Indicators of Poverty
- An update for 2009 -

Background and Purpose

This paper provides an update on Hong Kong’s poverty indicators (see
Annex 1) for 2009. A detailed analysis is at Annex |1, with the relevant data given
at the Statistical Appendix. This set of 24 multi-dimensional poverty indicators is
designed to provide a broad picture of how the poverty situation is evolving and to
identify areas for further study. Bureaux and departments can refer to this
information and analysis in formulating and evaluating policies to assist the needy.

Highlights of Analysis

2. The concept of poverty is open to different interpretations. Established
international standards for defining individuals living in poverty must be
appropriately qualified when applied to specific places. Each place should
therefore adopt a benchmark adjusted to its particular circumstances, especially for
the purpose of poverty monitoring and policy formulation. In Hong Kong, the
former Commission on Poverty (CoP) agreed that no single factor or figure can be
relied upon to provide an in-depth understanding of the poverty situation. As a
result, a set of multi-dimensional indicators has been used to analyse the poverty
situation and support the formulation and evaluation of policies to assist the needy.

3. In 2009, among the 18 life-cycle-based poverty indicators, 6 exhibited
some improvements, 5 showed mixed performance while the remaining 7 were less
satisfactory in general. With regard to the 6 community-based indicators, 4 districts
registered some improvements in 2009 over the preceding year. The improvements
were relatively more noticeable in Islands district.

Life-cycle-based Poverty Indicators
4, In 2009, the following 6 indicators exhibited improvements:

o Children Comprehensive Social Security Assistance (CSSA) recipients
(Indicator 4);
School attendance rate of youth aged 16-19 (Indicator 5);
Persons aged 20-24 with tertiary education (Indicator 6);
Non-engaged youth aged 15-19 and 20-24 (Indicator 7);



6.
indicators:

Children aged 0-5 and 6-14 living in private temporary housing and
private shared units (Indicator 8); and

Employed persons working 35 hours or above per week and with monthly
employment earnings less than 50% of the median (Indicator 13).

The following 5 indicators demonstrated mixed performance:

Children aged 0-5 and 6-14 living in workless households (Indicator 1);
Children aged 0-5 and 6-14 with single-parent and in households with
income below average CSSA payment (Indicator 3);

Adult able-bodied CSSA recipients (Indicator 14);

Adult recipients of permanent disability / temporary disability / ill health
CSSA (Indicator 15); and

Elderly CSSA recipients (Indicator 16).

Less satisfactory performance was observed for the remaining 7

Persons living in households with income below average CSSA payment
(Indicators 2 and 10);

Persons aged 15-19 and 20-59 living in workless households (Indicator 9);
Unemployed persons, and persons unemployed for 6 months or longer,
and 12 months or longer (Indicators 11 and 12);

Elderly patients under the medical fee waiver mechanism of public
hospitals and clinics (Indicator 17); and

Elderly persons aged 60 or above living in private temporary housing and
private shared units (Indicator 18).

Detailed analysis of the performance of the above indicators is set out in Annex 1.

Community-based Poverty Indicators

7.

Regarding the 6 community-based poverty indicators in 2009, the

performance for most districts was less satisfactory, except for 4 districts which
showed slight improvements.  Specifically, among the 18 districts:

4 districts recorded improvements in median employment earnings
(Indicator 23); and
1 district had improved median household income (Indicator 22).



8. Comparing 2009 with 2008, the Islands district had 2 community-based
indicators improved, while the Central and Western, Southern and Sai Kung districts
demonstrated improvements in 1 of them. Among the less well-off districts*, none
of them exhibited improvement in 2009. While in aggregate terms, apart from
overall median monthly employment earnings (Indicator 23) which remained
virtually unchanged at $11,000 over the year, the remaining 5 community-based
poverty indicators have exhibited less satisfactory performance in 2009.

Outlook

9. The outbreak of the global financial tsunami in late-2008 and the ensuing
recession derailed Hong Kong’s economy from the upturn which began in the second
half of 2003. This inevitably posed significant challenges to the poverty situation
in 2009. Indeed, the less satisfactory performance in some poverty indicators in
2009 as compared to those of 2008 had much to do with the fall-off in employment
and earnings / income in the aftershock of the global crisis.

10. Nevertheless, as the economic recovery in Hong Kong became
increasingly entrenched on entering 2010, the unemployment situation showed a
broad-based improvement. The seasonally adjusted unemployment rate fell to
4.2% in July — September 2010, the lowest level since November 2008 — January
2009. Meanwhile, nominal wages also increased by 2.2% in June 2010 over a year
earlier. Moreover, the total number of CSSA cases and recipients decreased visibly
from 289 100 and 482 000 at end-2009 to 285400 and 468 100 respectively at
end-September 2010. If no major external shocks occur to the extent of disrupting
the economic recovery process, the overall poverty situation is expected to improve
somewhat in 2010. The Government will continue to closely monitor the poverty
situation and implement measures to assist the needy as and when necessary.

Economic Analysis and Business Facilitation Unit
Financial Secretary’s Office
October 2010

Less well-off districts refer to districts whose median monthly household income (Indicator 22) and
median monthly employment earnings (Indicator 23) together are lower than their respective overall
average levels in 2009. They include Sham Shui Po, Wong Tai Sin, Kwun Tong, Kwai Tsing, Tuen
Mun, Yuen Long and North.



Annex |
Indicators of Poverty

Children / youth (aged 0-14 / 15-24)
1. Children aged 0-5 and 6-14 living in workless households

2. Children aged 0-5 and 6-14 living in households with income below average CSSA payment

3. Children aged 0-5 and 6-14 with single parent and in households with income below average
CSSA payment

CSSA recipients aged 0-5 and 6-14, and those aged 15-21 who are on child rate
School attendance rate of youth aged 16-19
Persons aged 20-24 with tertiary education

Non-engaged youth aged 15-19 and 20-24

© N o g &

Children aged 0-5 and 6-14 living in private temporary housing and private shared units

Working people / adults (aged 15-59)

9. Persons aged 15-19 and 20-59 living in workless households

10. Persons aged 15-19 and 20-59 living in households with income below average CSSA payment
11. Unemployed persons aged 15-19, 20-24 and 25-59

12. Persons unemployed for 6 months or longer, and 12 months or longer

13. Employed persons aged 15-19, 20-24 and 25-59 working 35 hours or above per week and with
monthly employment earnings less than 50% of the median

14. Adult able-bodied CSSA recipients having been on CSSA for 1 year or less, and longer than 1
year

15. Adult recipients of permanent disability / temporary disability / ill health CSSA

Older people (aged 60 or above)
16. Recipients of old-age CSSA

17. Number of elderly patients under the medical fee waiver mechanism of public hospitals and
clinics

18. Elderly persons living in private temporary housing and private shared units

Community
19. Workless households by district

20. Households with income below average CSSA payment by district

21. Single parent households with income below average CSSA payment by district
22. Median monthly household income by district

23. Median monthly employment earnings by district

24. Unemployed persons and unemployment rate by district




Annex |1
Indicators of Poverty
- An update for 20009 -

Background

In line with the poverty analysis framework established by the former CoP,
the Task Force on Poverty (TFP), chaired by the Secretary for Labour and Welfare,
has been providing annual updates on a set of 24 multi-dimensional poverty
indicators for monitoring the poverty situation in Hong Kong at a macro level. It is
important to note that these poverty indicators should not be simplistically employed
to assess the progress of the Government’s poverty alleviation work, especially
because many indicators are subject to short-term fluctuations and the influence of
factors other than Government policies and actions.

