43 psychotropic substances include
& o hallucinogens,  depressants,  stimulants,

tranquillizers and other substances such as
ketamine, cough medicine and organic
solvents. Taking alcohol and tobacco are
not regarded as drug abuse.

5. FHa s 54y adp TP 5. The overall number of drug abusers
AR AE R DR I refers to the total number of individual
BEEEEARTAR I B d S persons reported to the Registry in the given
AP o 8 &K - fAMgE &4 period, irrespective of whether they were
B ) A dp tedg LN R IR G S reported for more than once and the number
SR A Hi o A PR B H - g of drugs taken. The number of drug

SR SRR IR

W
&

abusers for a particular drug type, however,

-03-
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is defined as the total number of all
individuals who had abused the drug within
the given period, irrespective of whether they
took it singly or concurrently with other

drugs.

6. All record sheets received in paper
form are checked, coded and the data are
Together with
those record sheets submitted electronically
over the Internet to the CRDA, the inputted
data are then validated. To avoid multiple

input into the computer.

counting of the same person and enable
identification of newly reported cases as
against the previously reported ones in the
CRDA database, the computer will match
data input with previously known cases in
the database, using the name, identity card
With the
tabulations are

number, birth date, sex and etc.
updated CRDA database,
produced. Regular statistics on drug abuser
characteristics are compiled. They serve as
indicators of the drug abuse trend in Hong
Kong.

Data Confidentiality

7. As reporting to the CRDA is entirely
voluntary, it is essential to secure the
confidence of both individual drug abusers
This is achieved by
statutory protection to the
confidentiality of all records maintained in

and reporting agencies.
conferring

the CRDA and its reporting agencies under
the Dangerous Drugs Ordinance.
Guidelines for reporting data to the CRDA
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have also been regularly updated to comply
with the provisions of the Personal Data
(Privacy) Ordinance that was implemented in
December 1996.

8. The records of all persons reported to
the CRDA are handled in strict confidence
and are accessible only to those who are
directly involved in the operation of the
CRDA. They in turn are required to
observe the rule of confidentiality. All
records are immune from search and from
production in court except under very serious
and compelling circumstances. All
published reports are statistical in nature and
contain no information that could lead to any
individual drug abuser being identified.
This enhances the confidence of the
reporting agencies in the CRDA and
provides a firm basis for their continuous
cooperation and the regular supply of
reliable information. At the same time,
individual abusers are assured that their
anonymity will be maintained, thus allaying
any fear of being exposed when they come
forward for treatment.

Data limitations

9. Although its reporting network
encompasses a large number of reporting
agencies such as law enforcement

departments, treatment and welfare agencies,
hospitals and clinics, the CRDA
voluntary reporting system which can only
record drug abusers who have come into

is a
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contact with and been reported by the
reporting agencies. It is therefore not
possible for the CRDA to ascertain the exact
size of the drug abusing population in Hong
Kong at any particular time. The statistics
should be taken as indicators of the trends in
drug abuse over time rather than a finite

definition of the situation.

10. Given the definitions of drug abusers
of a particular type and multiple drug
abusers, it is not meaningful to add up the
number of reported drug abusers for
individual drug types, the sum of which is
usually greater than the overall total number
of reported drug abusers in a given year.

11.
abusers,

Specific data items of individual
other than the basic personal
particulars such as age and sex, may not have
been fully provided for one reason and
another.  The analyses presented in this
report are thus only based on the reported
information available to the CRDA, which
are inevitably not exhaustive. Nevertheless,
information on individual data items have
been provided for most, or well above 90%,
of reported individuals. A table showing
the numbers and proportions of individuals
with known information on specific data
items in 2013 is given below.
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pAFHAED
Specified data items

E#/1 4 p ¥ 2w Ageldate of birth and sex

(CERE3RIEP) (mandatory items)
LY} Type of drugs abused

PR AFETR R Marital status

Ky okT Educational attainment
JONERE District of residence

B FH i=aga) Type of quarters

EE R Activity status

RGO ke Whether previously convicted
BB G R E Age of first abuse

MpEF § 3 5 R 7 Reason for current drug use

R ad e Place of abusing drugs
2 IE AR 13 Locality of abusing drugs

FRETRSLL Ty AR R 4R
No. of individuals with R L
known information % of all reported individuals

