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Major Comparison with Previous Year
(Tables 1a,1b, 2a, 2b and 4a)

3.1 In 2006, there were 13204 drug
abusers in total, representing a decrease of
909 persons or 6.4% compared with that of
2005.
reported persons decreased by 6.5% from
3723 1n 2005 to 3 482 in 2006, while that of
previously reported persons decreased by
6.4% and stood at 9722 in 2006. As a

percentage of all drug abusers, the proportion

Among them, the number of newly

of newly reported persons remained at 26.4%
in both 2005 and 2006.
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Chart 3.1 Newly/previously reported drug abusers in 2005 and 2006 by age group
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aged under 21 rose by 12.0% from 2 276 in
2005 to 2549 in 20006.
greater for those aged under 16, by 18.0%.

The rise was

The proportion of young drug abusers rose
from 16.1% to 19.3%.
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3.3 The mean age of al drug abusers
lowered by 1 year from 35 years in 2005 to
34 in 2006. The mean age of newly
reported persons and young drug abusers
remained at 23 and 17 respectively in 2006,
the same level asthat in 2005.

34 The number of female drug abusers
was 2 534 in 2006, 4.9% lower than that of
2005.

3.5 The number of heroin abusers was
8101 in 2006, 17.0% lower than that of
2005. Its proportion fell from 70.0% in
2005 to 61.7% in 2006.

3.6 The number of psychotropic
substance abusers as a whole rose by 1 029
(or 16.2%) to 7364 in 2006. Its
proportion continued to rise from 45.5% in
200510 56.1% in 2006. Except for ecstasy
and cannabis abusers for which a decline in
their number was recorded, increases in
both the number and proportion for abusers
of most types of other substances were
observed.

Ageand Sex (Tablela)

3.7 Of al 13204 drug abusers reported
in 2006, 26.3% were aged 21-30, 22.3%
aged 31-40, 15.9% aged 16-20 and just
3.4% aged under 16. Their mean age was
34. The proportions of females in the age
groups of 21-30 (35.8%) and under 21
(31.7%) were higher than those for al drug
abusers.

3.8 The maority of drug abusers (80.8%)
were males. Male drug abusers, with an
average age of 36, were in general older
than their femae counterparts (with an
average age of 27).
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Chart 3.2 Age distribution of drug abusers of both sexes in 2006
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Type of Drugs Abused (7Table 1d)

3.9 1In 2006, 61.7% of drug abusers were
Other

were ketamine

reported to have abused heroin.
commonly abused drugs
(23.2%), triazolam/midazolam/zopiclone (16.9%),
ecstasy (11.6%), cannabis (7.4%), ice (6.5%)

and cough medicine (5.7%).

3.10 Among young drug abusers aged
under 21, ketamine was the most popular drug
of abuse and was taken by 73.1% of young
drug abusers in 2006. This was followed by
(42.7%), (18.7%),
nimetazepam (13.5%), ice (10.4%) and cough
medicine (7.0%). Males and females had

similar patterns.

ecstasy cannabis

3.11  Among adult drug abusers aged 21
and over, heroin was the most common type
of drugs abused (75.9%). Triazolam/
midazolam/zopiclone ranked the second most

commonly abused type (20.3%).
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Chart 3.3 Drug abusers in 2006 by age group by sex by common type of drugs abused
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Method of Taking Heroin (7able le)

3.12  Among heroin abusers, injection was
the most common method of taking heroin,
with 57.7% of heroin abusers adopting it in
2006. Fume inhaling (41.3%) and smoking
(13.4%) were the next two common methods

taken.
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Locality of abusing drugs

Place of abusing drugs * (Table 1f)

3.13  About 11.3% of drug abusers in 2006
were reported to have taken drugs in the
Mainland of China (mainly in Shenzhen).
Most of them also took drugs in Hong Kong.