2. The fundamental concept behind the multi-dimensional approach is that
given Hong Kong’s general affluence, it would not be appropriate to gauge the
situation of the poor on the basis of a single income-based indicator or a single
poverty line. We should also be concerned about the other aspects of life and
livelihood, and be vigilant about the risk of certain groups falling into poverty.

3. The purpose of this paper is to present data on the poverty situation for
2009. The following paragraphs provide a wide-ranging but integrated view of the
performance of the poverty indicators by segregating life-cycle-based indicators 1-18
into items exhibiting improvements; items showing mixed performance and those
performing less satisfactorily in 2009 as compared to 2008. Community-based
indicators 19-24 will be discussed separately, as the performance of the individual
indicators varied among districts. The detailed statistics for the indicators are listed
at the Statistical Appendix respectively.

Performance of the Life-cycle-based Indicators

Indicators exhibiting improvements in 2009

4. In 2009, the following 6 indicators showed improvements in comparison
with 2008:



Employment and earnings / income

o Employed persons aged 15-19, 20-24 and 25-59 working 35 hours or
above per week and with monthly employment earnings less than 50% of
the median (Indicator 13)

The number of workers in these three age groups totalled 146 000 in 2009,
representing 5.6% of all the full-time workers aged 15-59. These
numbers were lower than the corresponding figures of 157 500 and 5.8%
in 2008.

Education

o School attendance rate of youth aged 16-19 (Indicator 5)

The proportion of youth continuing with studies after the nine-year
universal free education rose further, from 85.5% in 2008 to 86.7% in
20009.

o Persons aged 20-24 with tertiary education (Indicator 6)

The number and proportion of persons aged 20-24 with tertiary education
were 266 200 and 59.7% respectively in 2009, up from 250900 and
58.0% in 2008.

o Non-engaged youth aged 15-19 and 20-24 (Indicator 7)

The number of non-engaged youth decreased from 22 500 in 2008 to
19 300 in 2009, with the respective population share falling notably from
2.6% to 2.2%.

Community / family support

o Children CSSA recipients (Indicator 4)

The number of CSSA recipients aged 0-21 who were on child rate
decreased slightly from 131 300 at end-2008 to 130 300 at end-2009, yet
the relevant proportion held stable at 8.7%.

Living conditions

o Children aged 0-5 and 6-14 living in private temporary housing and



private shared units (Indicator 8)

The number of children aged 0-14 living in such housing fell slightly from
11 500 in 2008 to 11 300 in 2009, with the proportion holding stable at
1.3%.

Indicators showing mixed performance in 2009

5. Among the 18 life-cycle-based poverty indicators, 5 indicators showed
mixed performance in 2009:

Employment and earnings / income

o Children aged 0-5 and 6-14 living in workless households (Indicator 1)

The number of children aged 0-5 living in workless households went up
from 18 600 in 2008 to 19 400 in 2009. Nevertheless, those aged 6-14
fell from 58 900 to 57 800 over the same period. Summing these two
cohorts together, the total number of children living in workless
households edged down from 77 500 to 77 200.

Community / family support

o Children aged 0-5 and 6-14 with single parent and in households with
income below average CSSA payment (Indicator 3)

The number and proportion of children aged 0-5 under this category
decreased slightly to 3 000 and 1.1% respectively in 2009, from 3 100 and
1.2% in 2008. On the other hand, children aged 6-14 under this category
increased from 18 100 to 21 100, with the population share rising from
2.9% to 3.6%.

o Adult able-bodied CSSA recipients having been on CSSA for one year or
less, and longer than one year (Indicator 14)

The number of able-bodied CSSA recipients went up from 106 800 at
end-2008 to 108 800 at end-2009, yet the corresponding proportion
remained unchanged at 2.2%. It was also encouraging to note that the
number of able-bodied CSSA recipients for longer than 1 year had been on
a downward trend since end-2005, falling from 118 900 to 93 000, with
the proportion declining from 2.5% to 1.9%.



o Adult recipients of permanent disability / temporary disability / ill health
CSSA (Indicator 15)

The number of recipients increased by 2 600 to 55 100 at end-2009, with
the respective population share staying virtually unchanged at 1.1%.

o Elderly CSSA recipients (Indicator 16)

Old-age CSSA recipients aged 60 or above and those aged 65 or above
increased slightly from 185 000 and 160 500 at end-2008 to 187 900 and
161 600 respectively at end-2009. Nevertheless, the corresponding
proportions remained virtually unchanged at 15.3% and 18.1%.

Indicators showing less satisfactory performance in 2009

6. In 2009, among the 18 life-cycle-based poverty indicators, 7 indicators
experienced less satisfactory performance in comparison with 2008:

Employment and earnings / income

o Persons aged 0-14 and 15-59 living in households with income below
average CSSA payment (Indicators 2 and 10)

The number of children aged 0-14 and persons aged 15-59 living in
households with income below average CSSA payment increased from
136 500 and 380 500 in 2008 to 151 700 and 484 800 respectively in 2009,
representing 11.7% (compared to 9.5% in 2008) of the population.

If household income is taken as the sole criterion to define the size of the
poor population, these two indicators would suggest that a total of 636 400
among those aged 0-59 were in poverty in 2009. Taking into account the
poor elderly persons®, the size of the poor would come to 838 300.
Compared with the figure in 2008, this represents an increase of 123 500,
an outcome which was largely due to the weak economic and employment
conditions caused by the global financial crisis and ensuing economic
recession.

1 Poor elderly persons refer to recipients of old-age CSSA and / or living in private temporary housing and

private shared units.



Health

Persons aged 15-19 and 20-59 living in workless households (Indicator 9)

The number of persons aged 15-59 living in workless households
increased from 244 900 in 2008 to 274 100 in 2009, with the proportion
increasing from 5.4% to 6.0%.

Unemployed persons aged 15-19, 20-24 and 25-59 and persons
unemployed for 6 months or longer, and 12 months or longer (Indicators
11 and 12)

The number of unemployed persons aged 15-59 increased notably from
127 400 in 2008 to 191 800 in 2009, with the unemployment rate rising
from 3.6% to 5.5%. Meanwhile, the number of persons unemployed for
6 months or longer and 12 months or longer also increased from 27 200
and 14300 to 53700 and 26 900 respectively. The corresponding
long-term unemployment rates therefore increased from 0.7% and 0.4% to
1.5% and 0.7%.

