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Foreword

The Social Welfare Department (SWD) has maintained the Central Information
System on Spouse/Cohabitant Battering Cases and Sexual Violence Cases (the
“Central Information System” or CISSCBSV) to collect essential statistical
information on spouse/ cohabitant battering (SCB) cases and sexual violence (SV)
cases handled by different departments and organisations. At present, the main
reporting agencies include the service units operated by SWD and Non-governmental
Organisations (NGOs), the Hospital Authority (HA) and Hong Kong Police Force
(HKPF).

The setting up of CISSCBSV is to gauge the trend and to understand the
common characteristics of the problems in Hong Kong, so to facilitate the study,
planning and development of services which prevent domestic violence and sexual
violence.

Since 2005, SWD has published the accumulative selected statistical data,
including the number of cases by type of violence, gender of victim, victim’s habitual
residential district and district where incident occurred, relationship between
perpetrator and victim and the ethnicities of victim, and uploaded on SWD’s website
on quarterly basis or yearly basis. To provide more information and demographic
data on these newly reported SCB and SV cases to the public, SWD has started to
publish the Statistical Report yearly since 2020.

This Statistical Report 2020 will provide both the general information of the
newly reported SCB and SV cases in the whole year as well as the comparison of
respective case numbers from 2016 to 2020.  General descriptions on the
characteristics of the victims and the perpetrators are presented.

Family and Child Welfare Branch
Social Welfare Department
August 2021
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Part I 8 — Z 43

Newly Reported Spouse/Cohabitant Battering (SCB) Cases in 2020
2020 EFr EWEFEEHEBEMEE

1.1 General Information & & & it}

1.1.1 Distribution of SCB Cases by Type of Violence and Gender of Victim
ERES FEEEEZERIEERZE AL

Type of Violence 2020
2IEE Male 5 Female % Total %8 8
Physical violence
Y 329 (12.6%) 1 726 (66.4%) | 2 055(79.0%)
Sexual violence
i 2 0 (0.0%) 21 (0.8%) 21 (0.8%)
Psychological abuse o o 0
e il 1 44 (1.7%) 232 (8.9%) 276 (10.6%)
Multiple violence o 0 0
%0 25 19 (0.7%) 230 (8.8%) 249 (9.6%)
Total 488 392 (15.1%) 2209 (84.9%) | 2601 (100%)
2000
1800 1726
1600
1400
1200
1000
800
600
329
400 232 230
200 o 21 44 19
0
Physical violence Sexual violence Psychological abuse Multiple violence
SRR M) FETHERE SiERT)
Male 58 = Female

In 2020, CISSCBSV recorded 2 601 SCB cases. Physical violence (2 055 cases,
representing 79.0% of the total) is the most common type of spouse / cohabitant battering
for both male and female victims, followed by psychological abuse (276 -cases,
representing 10.6% of the total), multiple violence (249 cases, representing 9.6% of the
total) and sexual violence (21 cases, representing 0.8%).

1F 2020 4 > R ER A4 855 2 601 SRHr 2 HNVEREME [FESE =
2 Nam=EANNMER > BEHUGEETEELEZ Q2 055 5% {4
HEE 79.0%) > H R By k5 1 RE R 22 (4 276 57 > (EAHE 10.6%) > % fdH %
JIEZE R MEE DM EA T R R 249 SREEEEL 9.6%) K 21 57 (5 48 %
0.8%) °



1.1.2

Distribution of SCB Cases by Reporting Agency

Note

BAERE /FAEEEEENERBE"

T i

iﬁlg%fg Department 1 184 (45.5%)
g;nﬂ_(g%gﬁn%ental Organisation 303 (11.6%)
I‘%o;%i%l %l%mity 92 (3.5%)
;;%%1 %(éj]})%)artment 0 (0.0%)
I%o;; hl;go%? Fglice Force 1 022 (39.3%)
%?Eér%ent of Health 0 (0.0%)
%I}Jemrs 0 (0.0%)

Total 4 8Y (120?)?’/10)

Note:
as the reporting agency

If more than one agency reports the same case, the first agency inputs the data will be recorded

ik BER-EERAZR -EE®REE > U R ABRKE R 2 R -

Others

HAth Department of Health

0.0% Wi
0.0%

Hong Kong Police
Force

BHREHIE
39.3%

Legal Aid Department

TEEREE
0.0%
Hospital Authority
BEER
3.5%

Social Welfare
Department
HEEiE

45.5%

Non-
governmental
Organisation
FEBURT AR

11.6%

Most of the newly reported cases came from Social Welfare Department (45.5%) and
the Hong Kong Police Force (39.3%), followed by Non-governmental Organisations
(11.6%) and the Hospital Authority (3.5%) in 2020.

£ 2020 - 5 2 AV (E 26 2 AR E G 18 F (45.5%) ) BT BB

(39.3%) -

H AR IFBUF R (11.6%) BB E H 5 (3.5%) -



1.1.3 Distribution of SCB Cases by Victim’s Habitual Residential District
ERES FEEEEEZEAEBEEEENHE

District 3, [& 2020
Central & Western 9 Jg [& 52 (2.0%)
Southern g & 54 (2.1%)
Island H & 56 (2.2%)
Eastern 3 [& 151 (5.8%)
Wan Chai 2 {7 50 (1.9%)
Kowloon City J1 FE I 135 (5.2%)
Yau Tsim Mong i 22 HE 151 (5.8%)
Sham Shui Po % 7K 15 105 (4.0%)
Wong Tai Sin 2 A ] 180 (6.9%)
Sai Kung 75 & 142 (5.5%)
Kwun Tong i H# 232 (8.9%)
Shatin b [ 172 (6.6%)
Tai Po A i 128 (4.9%)
N 141 (5.4%)
Yuen Long 7T B 328 (12.6%)
Tsuen Wan 2% & 110 (4.2%)
Kwai Tsing %% & 243 (9.3%)
Tuen Mun ™ [§ 164 (6.3%)
Outside Hong Kong 7 # DL 4 4 (0.2%)
Unknown & f} K 5 3 (0.1%)
Total %8 8% 2 601 (100%)
350 328
300
550 232 243
200 180 172 164
- 151 135 1 142 s 141
105 110
100
52 54 56 50
50
4 3
0

Central & Southern Island Eastern Wan Chai Kowloon Yau Tsim Sham Shui Wong Tai Sai Kung Kwun Shatin Tai Po North  Yuenlong Tsuen KwaiTsing Tuen Mun Outside Unknown
Western 5 =4 R - 154 City Mong Po Sin iTy=1 Tong | yeii L& T Wan 2 dif9 Hong Kong ¥l R 5f
fiic] e JUBEIR  HIZREE FKEE BRIl Tl =8 &AM

In 2020, the top three districts with the highest number of victims residing at the time of
incidents were Yuen Long (12.6%), Kwai Tsing (9.3%) and Kwun Tong (8.9%).

£ 2020 F > 2R E 2 E NEER = (i &R IZ TR E(12.6%) ~ 25
A (9.3%) R B IE & (8.9%) -
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1.1.4 Distribution of SCB Cases by Time of Incident
ERES  FEEEEEEGCZENR/M

Time of incident 2020
B ERE
0000-0559 hours ]
0000-0559 B 339 (13.0%)
0600-1159 hours
0,
0600-1159 i 277 (10.6%)
1200-1759 hours
1200-1759 H% 377 (14.5%)
1800-2359 hours .
1800-2359 H% 820 (31.5%)
Unknown ¥ e} A 5 788 (30.3%)
Total 4% & 2 601 (100%)
0000-0559 hours
0000-0559H3
Unknown 13.0%
BRI

30.3%
0600-1159 hours

0600-1159HF
10.6%

1200-1759 hours
1200-17590F
14.5%

1800-2359 hours
1800-2359HF
31.5%

In 2020, SCB cases usually occurred at night time from 6:00 p.m. to 11:59 p.m.

£ 2020 5 > ERFECHEFJE G EEBE £ E 6 KFE 11 1 59 97
&g -



1.2 Characteristics of Victim of Spouse/Cohabitant Battering (SCB) Cases

ERER/FHERREXEZE AN

1.2.1 Distribution of SCB Cases by Gender and Age of Victim

A FJE S E EEZE AN & ER

2020
Age F e
Male & Female Z- Total 4 85
>16-<=18 0 (0.0%) 11 (0.4%) 11 (0.4%)
>18-<=20 2 (0.1%) 23 (0.9%) 25 (1.0%)
>20-<=25 11 (0.4%) 98 (3.8%) 109 (4.2%)
>25-<=30 28 (1.1%) 277 (10.6%) 305 (11.7%)
>30-<=35 31 (1.2%) 384 (14.8%) 415 (16.0%)
>35-<=40 41 (1.6%) 422 (16.2%) 463 (17.8%)
>4(0-<=45 48 (1.8%) 338 (13.0%) 386 (14.8%)
>45-<=50 49 (1.9%) 238 (9.2%) 287 (11.0%)
>50-<=55 31 (1.2%) 148 (5.7%) 179 (6.9%)
>55-<=59 29 (1.1%) 99 (3.8%) 128 (4.9%)
60-<=64 38 (1.5%) 73 (2.8%) 111 (4.3%)
>64-<=69 35 (1.3%) 41 (1.6%) 76 (2.9%)
>69-<=74 18 (0.7%) 33 (1.3%) 51 (2.0%)
>74-<=79 13 (0.5%) 13 (0.5%) 26 (1.0%)
>79<=84 9 (0.3%) 6 (0.2%) 15 (0.6%)
>=85 9 (0.3%) 5(0.2%) 14 (0.5%)
Total &8 8¢ 392 (15.1%) 2 209 (84.9%) 2 601 (100%)
500 463
450 415 386
400
350 305 187
300
250
500 179
150 109 128 911 e
100 51
50 1 2 26 15
0
7 > //"’Q //'f) /9’0 //,,;') /P‘Q //(0 //("Q <,)<') /f"q //Q’b‘ /foq 7 > /;\q //va Z
X g g g P g §x P JX JX JX P §x g IX -
7 3 /1\’00 7’\’0 /ﬁ? 7070 /?’(9 7@ /’g;; 7"0 /’<§> & /1“’“( 0 7/\b( 7

Male & Female % Total 4454

In 2020, most victims were female (84.9% of the total), which is much more than the
number of male victims. In general, majority of the victims are aged between 31 and
45, representing 48.6% of the total.