10 069 100.0

9990 99.2

9901 98.3

9912 98.4

9751 96.8

9539 94.7

9881 98.1

9848 97.8

9575 95.1

9719 96.5

9870 98.0

9717 96.5

12. 2R/ *4E2
R LAY E 3
FRIFZFRBRR G SR T
AiEmE gl ER s d Fahr
Frim o 822X M eanp & 2 F 2t
AR AAERERALFE L P E
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12. In interpreting findings of the report,
the above have to be borne in mind. The
statistics should be taken as indicators of the
trends in drug abuse over time rather than an
absolute reflection of the whole situation.
The percentage distribution, though not
calculated for all reported individuals, can be
taken Dbroadly to reflect the general
characteristics of drug abusers.

Figure Revision

13. Figures for the number of drug
abusers in previous two years may have been
slightly revised and are thus different from
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those presented in previous issues of this
series of report. It is because after the
cut-off time of data collection of each
reference year, some agencies still submit
records to the Registry on abusers contacted
within preceding years, or revise records
submitted.
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Age : Age is the number of complete years a
person has passed since birth. It is derived
from month and year of birth reported.

Age of first abuse : This refers to the age
when drug abuse first started, regardless of the
types of drugs taken then. If a particular type
of drug is specified, it refers to the age of first
abuse for such type of drug.

District of residence : This refers to the
district where a reported person is known to be
residing at the time of report.

Drug abuse : For the purpose of reporting,
drug abuse is defined as the taking of
substances which 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. Substances abused are classified
into two categories, viz. narcotics analgesics
and psychotropic substances (please also see
narcotics  analgesics and  psychotropic
substances), but exclude alcohol and tobacco.

Economic activity status : A person can be
classified into various different economic
activity status including :

(i) full-time worker refers to an
employee, employer or a self-
employed who had formal job

attachment (i.e. had continued receipt
of wage, or had an assurance or an
agreed date of return to job or
business, or was in receipt of
compensation without obligation to
accept another job) and was working
under a regular pattern with fixed
number of usual days of work per
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(ii)

(iii)

(iv)

(v)

(vi)

Educational attainment :

month or fixed number of usual
hours of work per week / month
during the seven days prior to the time
of report;

Casual / part-time worker refers to a
person who was working on a
day-to-day basis or for whom the
number of usual days of work per
week or usual hours of work per
working day / week was either not
fixed or irregular during the seven
days prior to the time of report;

unemployed refers to a person who
had been available for work but had
not performed any work for pay
during the seven days prior to the time
of report;

home-maker refers to a person who
looks after the home without pay;

student refers to a person who is
studying and were not working during
the seven days prior to the time of
report.  Student worker should be
classified as an employed person and
is not included in this category;

others includes (a) persons who do not
have to work for a living and who
cannot work due to permanent
sickness or disablement; and (b)
workers in illicit trade.

This refers to the

highest level of education attained by a person

in school or other educational

institution,

regardless of whether he/she had completed
the course.
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Ethnicity : The ethnicity of a person may be
reported by the reporting agency after
checking the person’s relevant document or
just simply based on observation.

Locality of abusing drug : This refers to the
location where a reported person abused
drugs, such as home, friend’s home, public
area like recreation area/public garden/public
toilet and disco/karaoke.

Narcotics analgesics : This refers to heroin,
opium, morphine and physeptone/methadone.

Place of abusing drug : This includes Hong
Kong or an area or a country outside Hong
Kong, such as Macao SAR and Mainland of
China - Shenzhen.

Psychotropic substances : For reporting
purpose, psychotropic substances include
hallucinogens (e.g. cannabis), depressants (e.g.
methaqualone), stimulants (e.g. MDMA,
methamphetamine and cocaine), tranquillizers
(e.g. triazolam/midazolam/zopiclone  and
diazepam) and other substances such as
ketamine, cough medicine and organic
solvents.

Reported drug abuser : This refers to a
person reported to the CRDA by a particular
agency, who has come into contact with the
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. A person
who is reported for more than once (from the
same or different reporting agencies) within a
given year is counted as one reported
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individual. The number of reported drug
abusers for a particular drug type is defined as
the total number of all individuals who had
abused the drug within a given vyear,
irrespective of whether they took it singly or
concurrently with other drugs. Analyses of
reported drug abusers is made from various
perspectives including :

Newly reported person refers to a person who
is known to the CRDA for the first time (i.e.
no precedent reported case on him/her in the
CRDA at the time of report), irrespective of
the types of drugs taken and the period of
analysis.