Elderly patients under the medical fee waiver mechanism of public
hospitals and clinics (Indicator 17)

The number of elderly patients aged 60 or above and aged 65 or above
under medical fee waiver in public hospitals increased from 16 100 and
13 900 in 2008/09 to 17 900 and 15 400 in 2009/10 respectively, with the
corresponding shares edging up marginally by 0.1 percentage point each to
1.4% and 1.7%.

Living conditions

o Elderly persons aged 60 or over living in private temporary housing and

private shared units (Indicator 18)

The number of elderly aged 60 or above living in such housing increased
from 17 000 in 2008 to 20 100 in 2009, with the respective share edging
up from 1.6% to 1.8%.

Performance of the Community-based Indicators

7.

Regarding the 6 community-based poverty indicators in 2009, the



performance of most districts was less satisfactory, except for 4 districts which
displayed mild improvements.  Specifically, among the 18 districts:

o 4 districts recorded improvements in median employment earnings
(Indicator 23); and
o 1district had improved median household income (Indicator 22).

8. In aggregate terms, apart from overall median monthly employment
earnings (Indicator 23), which remained virtually unchanged at $11,000 in 2009, the
remaining 5 community-based poverty indicators have deteriorated in performance:

o The number and proportion of workless households (excluding elderly
households under Indicator 19) increased from 167 300 and 8.3% in 2008
to 186 200 and 9.2% in 2009;

o The numbers of low-income households (excluding elderly households
under Indicator 20) and single parent low-income households (Indicator
21) both increased, from 192 000 and 21 100 in 2008 to 243 100 and
26 200 respectively in 2009. The respective proportions also increased
from 9.6% and 1.1% to 12.0% and 1.3% over the period,;

o Overall median monthly household income decreased from $18,000 in
2008 to $17,100 in 2009 (Indicator 22); and

o The number of unemployed persons increased notably, from 130 100 in
2008 to 196 700 in 2009. The unemployment rate increased from 3.6%
to 5.4% (Indicator 24).

9. Appendix | displays the performance of relevant indicators in each district
in 2009 relative to that in 2008. In particular, Islands district was found to be the
best performing district, with 2 out of the 6 community-based indicators showing
improvements.  Central and Western, Southern and Sai Kung districts showed
improvement in 1 indicator.

10. Appendix 11 highlights district performance from another perspective.
In 2009, 7 districts namely Sham Shui Po, Wong Tai Sin, Kwun Tong, Kwai Tsing,
Tuen Mun, Yuen Long and North districts were found to have fared less well than the
overall average in all the 6 community-based indicators.



Concluding Remarks

11. The outbreak of the global financial tsunami in late-2008 and the ensuing
recession inevitably posed significant challenges to the 2009 poverty situation in
Hong Kong. Indeed, the worsening in some poverty indicators in 2009 as
compared to 2008 was mainly found in income- and employment-based indicators,
reflecting the significant fall-off in local employment and earnings / income in the
aftershock of the global financial tsunami. However, in view of the generally
positive developments on the economic front and the gradually improving labour
market on entering 2010, if no major external shocks occur that disrupt the current
trend of economic recovery, it is expected that the overall poverty situation would
improve in 2010.

12. While 7 out of 18 life-cycle-based poverty indicators deteriorated in 2009,
6 actually achieved some improvements. As regards the community-based
indicators, slight gains were observed for a few districts in 2009. The
improvements were relatively noticeable in the Islands district.

Economic Analysis and Business Facilitation Unit
Financial Secretary’s Office
October 2010



Appendix |

A Comparison of the Community-based Poverty Indicators between 2008 and 2009

In the following table, the indicators which performed better in 2009 than in 2008 in the individual districts

are marked by a “v’”,

The shaded rows represent the districts having more distinct improvements in 20009.

Indicator 19 20 21 22 23 24 Total
Proportion of Number of
Proportion Proportion of | single-parent | Median monthly | Median monthly indicators
of workless low-income low-income household employment | Unemployment registered
households households households” income earnings rate improvements
Central & Western® v’ 1
Wan Chai* 0
Eastern” 0
Southern* v’ 1
Yau Tsim Mong* 0
Sham Shui Po* 0
Kowloon City* 0
Wong Tai Sin* 0
Kwun Tong* 0
Kwai Tsing* 0
Tsuen Wan* 0
Tuen Mun* 0
Yuen Long* 0
North* 0
Tai Po* 0
Sha Tin 0
Sai Kung v’ 1
Islands® v’ v’ 2
Total 0 0 0 1 4 0 5
Notes: (*) Less well-off districts refer to districts whose median monthly household income (Indicator 22) and median monthly

employment earnings (Indicator 23) together are lower than their respective overall average levels in 2009.

(+) Comparisons for Indicator 21 are not undertaken for the districts of Central & Western, Wan Chai, Eastern, Southern,
Yau Tsim Mong, Kowloon City, Tsuen Wan, Tai Po and Islands because of the relatively large sampling errors.




Appendix I1

A Comparison of the Community-based Poverty Indicators with the Overall Average

In the following table, the indicators which performed less well in the individual districts as
compared to the overall average / median in 2009 are marked by a “x”. The shaded rows are the
districts where all the 6 indicators showed below average performance.

Indicators 19 20 21 22 23 24
Proportion higher than the Median below the
overall average : overall median :
Unemploy-
Low-income Monthly Monthly | ment rate above
Workless Low-income Single-parent household | employment the overall
households households households® income earnings average
Central & Western®
Wan Chai*
Eastern
Southern®
Yau Tsim Mong® X X
Sham Shui Po X X X X X X
Kowloon City* X
Wong Tai Sin X X X X X X
Kwun Tong X X X X X X
Kwai Tsing X X X X X X
Tsuen Wan*
Tuen Mun X X X X X X
Yuen Long X X X X X X
North % %3 %3 % % %
Tai Po"
Sha Tin
Sai Kung
Islands” X X
?Ver"’}” average | g 50 12.0% 1.3% $17,000 | $11,000 5.4%
median

Note: (+) Comparisons for Indicator 21 are not undertaken for the districts of Central & Western, Wan Chai,
Southern, Yau Tsim Mong, Kowloon City, Tsuen Wan, Tai Po and Islands because of the relatively
large sampling errors.
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Statistical Appendix
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Indicators of Poverty
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Section | Indicators for Children / Youth Aged 0-14 and 15-24
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Section 1l Indicators for Working people / Adults Aged 15-59
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Section 111 Indicators for Older People Aged 60 or above
5y IV i3 B U
Section 1V Indicators for the Community
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Unless otherwise stated, foreign domestic helpers are excluded from the compilation of all the
indicators.
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While data from the General Household Survey of the Census and Statistics Department and from
the Hospital Authority are annual average figures, those on recipients of Comprehensive Social
Security Assistance from the Social Welfare Department are period-end figures.
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The district-based indicators under Section IV are based on the data collected in the General
Household Survey in January to December of the year, as well as the mid-year population estimates
by district as compiled by an inter-departmental Working Group on Population Distribution
Projections.
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FIEME B EET -