£ 2020 4 BB ZEFAN UL T (84.9%) B AMLES - %
FNEE LA F 31 5k 2 45 pRF B8 B8 % > S A5 (8 22 S 8 HY 48.6% -
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1.2.2 Distribution of SCB Cases by Ethnicity and Gender of Victim

A F R 1E EEZEANEE &M

- S~ 2020
thnicity =
Male & Female % Total 4 8§
Chinese #£ A 364 (14.0%) 2002 (77.0%) 2366 (91.0%)
Indonesian F[l JE& A 0 (0.0%) 41 (1.6%) 41 (1.6%)
Filipino JE £ 5 A 0 (0.0%) 40 (1.5%) 40 (1.5%)
Indian F[J & A 1 (0.0%) 17 (0.7%) 18 (0.7%)
Pakistani [ %t 37 $H A 4 (0.2%) 32 (1.2%) 36 (1.4%)
[Nepalese [E JH i A 1 (0.0%) 13 (0.5%) 14 (0.5%)
Thai Z= ] A 1 (0.0%) 6 (0.2%) 7 (0.3%)
White [ A 1 (0.0%) 1 (0.0%) 2 (0.1%)
Japanese H 4 A 1 (0.0%) 3 (0.1%) 4 (0.2%)
Other Asian H it 5 A 6 (0.2%) 11 (0.4%) 17 (0.7%)
African JE i A 2 (0.1%) 12 (0.5%) 14 (0.5%)
Others . i 5(0.2%) 14 (0.5%) 19 (0.7%)
Unknown #& i} A & 6 (0.2%) 17 (0.7%) 23 (0.9%)
Total % & 392 (15.1%) 2209 (84.9%) 2 601 (100%)
Indonesian il
ENEYN
Filipino 40
JEEEA
Indian E[JfE A 17
Pakistani
LR A -
Nepalese 1 13
JEHRA
Thai 1 6
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40

Male 5 Female %

In 2020, regardless of the gender of victims, most victims were Chinese (2 366 cases,
representing 91.0% of the total). The total number of cases involving victims in six
ethnic minorities, including Indonesian, Filipino, Indian, Pakistani, Nepalese and Thai,
was 156 (representing 6.0% of the total), for which Indonesian, Filipino and Pakistani
were slightly more.

£ 2020 4 - AEwm2FE AR B2 E NLIE AN/ E (2366 5% 0 (5
B 91.0%) 5 Rt B H B RN/ D BRS (B E -~ JEEE -~ HE
ARG HEHE RFEDHZE AEEEH A 156 F((5HE 6.0% )
HAOpLEe N ~ JERE A REESEH A -

13

45



1.2.3 Distribution of SCB Cases by Occupation and Gender of Victim
BAEMG/FEEEEEZEANARERMYF

o fion 1% 3 2020
ccupation E3
Male 5 Female % Total 48 8§
Business/factory or company proprietor/shop-keeper/stall owner
. . 35(1.39 72 (2.89 107 (4.19
CEAAN EVGL EESL Ya e (1.3%) (2.8%) (4.1%)
Professional/administrative/managerial work o o 0
B\ /{7 /S R T (R 30 (1.2%) 104 (4.0%) 134 (5.2%)
Clerical/secretarial work
NN 12 (0.5% 148 (5.7% 160 (6.2%
ST/ T4 (0.5%) (.7%) (6.2%)
Service/technical work
o 117 (4.5% 575 (22.1% 692 (26.6%
BB S 4 1 4 T 1 (4.5%) (22.1%) (26.6%)
Production work
s 2 T (F 38 (1.5%) 44 (1.7%) 82 (3.2%)
Unemployed 42 (1.6%) 181 (7.0%) | 223 (8.6%)
%
Housewife
o 2(0.19 864 (33.29 866 (33.39
SRR (0.1%) (33.2%) (33.3%)
Student
. 3(0.19 15 (0.69 18 (0.79
£ 4 (0.1%) (0.6%) (0.7%)
Retired o o o
Stk 72 (2.8%) 66 (2.5%) 138 (5.3%)
%l}%rs 14 (0.5%) 61 (2.3%) 75 (2.9%)
Unknown
e A e 27 (1.0% 79 (3.0% 106 (4.1%
OB (oo coo @
Total &8 8 392 (15.1%) | 2209 (84.9%) | 2 601 (100%)
Business/factory or company proprietor/shop-keeper/stall owner 3572
PSR/ TR A B R /) /AR 107
Professional/administrative/managerial work 30 .
BEATATBYEHETIE 134
Clerical/secretarial work 12 14
SRR 160
Service/technical work 117 —
PR e/ Fe it AR 692
Production work FL3ESE T /F 3&%82
Unemployed 42
N 18353
Housewife 2
FE T
Student 3
2 1R
Retired
IRIR & 138
Others 14
A %5
Unknown 27
ZRIREE 06
0 200 400 600 800
Male 55 Female % Total 4455

14

1000



In 2020, most female victims were housewives, followed by the occupation of service/
technical work (representing 39.1% and 26.0% of female victims respectively); most male
victims were employed in service/technical work (representing 29.8% of male victims),
followed by being retired and unemployed (representing 18.4% and 10.7% of male
victims respectively).

1£2020 > M2 EATUREFREE  ERBRIBWRBEM /i
MTAE (FRME L2 E AL 39.1% K 26.0%): Btz A F {5280
RERBEME i TEUEBEZE AN 29.8%)5%x % » HXEBRIK K
KENLOTIMEBEEZE AN 18.4%K 10.7%) °
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1.2.4 Distribution of SCB Cases by Disability and Gender of Victim
B/ FEEEEEZE NGB ERG R

2020
Male 5 Female 7 | Total & &

Types of disabilities %3 % 3 51

Mentally incapacitated

ks 1 F 1T BB 2 (0.1%) 7 (0.3%) 9 (0.3%)
ther types of disabiliti
OE {%ri%pg; }g@ ‘;g jr;‘ HHes 10(04%) | 17(0.7%) | 27(1.0%)

Mentally incapacitated and the types of disabilities

s b L 9 1T By RE 9 R L 0 B 6 B 9 0(0.0%) 0(0.0%) | 0(0.0%)

ST
}ggg‘%f};abl tHes 348 (13.4%) |2 043 (78.5%) | 2 391 (91.9%)
/. N

kn
Igﬂ‘%’mi 32(12%) | 142(5.5%) | 174 (6.7%)
</ i
Total %2 8 392 (15.1%) |2 209 (84.9%) | 2 601 (100%)

2
Mentally incapacitated ;
KT T Rl o
o 10
Other types of disabilities >
H AR5
27
) ) R 0
Mentally incapacitated and ther types of disabilities 0
FE T 61T Ry T R A S Y 2 0
. N 348
Without disabilities 2043
B
2391
32
Unknown 143
CEN
174
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000

Male 5 Female % Total 4454

In 2020, most victims had no disabilities (91.9%). 9 victims (0.3%) had been diagnosed
as mentally incapacitated, among which 7 were female. There were 27 victims (1.0%)
had other types of disabilities.

£ 2020 5 KRE T 22 F NI AR (91.9%) - ZF A #5748 R i 1
T RETNALAE 9 ANO3%) & 7 AL 5HF 27 A(1.0%)
Ry BB R B R N A e
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1.2.5 Distribution of SCB Cases by Year of Residence in Hong Kong and Gender
of Victim

EAEE ./ EEEEEEREAEREH MR

Year of residence in HK 2020

J& Male &£ Female % Total 4% 85
Ifeg t&a“# year 3(0.1%) 16 (0.6%) 19 (0.7%)
} -;EZ:%eazrs . 1.(0.0%) 46 (1.8%) 47 (1.8%)
; ﬁéeagsfﬁ b 0 (0.0%) 47 (1.8%) 47 (1.8%)
g ;%y‘;ar;ﬁuT 7 (0.3%) 158 (6.1%) 165 (6.3%)
; y;ﬁa%‘&afve 44 (1.7%) 476 (18.3%) 520 (20.0%)
%mjg Eﬂi 243 (9.3%) 898 (34.5%) | 1141(43.9%)
gﬁ‘%’mi 94 (3.6%) 568 (21.8%) | 662 (25.5%)
Total 4% B 392 (15.1%) | 2209 (84.9%) | 2 601 (100%)

Less than 1 year 316
FERLT 19

1-<2 years 1 16
VEZEUEDT 47

2 <3 years 0 47
2FEFIFLIT 47

3 <7 years 7 158
BEEFETHEDT 165

7 years or above 44

7HEELLE 476520

Since birth 243 208
LA 1141

Unknown 94 S68
B 662

0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200

Male 5 Female % Total 4454

In 2020, there were 278 victims (10.7%) who had resided in Hong Kong for less than 7
years, in which the majority had resided in Hong Kong for 3 to less than 7 years (165
victims, representing 6.3% of the total).