#HEBEFNBRER BB SN —FZEFERARMAL
Drug abusers in 2006 by age group by locality of abusing drugs
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Locality of abusing drugs * (Table 1g)

3.14  Some 38.2% of drug abusers in 2006
were reported to have taken drugs at
home/friend’s home only, 31.5% at both
home/friend’s home and other localities
(mainly recreation area/public garden/public
toilet and disco/karaoke) and the remaining
30.3% at other localities only. Among
young drug abusers aged under 21, the
respective proportion of those taking drugs at
home/friend’s home only was much lower, at
13.3%, whereas that of taking drugs at other
localities only (mainly disco/karaoke) was
much higher, at 55.1%.

Statistics on these new items were compiled
only as from 2006.
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Chart 3.5 Drug abusers in 2006 by reason for current drug use
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Reason for Current Drug Abuse (Table 1h)

3.15  The four most popular reasons for
current drug abuse in descending order
were “peer influence” (47.9% of drug
abusers), “relief of boredom” (40.0%),
“avoid discomfort of its absence” (36.6%)
and “curiosity” (34.3%).
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3.16
under 21, “peer influence” (64.8% of young

Among those young abusers aged
drug abusers) ranked the most popular
reason for current drug abuse, followed by
“to seek euphoria or sensory satisfaction”
(42.2%), “relief of boredom” (41.3%) and
“curiosity” (41.0%).

Ageof First Abuse (Table 1i)

3.17 Some 41.8% of drug abusers claimed
to have started drug abuse at the age
between 16 and 20, 36.8% under 16, 12.0%
between 21 and 25, and the remaining 9.4%
over 25. The mean age of first abuse of all
abusers and youngsters under 21 was 18 and
15 respectively.

Activity Satus (Table 1))
3.18 Some 52.3% of drug abusers were

Another
31.1% were full-time workers, 7.5% being

unemployed at the time of report.

casual/part-time workers and 4.8% being
students. Among young drug abusers, the
proportion of students was much higher, at
23.5%.

Educational Attainment (Table 1k)

3.19 About half (51.6%) of drug abusers

in 2006 had attained
education, another 27.1% primary education,

lower secondary

18.6% upper secondary and 1.0% tertiary
education.
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Ethnicity (Table 1I)

3.20 Chinese has aways been the dominant
ethnic group of drug abusers. In 2006,
94.9% of drug abusers were Chinese. Other
minority ethnic groups to which the remaining
non-Chinese drug abusers belonged included
Vietnamese (2.0%), Nepalese (1.4%) and
I ndian/Pakistani/Bangladeshi/Sri Lankan (0.5%)
in descending order.

Marital Satus (Table 1m)

321 Some 60.3% of drug abusers were
single, another 29.1% married or cohabiting,
9.1% divorced or separated and the remaining
1.4% widowed. Maes and femdes had similar
patterns of marital status.

Whether Partner Took Drugs (Table 1m)

3.22  Of those married or cohabiting, 12.7%
claimed that their partners also abused drugs.
The proportion of female abusers with
partners also abusing drugs was 38.3%, much
higher than that of male abusers (at 8.1%).

District of Residence (Table 1n)

3.23 Nearly one-third of drug abusers were
reported to reside in Sham Shui Po (10.4%),
Kwun Tong (9.8%) and Yau Tsim Mong
(9.3%). Other districts with proportionally
more drug abusers included Tuen Mun
(8.3%), Yuen Long (7.3%) and Wong Tai Sin
(7.1%). In particular, for young drug abusers
aged under 21, the North (11.6%), Shatin
(9.7%) and Tuen Mun (9.2%) together had
nearly one-third of young abusers.
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Typeof Quarters (Table 10)

3.24 Over half (57.7%) of drug abusers
resided in public and aided rental blocks,
37.6% in private housing and 2.9% in home
ownership estates.

Whether Previously Convicted (Table 1p)

3.25 Over two-thirds (77.7%) of drug
abusers in 2006 were reported to be
previously convicted, comprising only
drug-related offences (31.2%), only other
offences (13.8%) and both drug-related and
other offences (32.5%). The proportion of
previously convicted abusers among adult
abusers aged 21 and over was 86.4%, much
higher than that among their younger
counterparts aged under 21 (39.3%).