The time series of some poverty indicators have been revised slightly due to the use of a more
compatible method in sorting out low-income households and the number of persons therein.
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Section | : Indicators for Children / Youth Aged 0-14 and 15-24

C RFFERV0E SR 6Z 143 E
Children aged 0-5 and 6-14 living in workless households

o
Number

2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
0-5 19 700 25900 25000 21 700 22900 20 100 17 900 18 600 19 400
6-14 66 700 85 800 85 800 79 600 75 700 71 300 61 500 58 900 57 800
0-14 86 400 111 800 110 800 101 300 98 600 91 400 79 400 77 500 77 200

e il PHESHE & 3 <l nh Nl e

Proportion of children living in workless households by age group

O T T T T T T T T 1
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

VRIHIR  ER R £ TR -
Source : General Household Survey, Census and Statistics Department.



2.
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Children aged 0-5 and 6-14 living in households with income below average CSSA payment

s
Number
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
0-5 55 500 55 000 53 600 46 500 44 600 40 400 36 900 34 600 41 800
6-14 199 400 202 300 187 300 171 900 150 200 133 100 115 200 101 900 109 800
0-14 254900 257 300 240900 218 500 194 900 173 500 152 100 136 500 151 700
BE S s>s RS T HaE s ek
ER TR0 L 2

% Proportion of chifdren living in households with —==0-5
30 income below average CSSA payment by age group ——6-14

26.7 27.0 254 ——0-14

24.0

18.6
17.6
15.6

O T T T T T T
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007

PR E”f’ﬁﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁ%ﬁ 3 tﬁ?ﬁﬁ%ﬁm °
Source : General Household Survey, Census and Statistics Department.

2008

2009



3. HIHIR T KSR SRR & RO B0 SER W 63 145
Children aged 0-5 and 6-14 with single parent and in households with income below average CSSA
payment

N
Number
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
0-5 2400 2800 2300 2500 2300 2500 2400 3100 3000
6-14 21 400 24700 21 200 22 800 21 800 21 400 19 500 18 100 21100
0-14 23 800 27 600 23500 25300 24100 23900 21900 21300 24100
e EREHIRT e TR Y 7 RS T SR S JE R
& YEpOFIE fopsk
Proportion of children with single parent and in households —&—0-5
% sy
5. with income below average CSSA payment by age group ——6-14
] ——0-14
T 3.3 3.2 3.6
129 29 3.2 3.2 3.0 ’9

0.9
0.7 0.9 0.8 0.9 0.8 0.9

L 2.6 2.6
2 _/\/ ——
- M 11
F 1.2

0 T T T T T T T T
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008

PR E”r'ﬁ;ﬁﬁ&ﬁ#ﬁfj ’li“ﬁﬁ%i;m °
Source : General Household Survey, Census and Statistics Department.

2009
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CSSA recipients aged 0-5 and 6-14, and those aged 15-21 who are on child rate

N
Number
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
0-5 18 200 22 300 25300 26 200 24900 23000 20 900 19 700 20 600
6-14 70 800 84 400 93 600 95 600 91 800 85 000 76 500 69 700 67 800
15-21 26 300 33000 39 500 44 300 46 400 45 800 44 300 41 900 41 900
0-21 115 200 139 700 158 400 166 100 163 200 153 800 141 700 131 300 130 300
HE R IR T * ok = 0s
Proportion of child rate CSSA recipients by age group 6-14
% =i—15-21
14 128 13.6 13.6 128
12 11.3
10
8 8.7
7.5
6 6.8
4
2
0 T T T T T T T T 1
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

BERRE fifﬁ?%*ﬂ%‘f o
Source : Social Welfare Department.



5. 16= 19537 D& puipsrrear
School attendance rate of youth aged 16-19

e
Number
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
277 800 272900 265 100 279 700 285 700 292 500 296 900 301 200 306 300

162 19587 D& puipsp =g

% School attendance rate of youth aged 16-19

86.7

75 T T T T T T T T 1
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

SRR E”?’ﬁﬁﬁ?rﬁﬁfﬁl'i tﬁ;ﬁﬁ?@ﬁ o
Source : General Household Survey, Census and Statistics Department.
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Persons aged™20-24 with tertiary education

o's
Number
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
JEZE Non-degree 73 600 80 200 81 700 81700 85 200 90 600 89 600 93 300 97 100
21 Degree 126 300 122 700 125 200 137 900 144 700 152 400 157 300 157 600 169 100
e Total 200 000 202 900 206 900 219700 229900 243 000 246 900 250 900 266 200
202 24855 Fi PR 0 *  pobesk
Proportion of persons aged 20-24 with tertiary education —— Non-degree
—0— Degree
—o— Total
56.8 58.0 ——#59.7
52.8 >S4 * M

- . . 379
ﬂ 332 347 36.2 36.4
B R — L
19.6 190 19.6 20.6 20.6 21.6
10 3 . . . . . . . .
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

PR E”f’ﬁﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁ%ﬁ = tﬁ?ﬁﬁ%ﬁm °
Source : General Household Survey, Census and Statistics Department.
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Non-engaged youth aged 15-19 and 20-24

e
Number
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
15-19 11100 11 100 11 300 10 900 9 800 10 000 10 000 9400 7100
20-24 9 000 9700 10 400 11 700 11 900 11 800 11 500 13100 12 200
15-24 20 100 20700 21700 22 600 21700 21700 21 600 22 500 19 300
1 WA A5 MY D porak
Proportion of non-engaged youth by age group
% - 15-19
47 —o—20-24
E ——15-24
] 3.0
2.7 2.6 26 97
25 -
AQL/\
2.3 2.3 25 22
E 1.6
1 T T T T T T T 1
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

[ jfg;{[}'%‘fﬁi@?% CHFEEEEDET O RISEURTIEN RS RIS O ST
IEYEY T2
T 1T Y26/ 200SFRHEFF 1T SVOREFERICL) -

AR BRI D T T SR I D R D pURAIEA R

R L
BEHRES E

Note : In this indicator, "non-engaged youth" refer to persons aged 15-24 who are economically inactive for reasons other than "students",

"home-makers" and "health problems". Unemployed youth of this age group are not included. For further details about the definitions
of non-engaged youth and unemployed youth, reference can be made to Footnote (1) under paragraph 6 of Annex Il in CoP Paper

26/2005.