£ 2020 - BRI 7T EHREF AT 278 A(10.7%) > & 1 DLUE
3EETEI TGRS (165 A > (HEEH 6.3%) -
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1.3 Characteristics of Perpetrator of Spouse/Cohabitant Battering (SCB) Cases

EAECE,/ FJE 5 a0 X e YRR

1.3.1

Distribution of SCB Cases by Perpetrator’s Relationship with the Victim

ERFEC 8 R JE 5 1 8 5 e B 2 3 ARV B &

Relationship [ {4 2020
I;Itu;‘t;and 1593 (61.2%)
‘%ifé 282 (10.8%)
%st%n;gte(;éuﬁb%l(;é ex-husband 128 (4.9%)
}/]E}st%n%ed% wie % e)%wife 26 (1.0%)
R G 10737
Total 488 2 601 (100%)

Heterosexual ex-

cohabitant
AT EEEE
7.3%
Same-sex cohabitant
[ [E R E
0.3%
Heterosexual
cohabitant
, ) HM:EEEE
Estranged wife /\gx-W|fe 14.3%
yIEEF S HIE
1.0%
Estranged husband /
ex-husband
SESER RTR
4.9% Wife
ESn
10.8%

Same-sex ex-cohabitant
HiIlEMEEEE S
0.1%

Husband

BES
61.2%

In 2020, most perpetrators were spouses of the victims (72.1% of the total). There were

10 cases involving same sex cohabitants/ex-cohabitants as the perpetrators, representing
0.4% of the total.

£ 2020 4 > RE 5T B FE & 39 Ry 2 F ANHTVEC 13 (72.1%) » 2 R[] 14 [F & 15
fe 2 A [E VR E JE S B R HY (E 2= L5 10 5% > (G4 % 0.4% -
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1.3.2 Distribution of SCB Cases by Gender and Age of Perpetrator

A A FJE 15 1E 18 % i 2 0 M Bl R SR il

2020
Age £
Male 5 Female % Total 4 8§
<=20 9 (0.3%) 3(0.1%) 12 (0.5%)
>20-<=25 73 (2.8%) 21 (0.8%) 94 (3.6%)
>25-<=30 166 (6.4%) 28 (1.1%) 194 (7.5%)
>30-<=35 220 (8.5%) 46 (1.8%) 266 (10.2%)
>35-<=4( 277 (10.6%) 60 (2.3%) 337 (13.0%)
>40-<=45 251 (9.7%) 40 (1.5%) 291 (11.2%)
>45-<=50) 222 (8.5%) 60 (2.3%) 282 (10.8%)
>50-<=55 148 (5.7%) 24 (0.9%) 172 (6.6%)
>55-<=59 118 (4.5%) 13 (0.5%) 131 (5.0%)
60-<=64 127 (4.9%) 12 (0.5%) 139 (5.3%)
>64-<=69 80 (3.1%) 12 (0.5%) 92 (3.5%)
>69-<=74 62 (2.4%) 7(0.3%) 69 (2.7%)
>74-<=79 38 (1.5%) 2 (0.1%) 40 (1.5%)
>79<=84 28 (1.1%) 4 (0.2%) 32 (1.2%)
>=85 10 (0.4%) 0 (0.0%) 10 (0.4%)
Unknown & i} R &F 378 (14.5%) 62 (2.4%) 440 (16.9%)
Total 4% % 2207 (84.9%) 394 (15.1%) 2 601 (100%)
500
450
400
350
300 291 )g)
251
250 220 222
200 166194 172
150 - 128131 127'%°
100 73 - 80 > 62 69
0 g2 24 P8 M - 240tz a2 il 38240 B
0

<=20 >20-<=25 >25-<=30 >30-<=35 >35-<=40 >40-<=45 >45-<=50 >50-<=55 >55-<=59

Male &

Female %

60-<=64

Total 4484

>64-<=69 >69-<=74 >74-<=79 >79<=84

In 2020, perpetrators were mainly male (84.9%), and the most common age group was
between 30 and 50 years old, representing 45.2% of the total.

£ 2020 4 > JeEFBIMERI LB M B F (84.9%) » BEESEE DL ~F 30 3%
2 50 pE AV AH Al i % o AL (E E LAY 45.2% -

10,510

>=85
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378

62

Unknown

LR



1.3.3 Distribution of SCB Cases by Ethnicity and Gender of Perpetrator
ARG/ E e 08 i E S r R M5

2020
Ethnicity f&Ej&E

Male 5 Female % Total 4 85
Chinese ## A 1921 (73.9%) 355 (13.6%) 2276 (87.5%)
[ndonesian Efl JE A 6 (0.2%) 5(0.2%) 11 (0.4%)
Filipino JE £ & A 15 (0.6%) 2 (0.1%) 17 (0.7%)
[ndian EfJ & A 27 (1.0%) 0 (0.0%) 27 (1.0%)
Pakistani [ %5 7 $H A 55 (2.1%) 2 (0.1%) 57 (2.2%)
[Nepalese JE JH H A 15 (0.6%) 1 (0.0%) 16 (0.6%)
Thai %% [ A 4 (0.2%) 3(0.1%) 7 (0.3%)
White [ A 6 (0.2%) 0 (0.0%) 6 (0.2%)
Japanese H A< A 2 (0.1%) 0 (0.0%) 2 (0.1%)
Other Asian H: i, 5 il A 28 (1.1%) 4 (0.2%) 32 (1.2%)
African JF i A 20 (0.8%) 0 (0.0%) 20 (0.8%)
Others L fifr 13 (0.5%) 2 (0.1%) 15 (0.6%)
Unknown & ik} A 5 95 (3.7%) 20 (0.8%) 115 (4.4%)
Total 48 & 2207 (84.9%) 394 (15.1%) 2 601 (100%)

Indonesian E[JJE& A 6 5
Filipino JEfEE A 15 2
Indian E[IfE A 27 0
Pakistani F2ELHTIH A 55 2
Nepalese [EJHER A 15 1
ThaiZEE A 4 113
0 10 20 30 40 50 60

Male & Female %

In 2020, most perpetrators were Chinese (2 276 cases, representing 87.5% of the total).
The total number of cases involving perpetrators in six ethnic minorities, including
Indonesian, Filipino, Indian, Pakistani, Nepalese and Thai, was 135 (5.2% of the total),
for which Pakistani and Indian male perpetrators, as well as Indonesian female
perpetrators were comparatively more.

£ 2020 5 > BEHEEVIE N E (2276 52 > (EEEERH 87.5%)
GHEREG R R AEDEEE(EEHE  JEERE EE - EE S
fe 8 M ke 2= B RV i R & (8 K B H - R BEARE E & #Y 5.2% (135 5%) -
A {8 51 1 I 09 i RE o BB RS DL AT A R B AN 0 T
2V e T DLET JE A S 2% -
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1.3.4 Distribution of SCB Cases by Occupation and Gender of Perpetrator
A/ E e 08 i E S AR E R M5l

o W 2020
ccupation E
ale emale otal 2§
Male B Female 2 | Total 4& 8
Business/factory or company proprietor/shop-keeper/stall owner
. o — 152 (5.89 1 .59 1 .39
EE RN E YN et J g s 52 (5.8%) 3 (0.5%) 65 (6.3%)
Professional/administrative/managerial work
. P e 157 (6.09 15 (0.69 172 (6.69
B A LRSI (6.0%) (0.6%) (6.6%)
Clerical/secretarial work
NN 36 (1.49 24 (0.99 60 (2.39
SR E T AE (1.4%) (0.%) (2:3%)
Service/technical work
P 19 (23.8¢ 79 15 (27.59
BR S 14 /8 i 14 T 1 PEBEL | 06TY | TETI
Production work 0 0 0
s 2 T fE 305 (11.7%) 6 (0.2%) 311 (12.0%)
Unemployed 342 (13.1%) | 47 (1.8%) | 389 (15.0%)
%
Housewife
= = 29 129 (5.09 1 29
5 iR 6 (0.2%) 9 (5.0%) 35 (5.2%)
Student
P £n 11 (0.4%) 3 (0.1%) 14 (0.5%)
Retired o o o
Stk 237 (9.1%) 18 (0.7%) 255 (9.8%)
th
(/)ﬁ\ ﬁjzrs 49 (1.9%) 10 (0.4%) 59 (2.3%)
Unknown 0 o o
e 293 (11.3%) 33 (1.3%) 326 (12.5%)
Total 48 8% 2207 (84.9%) | 394 (15.1%) | 2 601 (100%)
Business/factory or company proprietor/shop-keeper/stall owner - 152
E AN E AN S RARE - A 165
Professional/administrative/managerial work . 157
BEANL/ATBYEH TR 172
Clerical/secretarial work 2%6
SR/ RE T AR 60
Service/technical work - 619
AR5 /Rt T A
Production work B33 T{E 6 330151
Unemployed - 342
R 389
Housewife 6
FEEER b
Student 1
24 3114
Retired 237
BRIK 18 255
Others 49
st et so
Unknown - 293
EREREE 326
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700
Male 55 Female % Total 4484
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In 2020, most male perpetrators were employed in service/technical work, followed by
unemployment (representing 28.0% and 15.5% of male perpetrators respectively).
Most female perpetrators were housewives, followed by being employed in service/
technical work (representing 32.7% and 24.4% of female perpetrators respectively)

£ 2020 5 - HEGEE A P LA ERSE it TERSE - EX
BN+ (5 BME BYEREH Y 28.0% K 15.5%) © ifi 2014 i & &
R DL e 2 By 2> LR (e 3 A 1 M7 32l M 0 (O A AS 201 e RE
FHY 32.7% K 24.4%) °
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1.3.5 Distribution of SCB Cases by Special Condition and Gender of Perpetrator
EREE /FEREEE E i EE B RS 55

Special situation 2020
SR = Male 5 Female 7% Total 4 85
g&%honsm 221 (8.5%) 4(0.2%) 225 (8.7%)
gug%‘}z 68 (2.6%) 1(0.0%) 69 (2.7%)
%n}s:és{t%igble indebtedness 22 (0.8%) 0 (0.0%) 22 (0.8%)
};%%’gric Hiness 77 (3.0%) 25 (1.0%) 102 (3.9%)
I%dggﬁe%n%n Gambling 75 (2.9%) 2 (0.1%) 77 (3.0%)