Previously reported person refers to a person
who has been recorded by the CRDA before in
preceding years.

Multiple drug abuser refers to a person who is
reported to have taken more than one type of
drugs within the specified period, irrespective
of whether the drugs were taken singly or
concurrently with other drugs.

The number of reported drug abusers for a
particular year is the sum of that of newly
reported persons and that of previously
reported persons for the same year.

-102 -



“téx 3 Appendix 3

(FUEFiEG) Hi2 e nERFTHBHE

Reporting agencies in the Fourth Schedule to the Dangerous Drugs Ordinance

=

e o o
No ok wbdE o

18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24,
25.
26.
217.
28.
29.
30.

31.
32.
33.
34.

35.
36.
37.
38.

© © NGk wWD

L o
Bk P ART] AL € IRAEP

e T HALE IR

E—"TEI;‘?/IU' i =4 "é NN F\l;ijg\]_ﬁ]»}; P
EEmF R
AipmE
R FIe IR
BERATL G ”ﬁ S
AEHRE A EF AP
TR A %‘?]‘m

LR SRR

- ERF

kM

EANE GNP
R

7 b

it F 1

LL,F,@];”,! g A

RAEELFR
ARG EFR
AipEE s

P Flix

BB F 0 E IR

A B AR RIS
ik Feim il g

BB EAL AL € PRI
ABBESE
é%ﬁﬁﬁ

é%%ﬁﬁ*%ﬁ

FradLh
B B R EAL § PRI
22 2F S
ARERE &G

%é*ﬁ
PALF e
i€ EH R

= i f’r?fhja LA

SER=RENR

c‘}»

S TE R

- 103 -

Lo

e e T e o
No ok DD E o

18.
19.
20.
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25.
26.
217.
28.
29.
30.

31,
32,
33.
34,

35.
36.
37.
38.
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Name of agency

Aberdeen Kai-fong Welfare Association Social
Service Centre
Baptist Oi Kwan Social Service

Barnabas Charitable Service Association Limited
Canossa Hospital (Caritas)

Caritas-Hong Kong

Christian Family Service Centre

Christian New Life Association Limited
Christian Zheng Sheng Association Limited

Chu Hai College of Higher Education

City University of Hong Kong

. Correctional Services Department

Customs and Excise Department

DACARS, Limited

Department of Health

Education Bureau

Evangel Hospital

Glorious Praise Fellowship (Hong Kong)
Limited

Hong Kong Adventist Hospital

Hong Kong Baptist Hospital

Hong Kong Baptist University

Hong Kong Central Hospital

Hong Kong Children & Youth Services

Hong Kong Christian Service

Hong Kong Family Welfare Society

Hong Kong Lutheran Social Service

Hong Kong Playground Association

Hong Kong Police Force

Hong Kong Sanatorium and Hospital Limited
Hong Kong Sheng Kung Hui Welfare Council

Hong Kong Young Women's Christian
Association
Hospital Authority

International Social Service Hong Kong Branch
KELY Support Group

Ling Oi Centre, Finnish Evangelical Lutheran
Mission

Lingnan University

Matilda and War Memorial Hospital

Methodist Epworth Village Community Centre

Mission Ark Limited
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39.
40.
41,

42,
43.
44,
45,
46.
47,
48.

49.
50.
51.

52.
53.

54,
55.
56.
57.
58.
59.
60.

61.
62.
63.

64.

65.
66.
67.
68.
69.
70.
71.
72.

Name of agency

Operation Dawn Limited
Precious Blood Hospital (Caritas)

Sha Tin International Medical Centre Union
Hospital
Social Welfare Department

St. James' Settlement
St. Paul's Hospital
St. Stephen's Society
St. Teresa's Hospital
Stewards Limited

The Boys' and Girls' Clubs Association of Hong
Kong
The Boys' Brigade, Hong Kong Limited

The Chinese University of Hong Kong

The Chinese Young Men's Christian Association
of Hong Kong
The Christian New Being Fellowship Limited

The Church of United Brethren in Christ Hong
Kong Limited
The Evangelical Lutheran Church of Hong Kong

The Hong Kong Council of Social Service
The Hong Kong Federation of Youth Groups
The Hong Kong Institute of Education