EYRIIR © PR £ (2 TR -

Source :

General Household Survey, Census and Statistics Department.
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Children aged 0-5 and 6-14 living in private temporary housing and private shared units

e
Number
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
0-5 10 000 9200 6 100 5400 5800 5400 4400 3600 4100
6-14 24 800 16 900 12 500 10 000 8900 8 200 7100 7900 7200
0-14 34 800 26 100 18 600 15 400 14 700 13 600 11 500 11 500 11 300
FHEEYIF T2 RS Y
R AR | ORI ok
% Proportion of children living in private temporary housing
4 - - -
] and private shared units by age group 05 |
33 ——6-14
3 ——0-14

)]
] 5 15
] M , 13
11 14 13 12 11 13 1.2
0 . . . . . . . .
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

YRR | PR £ TR L -
Source : General Household Survey, Census and Statistics Department.
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Section 11 : Indicators for Working People / Adults Aged 15-59

9. RHFHEMIISE19HER20Z 595 ~ 4
Persons aged 15-19 and 20-59 living in workless households

e
Number
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
15-19 30 400 38000 42 500 39500 41 300 38500 35500 35100 36 300
20-59 169 900 219 700 251 600 236 300 233 000 229 800 213700 209 800 237 800
15-59 200 400 257 700 294 000 275900 274 300 268 200 249 300 244900 274100
B E ER IR R R Y g
Proportion of persons living in workless households by age group
%
12

10

8.4

6.1
. . 6.0 . ” 6.0
o 5.8
. 5.8 5.7 =5 a
—=—15-19
2 ——20-59
——15-59
0 T T T T T T T T 1
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

PR R E”?’ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁlﬁ tﬁ?ﬁﬁ%@ o
Source : General Household Survey, Census and Statistics Department.



10. * RUSAS T IR & RV FAV 152 1955 & 202 595 ~ 4
Persons aged 15-19 and 20-59 living in households with income below average CSSA payment

e
Number
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
15-19 97 200 102 600 98 300 93 800 89 200 80 000 73900 67 900 83000
20-59 444 700 489 300 489 700 456 200 414100 377900 341 800 312 600 401 800
15-59 542 000 592 000 588 000 550 000 503 300 457 900 415 700 380500 484 800
HE R R 7 ST SRR S R R IR S ok
Proportion of persons living in households with

% income below average CSSA payment by age group —=—15-19

—o—20-59

2 i 233 22.1 ——15-59

: : 20.9 .

20 19.3
15
10.6
10 9.7
5
0 T T T T T T T T 1
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

PR E”f’ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁlﬁ L T
Source : General Household Survey, Census and Statistics Department.
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Unemployed persons aged 15-19, 20-24 and 25-59

M
Number
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
15-19 17 000 22 600 21 000 17 700 13 800 13100 12 500 9 200 11 700
20-24 29 000 36 600 37 400 30500 28 600 27 300 22 300 22100 33700
25-59 125 300 189 000 211700 184 600 150 800 127 500 107 700 96 200 146 500
15-59 171 200 248 300 270 200 232 700 193 100 167 900 142 500 127 400 191 800
B E ERE IR T pok K =
% Unemployment rate by age group —=—15-19
—o—20-24

—&—25-59
—o—15-59

22.0

11.0
55
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

fh o Phg AR TR S Rt VAR SR R R T QU e T R SORE Shy 9t
FEF TN BB T -

Note: In order for the number of unemployed persons and the corresponding unemployment rates compiled for this indicator to be

consistent with the unemployment statistics normally released, foreign domestic helpers (FDHs) have not been excluded. Yet

FDHs should have insignificant effect on this indicator.

—

PR E”f’[‘jn’ﬁiﬂﬁfﬁl'jﬂn’ﬁﬁ?ﬁ Pe
Source : General Household Survey, Census and Statistics Department.



12. L HOMEIET) W 12 E BT o ~
Persons unemployed for 6 months or longer, and 12 months or longer

s
Number

2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
EE 39 300 73300 84 500 81 600 60 100 44900 36 200 27 200
6 months or longer
12{ gy ) & 19 700 38500 45 500 49 600 36 000 26 300 19 700 14 300

12 months or longer

BRI SRS R B o

Long-term unemployment rate by duration of unemployment

24

2.3 —&— 6 months or longer

—e— 12 months or longer

15

1.0 0.7

0.7
0.5
0.4
0 T T T T T T T T 1

2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

EUag AR TR By ST Bt AR IR R S AR R T R 4R ) PR R e
Sy > 9PN ERE IR L -

In order for the number of long-term unemployed persons and the corresponding long-term unemployment rates compiled for
this indicator to be consistent with the unemployment statistics normally released, foreign domestic helpers (FDHSs) have not
been excluded. Yet FDHs should have insignificant effect on this indicator.

PR R E”?’ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁlﬁ tﬁ?ﬁﬁ%@ o
Source : General Household Survey, Census and Statistics Department.

2009
53700

26 900



13. BT (2357} FE )0y S EIR A DR BrSORIUTSE 1O + 203 2455253 SOBTS 8 *
Employed persons aged 15-19, 20-24 and 25-59 working 35 hours or above per week and with monthly
employment earnings less than 50% of the median

M
Number
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
15-19 12 700 16 300 12 300 14100 11500 13 700 12 300 9000 8200
20-24 16 900 24 400 19 400 21500 18 900 26 600 22100 15 000 14100
25-59 147 200 175 400 141 600 140 700 126 200 171 600 161 400 133500 123 700
15-59 176 900 216 100 173 400 176 300 156 600 211900 195 800 157 500 146 000
SR IS5 B 5 (e85 T DTS R g
g2 I E‘(TSO%EJN fd 4 pubegk
% Proportion of employed persons working 35 hours or above
per week and with monthly employment earnings —=—15-19
45 less than 50% of the median by age group —e—20-24

9.5 82

12 7.0 T o ) , 2613
0 : , ) ’ = 03 7.2 6.5 54 5.2
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

PR Ffﬁ?ﬁ%%?ﬁ = AT
Source : General Household Survey, Census and Statistics Department.
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dult able-bodied CSSA recipients* having been on CSSA for 1 year or less, and longer than 1 year

M He
Number
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

- BT R 23300 37300 38900 26 000 19 500 15 600 11900 11 300 15 800
1 year or less
- = 63 100 79 200 101 100 116 700 118 900 112 600 104 100 95 500 93 000
longer than 1 year
AR 86 400 116 500 140 000 142 800 138 400 128 200 116 000 106 800 108 800
Total

RV 2 pU 2 R DS pulE

% Proportion of adult able-bodied CSSA recipients by duration on CSSA

—&—1 year or less
—&— longer than 1 year
—o—Total

2.2

2.2
2 19
2.0
1
%2 =03
O T T T T T T T T 1
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

R ] S LSE AR B ARE S 0 - 4 PR SR BRSO R ST -
P\Iote : This indicator exc[udes recipients aged 15-21 who are on child rate. They have been grouped under Indicator 4 along with other
child rate CSSA recipients.