Remarks: The percentages in the brackets only reflect the proportion of perpetrators who had reported
to have specific special situation(s). As one perpetrator may either report to have more than one
situation, no indication of special situation or information unknown, the total number of above table
may not tally with the total number of cases.

it ST E L A REIEE B bW A % E A B A E R R o N E
FAREERZN —HEMNEL - RAEFHRHE L RER A > DL EBFAIHE
HIAL A 70 T FE & A R ) 5 O B 2K 4R B -

250
200
150
102
100
77 77
68 69 75
50
22 22 25
4 1 0 2
0
Alcoholism Drug abuse Unsustainable Psychiatric lliness  Indulgent in Gambling
LT I B Fom indebtedness I LR
HWEEE

Male 55 Female % Total 4885

In 2020, among the 2 601 perpetrators who were reported to have special situation(s),
unknown or no indication of any special situation, the majority of male perpetrators had
alcoholism while more female perpetrators had psychiatric illness than others.

f£ 2020 ££ > f£ 2 601 SR EARHIHEN - FHBEHZHEEHAE R
B LY e RE A E o 58 MR i A DL 155 A R 2 B i A 2 i e
oo B DU 675 B 5 e % e
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1.4 Comparison of Spouse/Cohabitant Battering (SCB) Cases from 2016 to
2020

LEBZ 2016 £ 2 2020 £ ER M/ FHEE B E X

1.4.1 By Type of Violence of SCB Cases
DAERFECME /H E AR & IER

3500

3000

2500

2000

1500

1000

500

As compared with the past five years, the number of all types of violence of SCB cases
(especially for physical violence), except sexual violence happening between intimate
partners, were decreasing in trend.

Type of Violence
N 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
Z2NIEE
Physical violence 2 634 2432 2 349 2313 2 055
%)) (79.3%) (77.7%) (80.0%) (79.2%) (79.0%)
Sexual violence 19(0.6%) | 21(0.7%) | 23(0.8%) | 20(0.7%) | 21(0.8%)
M2 T
Psychological abuse
P AR 12.0° 410 (13.19 12.0° 11 (10.7° 276 (10.6%
i i e 397 (12.0%) 0(13.1%) | 353 (12.0%) | 311 (10.7%) (10.6%)
o vidl
gugp%: %0 ence 271 (82%) | 265(8.5%) | 212(72%) | 276(9.5%) | 249 (9.6%)
Total 48 & 3321 (100%) | 3 128 (100%) | 2 937 (100%) | 2 920 (100%) | 2 601 (100%)
3321
3128
2937 2920
2634 2601
2432 2349 5313
2055
397 410 353
271 265 212 311776 276249
2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
Physical violence m Sexual violence m Psychological abuse m Multiple violence m Total 4454
Ghes) (R FEHESRT 2=y

BB ENFEEE R THEFEHEZFENERNEZE T EENNZ
WERRKMH FHEEEEZERE (G SRR EE)ITE M EE

E-A
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1.4.2 By Gender of Victim of SCB Cases

DEREMS FESEEEZE AL

Gender
201 201 201 201 202
i R 016 017 018 019 020
Female % 14 2 783 (83.8%)(2 632 (84.1%)|2 387 (81.3%)|2 460 (84.2%)[ 2 209 (84.9%)
Male 5 {4 538 (16.2%) | 496 (15.9%) | 550 (18.7%) | 460 (15.8%) | 392 (15.1%)
Total 4% % 3321 (100%) | 3 128 (100%)| 2 937 (100%)|2 920 (100%) | 2 601 (100%)
3000 2783
2632
2500 2387 2460
2209
2000
1500
1000
538 496 550
500 460 392
0
2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
Female %14 Male B4

In the past five years, more than 80% of the victims of SCB cases were female in each

year.

T ELE  BEABEE 0% EREME /[FE15HE (@

M -

EZEANRBL
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1.4.3 By Victim’s Habitual Residential District of SCB Cases
DERGESG FAEEEEEREABEREHE

District # & 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
Central & Western 1 75 [ 79(24%) | 68(22%) | 92(3.1%) | 72(25%) | 52(2.0%)
Southern 5 & 44(13%) | 72(23%) | 40(14%) | 53(1.8%) | 54(2.1%)
Island B & 35(1.1%) | 39(12%) | 72(25%) | 57(2.0%) | 56(22%)
Eastern 5 [& 168 (5.1%) | 162 (5.2%) | 164 (5.6%) | 156 (5.3%) | 151 (5.8%)
Wan Chai } [F 37(1.1%) | 52(1.7%) | 37(13%) | 52(1.8%) | 50(1.9%)

Kowloon City J1, 5E i

185 (5.6%)

166 (5.3%)

138 (4.7%)

122 (4.2%)

135 (5.2%)

Yau Tsim Mong i1 2 i

196 (5.9%)

195 (6.2%)

171 (5.8%)

148 (5.1%)

151 (5.8%)

Sham Shui Po % 7K 3%

178 (5.4%)

191 (6.1%)

162 (5.5%)

143 (4.9%)

105 (4.0%)

Wong Tai Sin £ A il] 231 (7.0%) | 204 (6.5%) | 203 (6.9%) | 198 (6.8%) | 180 (6.9%)
Sai Kung 75 & 143 (4.3%) | 117 (3.7%) | 150 (5.1%) | 149 (5.1%) | 142 (5.5%)
Kwun Tong # 3 322 (9.7%) | 256 (8.2%) | 261 (8.9%) | 254 (8.7%) | 232 (8.9%)
Shatin /b [ 311(9.4%) | 289(9.2%) | 250 (8.5%) | 247 (8.5%) | 172 (6.6%)
Tai Po A 3 147 (4.4%) | 136 (4.3%) | 127 (4.3%) | 129 (4.4%) | 128 (4.9%)
North JL [& 168 (5.1%) | 138 (4.4%) | 141 (4.8%) | 155(53%) | 141 (5.4%)
Yuen Long 7T B 427 (12.9%) | 437 (14.0%) | 385 (13.1%) | 377 (12.9%) | 328 (12.6%)
Tsuen Wan %5 & 139 (4.2%) | 90(2.9%) | 109(3.7%) | 90 (3.1%) | 110 (4.2%)
Kwai Tsing 2% 75 260 (7.8%) | 287 (9.2%) | 214 (7.3%) | 248 (8.5%) | 243 (9.3%)
Tuen Mun 3 ['§ 218 (6.6%) | 202 (6.5%) | 192 (6.5%) | 235(8.0%) | 164 (6.3%)
Outside Hong Kong 7 3 LL 4N | 26 (0.8%) 21 (0.7%) 28 (1.0%) 27 (0.9%) 4 (0.2%)
Unknown %} 5% 7(0.2%) 6 (0.2%) 1 (0.0%) 8 (0.3%) 3 (0.1%)
Total 48 & 3321 (100%) | 3 128 (100%) | 2 937 (100%) | 2 920 (100%) | 2 601 (100%)
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In the past five years, the highest number of victims of SCB cases were residing in Yuen
Longdistrict. Other victims were mainly residing in Kwun Tong, Shatin and Kwai Tsing
districts.

EBENFE RZEFLHE FHEHEEXZZAER THE - K2
FAETHEETEEER - PHEREFRE -
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1.4.4 By Perpetrator’s Relationship with the Victim of SCB Cases
DR ECAB TR JE 15 15 18 i B 3 B 2 & A HY Bl 14

Relationship B 1% 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
H
£;Eand 1 987 (59.8%) | 1 858 (59.4%) | 1724 (58.7%) | 1 847 (63.3%) | 1 593 (61.2%)
%‘f% 370 (11.1%) | 338 (10.8%) | 367 (12.5%) | 333 (11.4%) | 282 (10.8%)
],jjft%n;g;(;;“ﬁb%“;éex'h“Sband 134 (4.0%) | 157(5.0%) | 128 (4.4%) | 116 (4.0%) | 128 (4.9%)
Estranged wife / ex-wif
ﬁjf %n%e ;}eﬁe%m © 27(0.8%) | 31(1.0%) | 32(1.1%) | 38(13%) | 26(1.0%)
Het I cohabitant
Ee,gol%e’%?g?gabl an 565 (17.0%) | 480 (15.3%) | 461 (15.7%) | 373 (12.8%) | 372 (14.3%)
- habitant
%arg %’%‘g}’é an 16 (0.5%) 9 (0.3%) 13 (0.4%) 10 (0.3%) 7 (0.3%)
I%’gf};e%lagg?gab“am 219 (6.6%) | 251 (8.0%) | 206(7.0%) | 199 (6.8%) | 190 (7.3%)
Same-sex ex-cohabitant
E_;“%e ,;Xﬁexéf’%a{é an 3 (0.1%) 4(0.1%) 6 (0.2%) 4(0.1%) 3 (0.1%)
Total 488 3321 (100%) | 3 128 (100%) | 2 937 (100%) | 2 920 (100%) | 2 601 (100%)
Husband
R 1593
Wife
#T 282
Estranged husband / ex-husband
Sy ik s
Estranged wife / ex-wife
PEETHE |
Heterosexual cohabitant
SRS .
Same-sex cohabitant
AEEREE |
Heterosexual ex-cohabitant
B B I 2 100
Same-sex ex-cohabitant
MEMERRE
500 1000 1500 2000 2500
2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

In the past five years, most perpetrators were spouse (husbands) of the victims, followed
by heterosexual cohabitants/ex-cohabitants.