The Hong Kong Medical Association

The Hong Kong Polytechnic University

The Hong Kong University of Science and
Technology
The Neighbourhood Advice-Action Council

The Salvation Army

The Society for the Aid and Rehabilitation of
Drug Abusers

The Society of Rehabilitation and Crime
Prevention, Hong Kong

The University of Hong Kong

Tsuen Wan Adventist Hospital

Tung Wah Group of Hospitals
Vocational Training Council

Wu Oi Christian Centre

Yan Oi Tong Limited

Yang Memorial Methodist Social Service
Zion Social Service Limited
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CENTRAL REGISTRY OF DRUG ABUSE CONFIDENTIAL
RECORD SHEET when entered with data

Please circle appropriate answer for multiple choice questions

1. Reporting Agency Office/Branch Leave shaded boxes in blank  |2. Date of Contact

day month year

3. Name (in Chinese characters; if non-Chinese, in English)

4. HKID Card No. (for non-Hong Kong resident, please quote other document number)

Last i
nere EeIeme Other document number
5. Sex: 1 Male 2 Female 7. Date of Birth
6. Ethnicity: 11 Chinese 12 Other (please specify)
day month year

12. District of Residence

8. Marital Status

11 Central & Western 21 Yau Tsim Mong 25 Kwun Tong 34 YuenLong 38 Sai Kung

1 Never married 2 Married/Cohabiting 12 Wan Chai 22 Sham Shui Po 31 Kwai Tsing 35 North 39 Islands
3 Widowed 4 Divorced/Separated 9 Unknown 13 Eastern 23 Kowloon City 32 Tsuen Wan 36 Tai Po 99 Unknown
14 Southern 24 Wong Tai Sin 33 Tuen Mun 37 Sha Tin
9. Did your partner take drugs in the last four weeks?
1 Yes 2 No 3 Not applicable 9 Unknown [13. Years of Residence in Hong Kong (in complete years)

10. Educational Attainment (the highest level attained, regardless if the course

was completed or not)

14. Type of Quarters

1 No schooling/Kindergarten 4 Upper secondary (S4-S7) 1 Public rental flats 4 Temporary housing
2 Primary 5 Tertiary 2 Subsidized sale flats 5 Other (please specify)
3 Lower secondary (S1-S3) 9 Unknown 3 Private residential flats 9 Unknown
11. Activity Status 15. Whether previously convicted?
1 Full-time worker 6 Student 1 Yes, drug-related offences 5 No
2 Casual/Part-time worker 7 Retired 2 Yes, other offences 9 Unknown
3 Worker in illicit trade 8 Other (please specify) 3 Yes, both drug-related and other offences
4 Unemployed 4 Yes, offences unknown
5 Home-maker 9 Unknown

16. Type of substances abused in the last four weeks

Usual
Type of substances method of taking

Usual expenditure Frequency of taking Age of first
for each taking (HK$) (* Please circle as appropriate) abuse

times per day/week/month*

I

times per day/week/month*

times per day/week/month*

4

|

times per day/week/month*

17. Place of abusing drugs in the last four weeks (one or more answers)

18. Locality of abusing drugs in the last four weeks (one or more answers)

11 Hong Kong SAR 21 Asian countries (please specify) 11 Home 16 Apartment/Bungalow/Rental area
12 Macau SAR 12 Friend's home 17 Disco/Karaoke
13 Mainland of China - Shenzhen 31 Other countries (please specify) 13 School/Hostel 18 Night club/Internet Café
14 Mainland of China - Guangdong 14 Party gathering in 19 Electronic game centre
Province (other than Shenzhen) 99 Unknown club house/building/hotel/bar 20 Cinema/Theatre
15 Mainland of China - other province 15 Non-party gathering in 21 Recreation area/Public garden/Public toilet

club house/building/hotel/bar 22 Others (please specify)

19. Reason(s) for current drug use (one or more answers)

1 Curiosity 4 For self-medication 7 Under influence of the partner 9 Unknown
2 Peer influence/To identify with peers 5 Avoid discomfort of its absence 8 Other reason (please specify)
3 Relief of boredom/depression/stress 6 To seek euphoria or sensory satisfaction
Additional information: Leave blank
Case reference number : Reported by: Contact telephone:
Register No.
GS/ND6 (1/05)
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