YRR Wif?’f?%’fﬂ%% °
Source : Social and Welfare Department.
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Adult recipients of permanent disability/temporary disability/ill health CSSA
e
Number
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
35900 40 300 44 800 48 400 50 700 51 800 52 000 52 500
T ERE RIS - porsk
% Proportion of non-able-bodied adult CSSA recipients
0
11 1.1 11
g —= 11
00 T T T T T T T T 1
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

PR fifﬁﬁ*ﬂ%‘f o
Source : Social and Welfare Department.

2009
55 100



BT 111 #857 : 60RfY) | FREHE
Section |11 : Indicators for Older People Aged 60 or Above

16. fgERRmo b
emplents of old-age CSSA

e

Number

2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
60mR Y| F 160 000 170 500 179 300 184 800 187 700 187 800 187 300 185 000
Aged 60 or above
05yl F 140 000 149 000 156 500 161 400 164 500 164 100 163 100 160 500
Aged 65 or above

RiEERRE o2 * potesk
Proportion of old-age CSSA recipients —8— Aged 60 or above

—o— Aged 65 or above

194 19.4

] 19.3
_19 19.0
190 4g, 282 18.6
[ 8l 18.1

18.0 7 172 17.4 17.3

15.3
140 T T T T T T T 1
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
RMEE WISV IS 4 ARES - IVS0R B 100% FAFHES f i " A IHEIR ML oY -
Note J‘ﬁus |nd|cat0r includes the elderly CSSA reuplents who are on the old age able bodl d rate, 50% or 100% disabled rate, or the

rate for elderly in need of constant attendance.

PR ‘F &t
Source : Somal and Welfare Department.

2009
187 900

161 600



17. 220 BRI B ATIRRISTA S A I g RF ¢

Elderly patients under the medical fee waiver mechanism of public hospitals and clinics

L 60BEY ]

=5 P B S
Number of Share in respective
Year successful applicants age population
Jzr e 2004/05 18 300 1.7%
Aged 60 or above  2005/06 17 900 1.7%
2006/07 16 300 1.5%
2007/08 16 400 1.4%
2008/09 16 100 1.3%
2009/10 17 900 1.4%
05yl F 2004/05 16 200 2.0%
Aged 65 or above  2005/06 15 800 1.9%
2006/07 14 300 1.7%
2007/08 14 300 1.6%
2008/09 13900 1.6%
2009/10 15 400 1.7%

BT R ELL e e
F\lote - Data prior to April 2004 are not available.

PRI PR o
Source : Hospital Authority.



18. xR R E MR R HERS R ERRY
Elderly persons living in private temporary housing and private shared units

i
Number

60mR Y| F
Aged 60 or above
05yl F
Aged 65 or above

4.0 3.5

2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007
40900 33500 28 100 26 500 23100 24 200 20500

29 400 24 600 21 300 20300 18 000 18 900 15 800

RSB R A R B H L
Proportion of elderly persons living in
private temporary housing and private shared units

2008
17 000

12 800

=& Aged 60 or above
—e— Aged 65 or above

0.0 T
2001 2002

2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008

TRV Ffﬁwﬁﬁ%*ﬁ = t’l%’ﬁ?rﬁﬁ °
Source : General Household Survey, Census and Statistics Department.

2009

2009
20 100

14 600
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REFE (FHBAT)
Workless households* by district

P15 District 2001 2002 2003
fl 171 Central and Western 3900 5700 5100
J#+” Wan Chai 3000 3600 3800
TNk Eastern 8900 11300 12200
ﬁ:ﬂfiﬁ Southern 4100 3700 5300
1R Yau Tsim Mong 8500 9200 10800
¥ -I<H# Sham Shui Po 10200 11400 14200
Juifds Kowloon City 7500 9500 10100
171! Wong Tai Sin 7800 12100 12500
¥ Kwun Tong 13000 15600 17500
ES | Kwai Tsing 9600 11300 14300
% ¥ Tsuen Wan 4800 5900 6100
F‘IF'FJ Tuen Mun 9700 13900 14900
74 5 Yuen Long 11100 16200 19400
%4 North 7 800 7700 8100
“Hfj Tai Po 5000 7100 7500
{bF' 1 Sha Tin 10200 11300 13500
1 Sai Kung 4700 6200 7200
BEFL Islands 2700 3400 3000
132400 165000 185600

Fﬁ?f Overall

[ 18k e L T NI B
Centraland ~ Wan Chai Eastern Southern YauTsim  Sham Shui
Western Mong Po
AR SRR T WA LE 605 ] S LI
PSS P > B e e A S £

This indicator excludes households with members aged 60 or above only.
Figures may not add up to the respective totals due to rounding.

VIR PR R R -
Source : General Household Survey, Census and Statistics Department.

IV EwE

Section IV : Indicators for the Community

2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
5500 6000 4500 4600 4900 6200
3800 4000 4100 4100 3200 4100
12000 11700 11200 11100 11900 11800
4100 4200 4900 4300 4700 5200
9800 8200 8000 9200 7100 8500
11800 10200 12500 12200 12400 12700
8200 8800 9000 8100 7600 9800
12000 11800 11300 10800 9500 12200
16900 16800 16600 16700 16100 17500
14800 14400 13500 13700 13500 15000
6400 7000 6900 6500 5900 6700
14300 14500 14700 13100 13900 14300
16600 20200 18800 16800 15800 17700
8800 7200 7700 8100 8700 9100
7600 7800 7300 6200 6500 7000
12400 13000 13100 12400 13400 14600
8500 7800 8000 6900 7100 8300
3000 3700 3900 3800 5100 5500
176400 177000 175800 168800 167300 186200

B EabER 22l IDES & 3 oy S
Proportion of workless households* by district, 2009

s i Lt %7 S [l
Kowloon Wong Tai  Kwun Tong Kwai Tsing  Tsuen Wan ~ Tuen Mun
City Sin

k|
‘Yuen Long

AT T t’[*ﬁﬁ-flﬁﬁfl':“—?‘(%)

Proportion in all households* in the respective district (%)

16k
North

A

Tai Po

TBET
Sha Tin

i

Sai Kung

Islands

fiat

Overall
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T RUSHCT SRR S R (IR

Households* with income below average CSSA payment by district

475 District 2001 2002 2003
fl 171 Central and Western 6200 7 600 5700
J#+” Wan Chai 3700 4400 4300
TNk Eastern 16300 17900 16 200
Tylé Southern 7300 7700 7800
1R Yau Tsim Mong 13500 14300 13900
5 <1 Sham Shui Po 17300 18800 18200
Juifds Kowloon City 11800 12400 13000
171! Wong Tai Sin 16300 19600 18800
#/H Kwun Tong 25400 24100 25300
ES | Kwai Tsing 21200 20900 22700
%y Tsuen Wan 7900 9700 9400
F‘]F'ﬂ Tuen Mun 22700 27200 27400
74 4 Yuen Long 23300 29500 30000
%4 North 15900 15600 14900
“Hfj Tai Po 11900 14300 13500
JbF' 1 Sha Tin 21000 21500 21800
FrF1 Sai Kung 10600 12600 13500
B Islands 3800 5400 4800
Fﬁ?{- Overall 256100 283600 281200