AL E  REDHEREZE AN GURERSE (LK) BE > EX
FEEFEEREEKAIEERERERE -
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Part 11 £ — 45y

Newly Reported Sexual Violence (SV) Cases in 2020
2020 FHr EwERSIEE

2.1 General Information £ & & ¥l

2.1.1 Distribution of SV Cases by Types of Incident and Gender of Victim
MRNIEENBEGERZE AN

Type of Incident 2020
EHEE Male Female Zr Total %8 8%
R lawful Lint
gé‘lgﬁ 3‘;’; fg‘)ﬂf ftereourse 1(0.1%) 145 (21.5%) | 146 (21.7%)
/
I t It
%‘g% ;ESE‘;F - 16 (2.4%) | 446 (66.2%) | 462 (68.5%)
Forced masturbati
ﬁf’%" ﬁm%s q:r ;li,lon 2 (0.3%) 2 (0.3%) 4 (0.6%)
Forced oral
ﬁf’rg Efrjaz sex 0 (0.0%) 2 (0.3%) 2 (0.3%)
lawful B
;j;\;”ﬁfi“ggery 0 (0.0%) 1(0.1%) 1(0.1%)
/
OHt?ES 2 (0.3%) 31 (4.6%) 33 (4.9%)
Multiple Ab
%u,f%%f 5 use 1(0.1%) 25 (3.7%) 26 (3.9%)
Vi A
Total 4% B 22 (33%) | 652(96.7%) | 674 (100%)
Rape/unlawful sexual intercourse 1
s/ IR 128
Indecent assault 16 44
FEER(IE) %62
Forced masturbation %
TR FIR
Forced oral sex
manse |3
Unlawful Buggery %
JEEALR
Others 2
ot 3%
Multiple Abuse
St %
50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500
Male 5 Female % Total 445y

In 2020, CISSCBSV recorded 674 newly reported SV cases.

Among all, indecent

assault was the most common type of sexual violence (462 cases, representing 68.5% of
the total), followed by rape/unlawful sexual intercourse (146 cases, representing 21.7%
of the total). “Others” involved cases of blackmail/threats with nude chats/pictures on-
line, forced photo-taking or threaten to broadcast the indecent photos/videos of the victim
through internet, etc.

£ 2020 £ > R ER AR RE 674 EHEROMER NEE > H P LS
FERAVBOEEE R E - LG 462 K5 E 68.5%) » H IIE 58 2& [H
ZE(146 5% > (4R 21.7%) - " HAMREE ) AV(EEERE  RIER - DR

RGO ~ sRAHHBRIE AR R EA R M EER AN EEE
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2.1.2 Distribution of SV Cases by Reporting Agency Nt
HRIEENERBE ©

Relér%l% a%f:ncy 2020
?Egl?g%fg Department 0.(0.0%)
I;;nﬁ%g%;g%emal Organisation 267 (39.6%)
%o% %o;%g ;E;)lice Force 407 (60.4%)
%eg;rgent of Health 0.(0.0%)
gﬁ 0 (0.0%)
Total 48 % 674 (100%)

Note: If more than one agency reports the same case, the first agency inputting the data will be

recorded as the reporting agency

ik BER-EERAZNEZ RS R A BB KE R 2 R

% o
Others Department of _ social Welfare
HAh reann
0.0% (fese s
0.0%

Non-governmental
Organisation

FEBURTHRAE
39.6%

A

Department
EERINE
0.0%

In 2020, most of the SV cases were reported by the Hong Kong Police Force (60.4%)

and Non-governmental Organisations (39.6%).

£ 2020 & > PRI ZE £ E i A B E R (60.4%) & JE BUF 1

(39.6%) % #f -

Hospital Authority
B[Rt
Legal Aid EhE
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2.1.3 Distribution of SV Cases by District where Incident Occurred
HRNEHZENHE
District 3 & 2020
Central & Western 1 75 & 51 (7.6%)
Southern FF [& 13 (1.9%)
Island #f & 9 (1.3%)
Eastern ¥ [& 31 (4.6%)
Wan Chai & {7 27 (4.0%)
Kowloon City J1. 5 i 40 (5.9%)
Yau Tsim Mong J# 22 A 83 (12.3%)
Sham Shui Po % /K £ 30 (4.5%)
Wong Tai Sin & A ] 19 (2.8%)
Sai Kung 75§ & 19 (2.8%)
Kwun Tong 5 H# 44 (6.5%)
Shatin /> FH 50 (7.4%)
Tai Po K i 14 (2.1%)
North 1 & 27 (4.0%)
Yuen Long 7T B 33 (4.9%)
Tsuen Wan Zt & 32 (4.7%)
Kwai Tsing %% & 29 (4.3%)
Tuen Mun ™ [§ 30 (4.5%)
Outside Hong Kong & # DL 4p 8 (1.2%)
Unknown &G 85 (12.6%)
Total 4% & 674 (100%)
83 85
51
40
31 . 30 . 3P 3 29 30
19 19
13 14
9 8

Central & Southern Island  Eastern Wan Chai Kowloon YauTsim Sham Shui Wong Tai SaiKung Kwun  Shatin  TaiPo  North Yuenlong Tsuen KwaiTsingTuenMun Outside Unknown

Western  E5l& =N HE B F City Mong Po Sin =} Tong Vb Kt E CE Wan 2y dif"y Hong  #ORIAGE
175 SRR CHIdEE FKEE B ek S Kong
35[0 4

BN

In 2020, the top three districts with the highest number of sexual violence incidents
taken place were Yau Tsim Mong (12.3%), Central & Western (7.6%) and Shatin (7.4%).

£ 2020 4 0 A V& D (8 2 88 A 0y = (i i R R R R IR &
(12.3%) ~ PG (7.6%) f /b H & (7.4%)
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2.1.4 Distribution of SV Cases by Location where Incident Occurred
MR IEGF LRI

Location of incident 2020
EHRENHE
Victim’s home % & A Y J& Fff 57 (8.5%)
Perpetrator’s home 4 12 JI & iy J& B 50 (7.4%)
Victim’s and perpetrator’s home 5 & A Bl M (0 & 1Y J& At 37 (5.5%)
Street 7 76 115 (17.1%)
Staircase 15 f 14 (2.1%)
Public transport 2% 3£ 32 i@ T. B 69 (10.2%)
Institution [z <& 28 (4.2%)
Entertainment establishment %37 %% 35 Fp 39 (5.8%)
Others X At 207 (30.7%)
Unknown & i} A 5F 58 (8.6%)
Total %8 & 674 (100%)
Victim’s home
2 ENNEFT
Perpetrator’s home 50
MERILE I ERT
Victim’s and perpetrator’s home 37
ZE NI ENE
Street 115
(Eapi=l
Staircase 14
g
Public transport
ANHATETH
Institution )8
P
Entertainment establishment 39
IREES P
Others
Hofh 207
Unknown
R
50 150 200 250

In 2020, the SV incidents usually occurred on streets (17.1%), public transports (10.2%)

and at victim’s home (8.5%).

f£ 2020 & > MRS EFAEEE

NJEFT(8.5%) 8% 8 %

E(17.1%) ~ 2%

A T B (10.2%) K 2 =
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2.2 Characteristics of Victim of Sexual Violence (SV) Cases

M2 7B EZE AR R

2.2.1 Distribution of SV Cases by Gender and Age of Victim
HRIMEEZEANE RER

2020
Age F iR
Male 5 Female % Total %% 8%
18<=20 3 (0.4%) 100 (14.8%) 103 (15.3%)
>20-<=25 8 (1.2%) 153 (22.7%) 161 (23.9%)
>25-<=30 4 (0.6%) 152 (22.6%) 156 (23.1%)
>30-<=35 3 (0.4%) 92 (13.6%) 95 (14.1%)
>35-<=40 2 (0.3%) 52 (7.7%) 54 (8.0%)
>40-<=45 1 (0.1%) 44 (6.5%) 45 (6.7%)
>45-<=50 0 (0.0%) 20 (3.0%) 20 (3.0%)
>50-<=55 0 (0.0%) 14 (2.1%) 14 (2.1%)
>55-<=59 0 (0.0%) 12 (1.8%) 12 (1.8%)
60-<=64 1 (0.1%) 10 (1.5%) 11 (1.6%)
>64-<=69 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%)
>69-<=74 0 (0.0%) 1 (0.1%) 1 (0.1%)
>T74-<=79 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%)
>79<—84 0 (0.0%) 1(0.1%) 1(0.1%)
>=85 0 (0.0%) 1(0.1%) 1(0.1%)
Total %8 B 22 (3.3%) 652 (96.7%) 674 (100%)
180
161
160 156
140
120
103
100
80
60
40
20
20 “Moo2ou
0 - l u - —_ 0 0 '
DI S o P P D F D A D o P
AR A P A A A o A
i 7 > /lrf) 7"’0 7 ~ 7&’) 7"’0 76;0 © 7@‘ - N 7

m Male 58 Female % Total 48

In 2020, most victims were female (96.7% of the total). The victims were mainly aged
between 18 and 30, representing 62.3% of the total. There were 14 victims who were aged

60 or above, representing 2.1% of the total.

1E 2020 4 KEAHIZHE AR LIS EE 96.7%) - 2 H AN # T 5B
S 18 B 30 B 0 E4EBE 62.3% - & AT 14 2 E AR 60 BEE L o

A 2.1% -
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2.2.2 Distribution of SV Cases by Ethnicity and Gender of Victim

MR EERZEANNEER R
Eehnicity 2 2020
nicity 3
Male 5 Female % Total 4 8§
Chinese ¥ A 21 (3.1%) 604 (89.6%) 625 (92.7%)
[ndonesian E[J JE A 0 (0.0%) 16 (2.4%) 16 (2.4%)
Filipino JF 1 & A 0 (0.0%) 13 (1.9%) 13 (1.9%)
Indian E[J & A 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%)
Pakistani [ %5 7 $H A 0 (0.0%) 2 (0.3%) 2 (0.3%)
[Nepalese JE JH B A 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%)
Thai Z= B A 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%)
White [ A 0 (0.0%) 1(0.1%) 1(0.1%)
Japanese H 74 A 0 (0.0%) 1(0.1%) 1(0.1%)
Other Asian H: i, 5 i A 1(0.1%) 12 (1.8%) 13 (1.9%)
African JE i A 0 (0.0%) 1(0.1%) 1 (0.1%)
Others  fifr 0 (0.0%) 1(0.1%) 1(0.1%)
[Unknown ¥k} A 5% 0 (0.0%) 1(0.1%) 1(0.1%)
Total 4& 8 22 (3.3%) 652 (96.7%) 674 (100%)
Indonesian T
EIEIN
Filipino 13
E[EES=UN
Indian E[IfE A 0
Pakistani
SE SN 2
Nepalese 0
IENELEPN
Thai 0
ZEA
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18
m Male 55 mFemale %

In 2020, regardless of the gender of victims, most victims were Chinese (625 cases,
representing 92.7% of the total). The total number of cases involving victims in six ethnic
minorities, including Indonesian, Filipino, Indian, Pakistanis, Nepalese and Thai, was 31
(representing 4.6% of the total), in which the victims were all female and mainly Indonesian
and Filipino.

£ 2020 4 > B ZF AN LIE A B E (625 N (H B 92.7%) - &5 HETHE
Hob kA VE G (EEE S ~ JEEE - 5K - EEEHE -~ JelaM K&
FE)ZEANEEHEE A2 BLE G 5 HEBEZE AL 4.6%)
EPLEHEARFFEEAREL -
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2.2.3 Distribution of SV Cases by Occupation and Gender of Victim

MR T EEZE AR MR

Occupation J§ 3% Male 5 Felfl(:j(? 2z | Total 488
gli%le/:sls/f’%;t;zr}; A;)r %O%p;l?f r'gro}pr/ig&oglsl%pgeeper/stall owner 1(0.1%) 12 (1.8%) 13 (1.9%)
I%(’;Sji\ogi‘l//?gngl/ﬁgag}/“;;nageﬁal work 2(0.3%) | 82(12.2%) | 84 (12.5%)
%eﬂrgj‘%fgegr{l%l work 2(03%) | 112 (16.6%) | 114 (16.9%)
Eg%c&ti’;;‘},}‘}agwﬁl}g 8(12%) | 157 (23.3%) | 165 (24.5%)
%?ggo% V{‘j;rk 1 (0.1%) 5(0.7%) 6 (0.9%)
g%“;;nployed 1(0.1%) | 58(8.6%) | 59 (8.8%)
I%"ggg% 0(0.0%) | 30(45%) | 30(4.5%)
;ugm 3(0.4%) | 135 (20.0%) | 138 (20.5%)
gg?;fd 000.0%) | 8(12%) | 8(1.2%)
%}gs 3(04%) | 35(52%) | 38(5.6%)
gﬁ"%‘; 1(0.1%) | 182.7%) | 19 (2.8%)
Total 48 ¥ 22 (3.3%) | 652 (96.7%) | 674 (100%)

Business/factory or company proprietor/shop-keeper/stall owner 1

R/ LR T/ /R R 3
Professional/administrative/managerial work 2 :
B A/ T/ R T (R %1
Clerical/secretarial work 2
S/ A
Service/technical work 8
AR /R i A
Production work #7532 T F 156
Unemployed 1
TS = b
Housewife 0
RIE LR 30
Student 3
B4
Retired 0
Bk §
Others 3 3
et 38
Unknown 1 1
ZHRIR R i
0 20 40 60 80 100
Male 5 Female 7% Total 4454

Yt

1135

120 140




In 2020, most female victims were employed in service/technical work (representing 24.1%
of female victims), followed by student and employed in clerical/secretarial work
(representing 20.7% and 17.2% of female victims respectively). Most male victims worked
as service/technical work (representing 36.4% of male victims).

f£ 2020 4 ﬁfi;gkﬁ&“‘Eﬁ&%‘fék/&{hféklf’lf(%iﬂ 2 E AN
24.1%) » HRBE2A REECH W ELTHEGIMEZEZEFE AN 20.7% K
17.2%) : B2 EF AN EZR S RBME /Kl E L E (159'%f 2 E N
36.4%) -
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2.2.4 Distribution of SV Cases by Disability of Victim
MR EEREANB R

Type;% 0#;: d%ag&htles 2020
Mentally incapacitated
Fet b _E 4 17 2 £ ) 34 6.0%)
Other types of disabilities
L 28 ] 9 5% 5% 4(0.6%)
Mentally incapacitated and other types of disabilities
ot v b 4 47 5 A 7 R At 45 4 2(03%)
Without disabilities
b4 5 i 600 (89.0%)
Unknown
R R B 34 6.0%)
Total 5 674 (100%)

Mentally incapacitated 34
FE AT Ry RE S

Other types of disabilities .
HA A

Mentally incapacitated and ther types of disabilities

AT B A S R LA R 2

Without disabilities 600
SEHTEP

Unknown 34
ZRIR

0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700

In 2020, most victims had no disabilities (89.0% of the total). Among them, 36 victims

(5.3% of'the total) were diagnosed as mentally incapacitated and 4 victims (0.6% of the total)
had other types of disabilities.

1E 2020 4 » KED 5T 2 F AT A PR (89.0%) » 2 FH A 4 5 E F 7 1 L

AT REETIANLA 36 A(5.3 %) MHMBBIHIERERN ALA 4 N(0.6%)
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2.2.5 Distribution of SV Cases by Year of Residence in Hong Kong and Gender
of Victim

MR D MEEZE NG T K%

No. of year of residence in HK 2020
& ¥ A 2 5 B8 HEE
%ezé t&an?l yeat 0 (0.0%) 6 (0.9%) 6 (0.9%)
i ;Z%eazrs - 0 (0.0%) 4 (0.6%) 4(0.6%)
g ggagsfﬁ B 1(0.1%) 2 (0.3%) 3 (0.4%)
g ';E%ea;sfﬁ bF 0 (0.0%) 14 (2.1%) 14 (2.1%)
; é;a%‘&afve 0 (0.0%) 51 (7.6%) 51 (7.6%)
%m‘g Eé”i 16 (2.4%) | 484 (71.8%) | 500 (74.2%)
§$2?$ 507%) | 91(13.5%) | 96 (14.2%)
Total 4% B} 22 (33%) | 652(96.7%) | 674 (100%)

Less than 1 year

LI 6

1-<2 years

VEFUEMF | 4

2 -<3 years

VEFEIFELT | 3

3 -<7 years
BEEETELT 14

7 years or above

TSR E 51
Since birth
EoHAE 500
Unknown
B EE 9%
0 100 200 300 400 500 600

Male 5 Female 7% Total 485

In 2020, there were 27 victims (4.0%) who had resided in Hong Kong for less than 7 years,
in which the majority had resided in Hong Kong for 3 to less than 7 years (14 victims,
representing 2.1% of the total).

fE 2020 5 JEHBR T FHIZEANLA 27 A4.0%) 0 E T LUEER 3 F
ETFELTHMERSZ (14 A (E2EHY 2.1%)



2.3 Characteristics of Perpetrator of Sexual Violence (SV) Cases

M2 70 {8 E R0 E B R &

2.3.1
R IEEERRILEEZE ARG

Distribution of SV Cases by Perpetrator’s Relationship with the Victim

Relationship 3§ & 2020

Parent £ 16 (2.4%)

Child - % 4 (0.6%)

Siblings b, 26 #h 4k 10 (1.5%)

In-law 4 ¥ 2 (0.3%)

Other relative = 1t 31 J& 9 (1.3%)

Heterosexual lover £ 4 & (= 24 (3.6%)

Same-sex lover [E] M 15 18 2 (0.3%)

Heterosexual ex-lover FHi & 4 & (= 43 (6.4%)

Same-sex ex-lover Fij [A] M & 18 1 (0.1%)

Friend i 2 114 (16.9%)

Caregiver (Non-relative) HEEH & ( JEHR B ) 2 (0.3%)

Employer / employee / colleague & ¥ g B/ [F = 84 (12.5%)

Teacher / tutor = Eifi /" 2 Eili 6 (0.9%)

Stranger [H 4= A 327 (48.5%)

Others X i 30 (4.5%)

Total &2 & 674 (100%)
350 327
300
250
200
150

114
100 84
50 16 24 43 30
4 10 2 3 2 1 2 6
0
R & S / N & N e N N
UL GRS G S g R AN
&R Q\)é{o & Y @g& <\\"§& @}x& @‘*& Q &g I~ {%‘ R &©

& O ¢ ¢ & & A A& O &S

«¥ & S & & & ‘@% B & &

(’}0 ké \)'b\ Q:\' /\O \O (gxo@“ @7%/ A )
& o &’ oF o N N Q}\
S e@" %,06‘ +\§z} & & S
& & N
xQ S & \
E ,\\% \\ee’
(2 3°
& e@Q
& A
<
&
&

In 2020, most perpetrators were strangers to the victims (48.5%), followed by friend (16.9%)

and employer/employee/colleague of the victims (12.5%).