6100
3700
15700
7300
11500
16 400
10 100
17 500
21600
21700
8900
27 400
28 900
14 100
12 900
19 800
13500
5500
262 600

2005
5300
3300

14 400
6100
10 100
13300
8800
16 100
22100
19 500
8900
23900
30 100
12 200
11800
19 100
12 000
4700
241800

2006
4500
3700

12 200
5600
9000

14300
9000

13 800

18 700

17 900
7800

23700

26 600

11800

10 800

17 600

11000
5900

223700

2007
4700
2800

12 200
5200
8900

12800
8900

13500

19 200

17 100
6600

21400

24 400

11400
9100

14 800
8600
5000

206 500

2008
4800
2900

11200
5000
7900

13100
7400

12300

16 800

16 000
6600

18400

21700

10 900
7500

15700
7900
5800

192 000

22500
20 200
9000
22 600
26 400
13 400
10 000
19 200
11900
6900
243100

13.8

2 FEF]F PR T RS SR & fERg b gk

2002

10.1

9.2
10.6
10.4
16.7
18.7
12.4
16.6
155
15.6
12.6
18.8
20.9
19.8
17.4
12.4
12.6
19.1
15.0

ARG E | 2 L ()
Proportion in all households* in the respective district (%)

Proportion of households* with income below average CSSA payment by district, 2009

[l 18k e T T R P
Centraland ~ Wan Chai Eastern Southern YauTsim  Sham Shui
Western Mong Po

B R wOm s
PIIBSSE FA  ede fS ARR £  o

Notes: * This indicator excludes households with members aged 60 or above only.
Figures may not add up to the respective totals due to rounding.

TR ¢ PR E R O T .
Source : General Household Survey, Census and Statistics Department.

v
Kowloon
City

]
Wong Tai
Sin

L]

Kwun Tong  Kwai Tsing  Tsuen Wan

ES

29

Fifl

Tuen Mun

k|
‘Yuen Long

El
North

el

Tai Po

TBET
Sha Tin

2005

6.6

6.4

8.6

8.2
113
131

8.7
13.8
13.6
13.6
10.5
16.0
195
155
14.6
113
10.1
121
123

T
Sai Kung

=

Islands

it

Overall
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T RMERT IR S W EI R R (YR EHIT )

Single parent households with income below average CSSA payment by district

P AR Bl

E] [ IR

P9l District 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
fl fﬁ'!l{ﬂ. Central and Western * * * * * * * *
¥ Wan Chai * * * * * * * *
TNk Eastern 1300 1300 * 1100 1000 1100 * *
[#E Southern * * * * * * * *
JHERF Yau Tsim Mong * 1000 * * *
¥ -I<H# Sham Shui Po 1200 1700 1700 1700 1300 1100 1200 1300
|t Kowloon City * * * 1000 * * * *
171! Wong Tai Sin 1300 1900 1600 1300 1300 1500 1700 1300
L} ¥l Kwun Tong 2100 2200 2200 2400 1800 1500 1700 1600
%4 Kwai Tsing 2000 1600 2100 2300 2400 2300 2000 1900
E ﬁ‘ Tsuen Wan * * * * * * * *
r“]F'FJ Tuen Mun 2400 2800 2300 3000 2500 3100 2400 1900
74 1 Yuen Long 2000 3000 2300 3200 3200 3200 2800 3000
1154 North 1100 1500 1200 1100 1300 1200 1300 1500
“Hfj Tai Po 1100 1200 1400 1200 1200 1200 * *
VJE T Sha Tin 1800 2100 2000 1800 1800 1600 1900 2200
1§ Sai Kung * * * 1200 1500 1200 * 1000
g, Islands * * * * * * * *
20700 24200 21900 23800 23200 22400 20700 21100

FA[?I- Overall

Proportion in all households in the respective dlstnct (%)

2009 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2
« . . . . . . «
. « « « « « « .
1400 08 0.7 * 0.6 0.6 0.6 *
. « « « « « « .
« . 12 . . . . «
1600 12 17 17 17 13 1.0 11
« x x x 11 . « «
1900 11 16 14 12 11 13 14
2500 14 14 14 15 11 0.9 10
2200 15 12 15 17 17 16 14
« . « . x x « M
2700 17 1.9 16 2.0 17 21 16
3200 16 21 16 22 21 21 18
1800 14 1.9 15 14 17 15 16
* 13 15 18 15 14 14 *
2200 1.0 12 12 1.0 11 0.9 11
1200 * * * 1.0 12 1.0 *
. « « « « « « .
26 200 11 13 12 12 12 11 10

ZHFIEFHRHADT T ST IR S IV EE L R

Proportion of single parent households with income below average CSSA payment by district, 2009

3.0 4
2.5 A
20 2.0
2.0 A 18
15 L6 14 15
15 4 13 1.3
1.0
1.0 4 0.8
0.5 -
* * * * * * * *
0.0 T T T T T T T T T T )
FITF 1Bk e o h iy Bh RN BEopsH ity F i e 2 E2 ] Fi 7 9 Eln'] il VRET [l fist
Centraland ~ Wan Chai Eastern Southern Yau Tsim  Sham Shui Kowloon Wong Tai ~ Kwun J'Fong Kwai Tsing  Tsuen Wan  Tuen Mun  Yuen Long North Tai Po Sha Tin Sai Kung Islands Overall
Western Mong Po City Sin
L S =3
‘Hiy"‘],w*’ U Bl = ’\k\kJH.‘ B
Notes: * Figures of small magnitude are suppressed owing to large sampling error.

Figures may not add up to the respective totals due to rounding.

VR P £ AR

Source : General Household Survey, Census and Statistics Departmen



2. FEFET QPR EHPIRRIT)

Median monthly household income by district

294 District 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
Fl1 18 Central and Western 24,000 24,500 23,000 22,000 24,000 25500 25300 26,500 25,100
# Wan Chai 23,500 24,000 22,900 23,200 23,000 25,000 27,000 30,000 27,000
Nk Eastern 22,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 21,000 21,800 22,000 21,000
Bk Southern 22,000 20,500 19,700 19,900 19,600 21,700 20,500 21,400 20,000
R Yau Tsim Mong 14,000 14,500 13,000 15,000 15,600 15,000 16,500 17,500 17,000
¢~J<t; Sham Shui Po 14,000 13,000 12,000 12,000 13,100 13,100 13,700 13,700 13,700
‘J“ by Kowloon City 19,600 19,000 17,000 18,000 18,700 19,000 19,500 20,000 20,000