£ 2020 F > KRE W2 EALARBRERILE (48.5%)  HRX AL

(16.9%) > DLk =ZEHE AL (BRE [HH(12.5%) -
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2.3.2 Distribution of SV Cases by Gender and Age of Perpetrator
MR DEEEERILEFNEL FRER

300

250

200

150

100

50

Age B 2020

Male & Female % Total 4 85
<=20 23 (3.4%) 0 (0.0%) 23 (3.4%)
>20-<=25 46 (6.8%) 0 (0.0%) 46 (6.8%)
>25-<=30 64 (9.5%) 2 (0.3%) 66 (9.8%)
>30-<=35 42 (6.2%) 1 (0.1%) 43 (6.4%)
>35-<=40 51 (7.6%) 1 (0.1%) 52 (7.7%)
>40-<=45 28 (4.2%) 1 (0.1%) 29 (4.3%)
>45-<=50 42 (6.2%) 1 (0.1%) 43 (6.4%)
>50-<=55 24 (3.6%) 0 (0.0%) 24 (3.6%)
>55-<=59 24 (3.6%) 0 (0.0%) 24 (3.6%)
60-<=64 31 (4.6%) 0 (0.0%) 31 (4.6%)
>64-<=69 12 (1.8%) 1 (0.1%) 13 (1.9%)
>69-<=74 9 (1.3%) 0 (0.0%) 9 (1.3%)
>74-<=79 8 (1.2%) 0 (0.0%) 8 (1.2%)
>79<=84 7 (1.0%) 0 (0.0%) 7 (1.0%)
>=85 3 (0.4%) 0 (0.0%) 3 (0.4%)
Unknown & i} R 5% 246 (36.5%) 7 (1.0%) 253 (37.5%)
Total & B 660 (97.9%) 14 (2.1%) 674 (100%)

46 43
23 23 u o 1
13 8 7

<=20 >20-<=25 >25-<=30 >30-<=35 >35-<=40 >40-<=45 >45-<=50 >50-<=55 >55-<=59 60-<=64 >64-<=69 >69-<=74 >74-<=79 >79<=84

Male &

Female %

253

3

>=85 Unknown

R R EE

In 2020, the perpetrators were mainly male (97.9% of the total) and the most common age

groups were between 20 to 50 years old, representing 41.3% of the total.

£ 2020 4 > MEEIUEDL B REF(97.9%) - BEEH AT 20 K E
50 j5% [ B 4H Il % 25 (15 42 8 41.3%) -
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2.3.3 Distribution of SV Cases by Ethnicity and Gender of Perpetrator
& 07 E MR ILE R R M Bl

. 2020
Ethnicity 18 Male & Female % Total 4 8§
Chinese F A 470 (69.7%) 12 (1.8%) 482 (71.5%)
Indonesian E[l J& A 4 (0.6%) 0 (0.0%) 4 (0.6%)
Filipino JF £ 2 A 5(0.7%) 0 (0.0%) 5(0.7%)
Indian Efl & A 4 (0.6%) 0 (0.0%) 4 (0.6%)
Pakistani [ & 37 30 A 6 (0.9%) 0 (0.0%) 6 (0.9%)
[Nepalese [E JH B A 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%)
Thai %= B A 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%)
White [ A 3 (0.4%) 0 (0.0%) 3 (0.4%)
Japanese H A A 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%)
Other Asian X 51 Jif A 12 (1.8%) 0 (0.0%) 12 (1.8%)
African FE M A 2 (0.3%) 0 (0.0%) 2 (0.3%)
Others X 7 3(0.4%) 0 (0.0%) 3 (0.4%)
Unknown & i} K 5 151 (22.4%) 2 (0.3%) 153 (22.7%)
Total 48 8¢ 660 (97.9%) 14 (2.1%) 674 (100%)
Indonesian
ENEA 4
Filipino
SEEFTA >
Indian E[JJ& A 4
Pakistani
ELAGHHE A °
Nepalese
eamA °
Thai
N
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Male & Female %

In 2020, perpetrators were mainly Chinese (482 cases, representing 71.5% of the total).
The total number of cases involving perpetrators in six ethnic minorities, including
Indonesian, Filipino, Indian, Pakistani, Nepalese and Thai, was 19 and they were all male
(representing 2.9% of the total).

£ 2020 5 0 MR E VI LAEE N R £(482 5% > (HRE 71.5%)  EHEE
HoB RAEDVBEE(EEHE - JFERE BT - EEEE - B8l
ZEDHERILENEZEE B 195 > 28 5B > (5485 2.8% -

41



2.3.4 Distribution of SV Cases by Occupation and Gender of Perpetrator

M2 T = M R0 & B IR R R M Al

o tion B 3 2020
ccupation <
P 7 Male 5 | Female % | Total 458
Business/factory or company proprietor/shop-keeper/stall owner o o o
76 T g By 4\ ) 5 F JE F /8 fr o 28 (4.2%) | 0(0.0%) | 28 (4.2%)
Professional/administrative/managerial work o o o
B\ /4T i/ B TR 73 (10.8% ) || 4 (0.6% ) | 77 (11.4%)
Clerical/secretarial work
B /R TR 16 (24%) || 1(0.1%) 17 (2.5%)
Service/technical work 128 o o
B 5 /8% i T (19.0%) | 2(037) [130193%)
Production work #Y 3% ¥ T {/E 28 (4.2%) || 0(0.0%) | 28 (4.2%)
Unemployed 45 34 (5.0%) || 0(0.0%) 34 (5.0%)
Housewife % i F iF 0(0.0%) 0 (0.0% ) 0 (0.0%)
Student £ 4= 29(43%) || 0(0.0%) | 29 (4.3%)
Retired 78 {K 34 (5.0%) || 1(0.1%) 35 (5.2%)
Others H 1t 22(33.3%) || 1(0.1%) | 23(3.4%)
Unknown % F 2% (392'68§/0 ) | 5©7%) 273 @o5%)
Total %8 8 660 (97.9%)| 14 (2.1%) |674 (100%)
Business/factory or company proprietor/shop-keeper/stall
owner
PR 3/ TRE A )R/ I 2 /e R 28
Professional/administrative/managerial work
HEALATE/EHTE 77
Clerical/secretarial work
SCRS /RN LA 17
Service/technical work
AR5 M /Rl 1 LA 130
Production work #4353 T {E -
Unemployed
RE 34
Housewife
ZREETHE 0
Student
5 29
Retired
BIR 35
Others
HAh 23
Unknown
HIT
0 50 100 150 200 250
Male 5 Female % Total 458

273
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In 2020, most male perpetrators were employed in service/technical work, followed by
professional/administrative/managerial work (representing 19.4% and 11.1% of male
perpetrators respectively). Most female perpetrators were employed in professional/
administrative/managerial work, representing 28.6% of female perpetrators.

£ 2020 & - BHEERLE P UL ERSE it TERE > ERXBH
ENLE AT B E B IR G S BRI E Y 19.4% & 11.1%) © 11
MHERLELERFERANL TE S/ EBEHIE  GZXHEERIUE 28.6%

o
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2.3.5 Distribution of SV Cases by Weapon used by Perpetrator

HBRNEEEEBILEEGEAKS
Weapon used
£ R B 2020
Yes & 7 (1.0%)
No ' FH 623 (92.4%)
Unknown & i} K 5F 44 (6.5%)
Total 4% 8 674 (100%)
Unknown & R 2 Yes
6.5% 1.0%

No ;@FH
92.4%

In 2020, over 90% of perpetrators did not use weapons.
used weapons, representing 1.0% of the total.

There were only 7 cases having

fE 2020 5 - EBBILURAERILEZAEA RS > EARSIRE 7545

RE1.0% -
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2.4 Comparison of Sexual Violence (SV) Cases from 2016 to 2020
ELEZ 2016 £ 2 2020 AR SIE X

2.4.1 By Types of Incident of SV Cases

DR NDEENEHEE
Tyg{‘ggg“t 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

Rape/unlawful sexual intercourse

Gt A S 101 (11.7%) | 122 (12.6%) | 130 (12.7%) | 159 (16.2%) | 146 (21.7%)

Indecent assault

- \ 29 (84.7% 2 (82.9%) | 844 (82.7° 5%) | 462 (68.5°
o s 2 40 (3F ) 729 (84.7%) | 802 (82.9%) | 844 (82.7%) | 778 (79.5%) | 462 (68.5%)

Forced masturbation

i 1 T F 0 (0.0%) 4(0.4%) 6 (0.6%) 0 (0.0%) 4(0.6%)

Forced oral sex

% i 11 % 2(0.2%) 4 (0.4%) 6 (0.6%) 0 (0.0%) 2 (0.3%)

Unlawful Buggery

JE S BT & 2 (0.2%) 5(0.5%) 3(0.3%) 5(0.5%) 1 (0.1%)

Others

oy 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) 2 (0.2%) 4(04%) | 33 (4.9%)

Multiple Abuse

% BE 18 6 27(3.1%) | 30(3.1%) | 29(2.8%) | 33(3.4%) | 26(3.9%)
7 KR

Total 48 861 (100%) | 967 (100%) |1 020 (100%)| 979 (100%) | 674 (100%)

1200

1000

800
674

600

462

400

200 146

33
4 2 1 26

Rape/unlawful  Indecent assault Forced Forced oral sex Unlawful Buggery Others Multiple Abuse Total 448
sexual intercourse JEEE(RIU(IETE)  masturbation G EINEY FREILR FHAth Ly

ik, FRAENER ST R

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

As compared with the past five years, indecent assault remained the main type of sexual
violence incident. The total case number has been declining after the peak in 2018.

HBEDFLEE > MR NSHEHAUBRERLCGERAE - BEEEXHHEHE
2018 FEHYE =& NI -



2.4.2 By Gender of Victim of SCB Cases
DA % 078 22 2 T A\ B9 4 Al

Gender ‘% Hl 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
Female % % 837 (97.2%) | 932 (96.4%) | 986 (96.7%) | 957 (97.8%) | 652 (96.7%)
Male 58 4 24 (2.8%) | 35(3.6%) | 34(33%) | 22(22%) | 22(3.3%)
Total % 8 861 (100%) | 967 (100%) |1 020 (100%)| 979 (100%) | 674 (100%)
1200

986
1000 932 957
837
800
652
600
400
200
24 35 34 22 22
0
2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
FemaleZ: M Male B4

In the past five years, more than 96% of the victims of SV Cases were female in each year.

FEBELE  BFEEBESE MR DERZEAN B -
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2.4.3 By District where Incident Occurredof SV Cases
DR NDEEEGRENHE

District 3, [& 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
Central & Western 1 75 [& 89 (10.3%) 96 (9.9%) 110 (10.8%) 98 (10.0%) 51 (7.6%)
Southern {4 & 19 (2.2%) 15 (1.6%) 19 (1.9%) 11 (1.1%) 13 (1.9%)
Island @ 2, 14 (1.6%) 12 (1.2%) 25 (2.5%) 23 (2.3%) 9 (1.3%)
Eastern B [& 46 (5.3%) 36 (3.7%) 49 (4.8%) 54 (5.5%) 31 (4.6%)
Wan Chai & {7 37 (4.3%) 54 (5.6%) 58 (5.7%) 75 (7.7%) 27 (4.0%)
Kowloon City J1, ¥ 5k 64 (7.4%) 48 (5.0%) 66 (6.5%) 38 (3.9%) 40 (5.9%)
Yau Tsim Mong 3 25 T 132(153%) | 187(193%) | 163 (16.0%) | 149 (15.2%) 83 (12.3%)
Sham Shui Po % /K B 35 (4.1%) 42 (4.3%) 54 (5.3%) 45 (4.6%) 30 (4.5%)
Wong Tai Sin # A 1] 40 (4.6%) 27 (2.8%) 32 (3.1%) 38 (3.9%) 19 (2.8%)
Sai Kung 7 & 20 (2.3%) 23 (2.4%) 20 (2.0%) 26 (2.7%) 19 (2.8%)
Kwun Tong 1 35 67 (7.8%) 65 (6.7%) 65 (6.4%) 54.(5.5%) 44 (6.5%)
Shatin 7> 45 (5.2%) 66 (6.8%) 46 (4.5%) 64 (6.5%) 50 (7.4%)
Tai Po A i 17 (2.0%) 17 (1.8%) 28 (2.7%) 26 (2.7%) 14 (2.1%)
North It & 24 (2.8%) 22 (2.3%) 26 (2.5%) 18 (1.8%) 27 (4.0%)
Yuen Long 7T B 54 (6.3%) 59 (6.1%) 66 (6.5%) 57 (5.8%) 33 (4.9%)
Tsuen Wan ==& 30 (3.5%) 46 (4.8%) 38 (3.7%) 36 (3.7%) 32 (4.7%)
Kwai Tsing %% 75 48 (5.6%) 52 (5.4%) 54 (5.3%) 46 (4.7%) 29 (4.3%)
Tuen Mun 3 P4 30 (3.5%) 51(5.3%) 39 (3.8%) 49 (5.0%) 30 (4.5%)
%ﬁ;;%?g&mg 12 (1.4%) 26 (2.7%) 25 (2.5%) 24 (2.5%) 8 (1.2%)
/
Unknown % &} K 5§ 38 (4.4%) 23 (2.4%) 37 (3.6%) 48 (4.9%) 85 (12.6%)
Total 48 8¢ 861 (100%) 967 (100%) 1020 (100%) 979 (100%) 674 (100%)
200
180
160
140
120
100 ks 35
80
60 51
40
. ‘ “I | |
0
Central & Southern Island Eastern Wan Cha\ Kowloon Yau Tsim Sham Shui Wong Tai Sa\Kung Kwun Shatm Tai Po Norlh Yuen Long Tsuen Kwa\TsmgTuen Mun Outside Unknown
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hlE FUBEBK  JRARIE J 28 VNI B = LIS
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In the past five years, the highest number of SV incidents occurred in Yau Tsim Mong and

Central & Western districts.

E?ﬂ%%ﬂﬁi >

T 2R HE Rz o P 1
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2.4.4 By Perpetrator’s Relationship with the Victim of SV Cases
Dt EEMEILE B ZE AR A

Relationship [ % 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
Parent < £ 12(14%) | 170.8%) | 707%) | 2728%) | 16(2.4%)
Child T- % 2(02%) | 0(0.0%) | 0(0.0%) | 0(0.0%) | 4(0.6%)
Siblings 5t 2 #h 4k 11(13%) | 4(04%) | 11(1.1%) | 9(0.9%) | 10(1.5%)
In-law #H 5 0(0.0%) | 1(0.1%) | 1(0.1%) | 1(0.1%) | 2(0.3%)
Other relative X il ¥ /& 11 (1.3%) 9 (0.9%) 23 (2.3%) 23 (2.3%) 9 (1.3%)
Heterosexual lover B2 4 1% {2 14 (1.6%) | 16(1.7%) | 18(1.8%) | 15(1.5%) | 24 (3.6%)
Same-sex lover [E] 1% & {4 0 (0.0%) 2 (0.2%) 0 (0.0%) 1 (0.1%) 2 (0.3%)
Heterosexual ex-lover Fij % M 1% {2 18 (2.1%) | 23(24%) | 18(1.8%) | 25(2.6%) | 43 (6.4%)
Same-sex ex-lover A [7] M % 2 0(0.0%) | 0(0.0%) | 1(0.1%) | 0(0.0%) | 1(0.1%)
Friend ff /% 103 (12.0%) | 118 (12.2%) | 120 (11.8%) | 135 (13.8%) | 114 (16.9%)
()g;’gwer (Non-relative) ff - ( JF# 2124%) | 11(1.1%) | 6(0.6%) | 6(0.6%) | 2(0.3%)
[Employer / employee / colleague
= = 87 (10.19 97 (10.09 118 (11.69 128 (13.19 84 (12.59
R BB F= (10.1%) (10.0%) (11.6%) (13.1%) (12.5%)
Teacher / tutor % [ifi / 2 fif 16 (1.9%) | 17(1.8%) | 16 (1.6%) | 11(1.1%) | 6(0.9%)
Stranger [ 42 A 564 (65.5%) | 647 (66.9%) | 678 (66.5%) | 596 (60.9%) | 327 (48.5%)
Others . fif] 2002%) | 5(05%) | 3(03%) | 2(02%) | 30(4.5%)
Total 4% 8 861 (100%) | 967 (100%) [1 020 (100%)| 979 (100%) | 674 (100%)
800
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In the past five years, most of the perpetrators were strangers to the victims, followed by
friends and employers/employees/colleagues.
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Appendix

Glossary

The glossary of terms used in this statistical report are drawn from the “Procedural
Guide for Handling Intimate Partner Violence Cases (Revised 2011)” and “Procedural
Guidelines for Handling Adult Sexual Violence Cases (revised 2007)”, which were co-
developed by the Social Welfare Department with joint effort of different government
departments, non-governmental organisations and relevant disciplines.

Spouse / Cohabitant Battering
(Intimate Partner Violence)

Instead of using the professional term of “Intimate
Partner Violence”, the term “Spouse/Cohabitant
Battering (SCB)”, which is more commonly used
in  official correspondences, papers and
publicity/public education materials, has been
adopted in this statistical report.

SCB refers to battering that occurs in a
relationship between a couple who live or have
lived together intimately. They maintain or have
maintained a lasting intimate relationship which is
more than just brief encounter. They can be
married couples, co-habitees and separated
spouses/co-habitees, etc.

SCB is a kind of domestic violence. In using
violence or the threat of violence, physical or
psychological harm is inflicted with the effect of
establishing control by one individual over
another.  There are many different forms of
intimate partner violence, and a person may be
subjected to more than one form of violence.

Victim (for SCB case)

It refers to both female and male abused person.

Perpetrator (for SCB case)

It refers to a person who exercises a pattern of
coercive control in a partner relationship,
punctuated by one or more acts of intimidating
physical violence, sexual assault, or credible
threat of physical violence. This pattern of
control and intimidation may be predominantly
psychological, economic, or sexual in nature, or
may rely primarily on the use of physical violence.

Physical violence (for SCB case)

Punching, slapping, biting, choking, kicking,
burning, throwing acid, assaulting with a weapon
and setting fire.  Other forms of physical
violence may include forcing alcohol and/or drug
use, or any dangerous or harmful use of force or
restraint, etc. There may be no obvious physical
injuries, or there may be bruises, cuts, broken
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bones, internal  injuries,  disfigurement,
disablement and even death;

Sexual violence (for SCB case)

Coercing or attempting to coerce any sexual
contact or behaviour without consent. It
includes marital rape, all forms of sexual assault,
or involvement in any undesirable sexual acts, etc.

Psychological abuse (for SCB case)

Psychological abuse is defined as recurrent
aversive or coercive acts, intended to produce
emotional harm or threat of harm.

The recurrent aversive or coercive acts can be:
a) repeated verbal attacks
b) verbal harassment
c) deprivation of basic necessities
d) intimidation or verbal threats
e) threatening physical harm to self or
others
f) forcing isolation
g) acts of domination
h) repeated invalidation

The emotional harm/threat of harm can be:
a) damages to the psychological well-being:
lowering of self-esteem
b) shame
c) anxiety and terror/fear
d) hopelessness and depression
¢) mental health problems

Sexual Violence (for SV case only)

Sexual violence happens when a person is
subjected to non-consensual sexual act or non-
consensual exposure to such act. The subjugation
can take the form of physical or non-physical
force, threat of force, coercion, intimidation,
duress or deceit. It can also happen when the
victim is unable to give consent owing to his/her
age, mental capacity, fear, and the influence of
alcohol, drugs or other substances.

It includes rape, attempted rape, indecent assault,
incest, being forced to engage in masturbation or
oral sex, buggery, and indecent exposure. It may
occur in the public or private place.  The
perpetrator can be a member of the family,
relative, acquaintance or stranger. A victim of
sexual violence can be any person regardless of
his/her age, sex, race, occupation, marital status or
sexual orientation.
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