1~ {|] Wong Tai Sin 16,100 14,600 13,400 13,500 14,000 14,100 14,500 15,200 14,700
g‘fﬁ Kwun Tong 15,100 14,700 13,400 13,100 13,100 14,200 15,000 15,000 14,200
ES | Kwai Tsing 15,600 15,500 13,800 14,000 14,500 14,100 14,500 15,000 14,500
% % Tsuen Wan 20,000 20,000 20,000 18,000 18,100 20,000 20,500 20,700 19,600
F‘lflﬂ Tuen Mun 16,800 15,000 14,700 14,500 15,000 14,500 15,200 16,000 15,000
7+ ¥ Yuen Long 15,700 14,500 13,500 13,000 13,000 13,700 15,000 15,000 15,000
1*¥ North 16,000 15,000 14,500 15,000 15,000 15,000 17,000 16,500 15,500
3] Tai Po 18,700 17,000 15,700 16,200 16,000 16,700 18,400 19,000 19,000
7l F'1 Sha Tin 20,000 20,000 18,500 18,400 18,500 19,000 19,600 19,900 19,000
1f1 Sai Kung 20,600 20,000 19,900 20,000 20,000 20,000 21,100 22,100 22,000
HEE, Islands 17,100 15,500 15,000 15,000 16,500 16,000 18,000 17,900 18,000
ﬁ?} Overall 18,000 17,000 15,700 16,000 16,000 16,700 17,500 18,000 17,100

ZFF-FHPBAII D EFE Qg
Median monthly household income by district, 2009

$
30,000 4
27,000
25,100
25,000 -
21,000 22,000
20,000 ] . . ” 19,000 19,000
17,000
14,700 15000 15000 15500
15,000 14,200 14,500
10,000 4
5,000
04
il W Tk B SN a2 g i %tij E2.] Al | E il PP [ BEE {iat
Centraland ~ Wan Chai Eastern Southern Yau Tsim  Sham Shui Kowloon Wong Tai ~ Kwun %ong Kwai Tsing Tsuen Wan  Tuen Mun  Yuen Long North Tai Po Sha Tin Sai Kung Islands Overall
Western Mong Po City Sin

VIR PR ) R R -
Source : General Household Survey, Census and Statistics Department.
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B ERRE T [ G EIREH]T )

Median monthly employment earnings by district

415 District

[Tk Central and Western

¥+ Wan Chai

N Eastern

T Eh Southern
R Yau Tsim Mong
Y #f<1i” Sham Shui Po
JuifEss Kowloon City
17|l Wong Tai Sin
gfﬁ“ Kwun Tong
%‘é'] Kwai Tsing

% 1 Tsuen Wan
F‘lflﬂ Tuen Mun

7+ ¥ Yuen Long
"%k North

3] Tai Po

Vb1 Sha Tin

1§ Sai Kung

HEF, Islands

ﬁ;gf Overall

20,000 4
15,000
10,000

5,000 -

20,000

FIT 1 e

Centraland ~ Wan
Western

TRRIHIR ¢ PR
Source : General Household S

Chai

ik

urvey,

2001

15,000
15,000
12,000
12,000
10,000
10,000
12,000
10,000
10,000
10,000
12,000
10,000
10,000
10,000
11,000
12,000
12,000
12,000
11,000

13,000

12,000

T T BH

Eastern Southern

i

2002

15,000
15,000
12,000
11,000
10,000
10,000
12,000

9,600
10,000
10,000
12,000
10,000
10,000
10,000
10,000
11,000
12,000
11,000
10,400

NI
Yau Tsim
Mong

h -
%ensus and Statistics Departmen

2003

15,000
15,300
12,000
11,000
10,000

9,000
11,000

9,000

9,500

9,000
11,500

9,500
10,000
10,000
10,000
11,000
11,000
11,000
10,000

P
Sham Shui
Po

2004

15,000
15,000
12,000
10,500
10,000
9,000
12,000
9,000
9,000
9,000
11,500
9,000
9,500
9,500
10,000
10,500
11,500
10,500
10,000

2005

15,000
16,000
12,000
10,500
11,000
9,000
12,000
9,000
9,000
9,000
12,000
9,000
9,500
10,000
10,000
10,600
11,000
11,000
10,000

2006

17,000
18,000
12,000
11,900
11,000
10,000
13,000

9,000

9,500

9,000
12,000

9,500

9,500
10,000
10,000
11,000
12,000
10,000
10,500

2007

15,000
20,000
13,000
11,500
11,000
10,000
12,000

9,500
10,000

9,000
12,000

9,500
10,000
10,000
10,500
11,000
12,000
12,000
11,000

2008

17,000
20,000
13,000
11,000
12,000
10,100
13,000

9,500
10,100

9,500
13,000
10,000
10,000
10,000
11,000
11,900
12,000
11,000
11,000

2009

18,300
20,000
13,000
12,000
12,000
10,000
13,000

9,500
10,000

9,500
13,000
10,000
10,000
10,000
11,000
11,000
12,500
12,000
11,000

ZFFFHMBRATD FE g
Median monthly employment earnings by district, 2009

13,000

e
Kowloon
City

]
Wong Tai
Sin

e

i

13,000

B

Fife

Kwun Tong Kwai Tsing Tsuen Wan ~ Tuen Mun

k|
‘Yuen Long

12,500 12,000

11,000 11,000
10,000

Eln’] il VpE i Eo) piat
North Tai Po Sha Tin Sai Kung Islands Overall
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RS R (FPIBAT)

Unemployed persons and unemployment rate by district

2416 District

[IIf"16k Central and Western

J#+” Wan Chai

TN B Eastern

Tylé Southern

JHERES Yau Tsim Mong

-}« Sham Shui Po

Juifds Kowloon City

171! Wong Tai Sin
¥ Kwun Tong

S I Kwai Tsing

% 3 Tsuen Wan

£ Tuen Mun

7 ¥ Yuen Long

4= North

“Hfj Tai Po

JF' 1 Sha Tin

FrF1 Sai Kung

BER, Islands

Fﬁ?f Overall

FIT 18 Wi W B
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Unemployed persons (No.)
2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
4500 4600 3100 3500 2300 4500
2700 2600 2100 1900 1500 3200
15800 11600 11100 9800 8900 13400
7100 5200 5100 4200 4500 6400
10 800 7100 7700 5200 4400 7000
13100 11600 10400 9200 7600 11600
10 200 8100 7 400 5100 5200 8100
16300 15500 11400 11300 9500 13100
23400 19000 15100 13500 12500 19300
22900 17300 17400 13500 13300 18800
8900 6700 6500 4900 5100 7800
22400 18000 14800 12700 11200 17700
20700 20700 14100 13900 12000 18 700
11 800 9200 8300 6 300 6200 9400
12100 9100 7900 6 400 5200 7900
19900 16400 15500 12500 10200 14400
12600 11300 9800 9000 7300 11400
4000 3500 3200 2900 3200 4000
239200 197600 171100 145700 130100 196 700
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Unemployment rate* by district, 2009
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Note: * Referring to the unemployment rate in January - December which is not seasonally adjusted.
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