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Copyright of this report was generated by the Hong Kong Public Opinion Program (HKPOP) and opened to the world.
HKPOP proactively promotes open data, open technology and the free flow of ideas, knowledge and information.
The predecessor of HKPOP was the Public Opinion Programme at The University of Hong Kong (HKUPOP).
“HKPOP” or “POP” in this publication may refer to HKPOP or HKUPOP as the case may be.
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Background

AAVLFT AL AANLF TP (4B AF) § 20108 T i 2 nikg Fo
B i LAk s PR RSI20000 T b A AEEHLT LR ALY 2
FEP - FEIF e ABAFER AN P AARIBE T RBEFALE L HF A
BRI PO AL SRR LA A ETRE R - RERA AP
107 29p " H&kER FAlT ERHFEAR2EHRATT P EFEALATHR BREA %
FR oS LD ASET ME R z_%;‘}é%z et G MR LR RS TR -
BEAFEITPR LR35 rﬁﬁﬁiiziﬁﬂiﬁu<éﬁ*ﬁii L k) #1F
EFBE 24 2ETRERMTR?, SN FpTrERLAE TAPREL | SR

BT CRAPRETR SR 100 209231 pHFEELF R EBN RIS
PR TABRAFLAEEZ ABED AL EE P REDR o RSsE 1048 BRaS B
% o f%*@%ﬁm“?ﬂ%’@“*éﬁipﬁﬁﬂﬁrﬂﬂkﬁJ?%’éﬁérﬁ
ARfg,  ZEAPRRRSEFAESS  AEAFNEL 1LY 1 pahgEd gl of
AR AL

Hong Kong Public Opinion Program (HKPOP) under the Hong Kong Public Opinion Research
Institute implemented the “Civic Society Sponsorship Scheme” in July 2019. Any person or group
sponsoring HK$12,000 is entitled to suggest one question on whatever topic for inclusion in
HKPOP’s next omnibus survey. HKPOP would professionally fine-tune the question, run the
survey, and then release the result with proper acknowledgement of the sponsors, including
“anonymous”. HKPOP would use the sponsorship on running regular tracking questions.

On 29 October, Joshua Wong was officially disqualified from running for the South Horizons West
seat in the Southern District Council. On the same day, a group of citizens sponsored HKPOP to
conduct a survey under this Scheme with a question related to Wong’s disqualification. HKPOP
then verified and revised the question to become “How much do you support or oppose the U.S.
using the Hong Kong Human Rights and Democracy Act to sanction the government
official(s) responsible for disqualifying Joshua Wong from running in the election?” and on
that same day started to conduct the random survey riding on the “We Hongkongers” rolling
survey platform. From 29 to 31 October, HKPOP conducted a survey comprising random
telephone interviews by real interviewers as well as interviews with members of a
probability-based “POP Panel” called “Hong Kong People Representative Panel”. A total of 1,048
successful cases were collected. The group of citizens who sponsored the survey subsequently
collaborated with HKPOP to develop the “World Connect” Project, and they called themselves the
“World Connectors”. They did not need to receive the findings in advance so HKPOP released this
report via a press conference held on 1 November.
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Survey Result
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Herewith the contact information and result of this survey:

21 HAFH

Table 1: Contact Information

3 4

Aap 29-31/10/2019

Date of survey

BEHE A EF PR ANMTRERR BT EPR N EF R A BRI
Survey method Hed iRt TECEEA

Random telephone survey conducted by real interviewers, plus telephone
and online interviews with POP Panel samples

i DB RS RS F NG R R A

Target population Cantonese-speaking Hong Kong citizens aged 18 or above

rhHk Adp D 1,048 B B E(5FE260 B FHE 257 BEKE B3l BRAFEERER)
Sample size 1,048 successful cases (including 260 landline, 257 mobile and 531 POP

7

7:’{1}, }'@;LL‘ _‘_‘%‘ [1]

Panel samples)

0
Effective response rate 80.2%
%‘éﬁlgﬁ‘é[z] . ’f—r‘—g'ps‘; A 15 IB‘FJ Al A 95%_9_1 ]\.l—r y x '13;:] Ny m:fe'z’]f{
Standard error AR SRR 3L BE A o

Less than 1.5% (at 95% confidence level, the maximum sampling error of
all percentages should be no more than 3.1 percentage points)

S AadRE DR RIS RS R R T E RS E g TR E -
Weighting method TEATERLE MRS GRIEF R (ZF- ~NEEP AT T )

ARTAE (RFRFHE) 2 GRERHL LI ET KD (F B0
A MHZEF M - 3 RN EcE) (2018 E5K) o

The figures have been rim-weighted by day according to figures provided
by the Census and Statistics Department. The gender-age distribution of the
Hong Kong population came from “Mid-year population for 2018, while
the educational attainment (highest level attended) distribution and
economic activity status distribution came from “Women and Men in Hong
Kong - Key Statistics (2018 Edition)”.

(1

(2]

A 2017 £ 9 2 o TEMw B S ARt A TAL > 2017 & 9 P B AR TR oakw ot F
RIR2018 & 7 ¥ > KA IR AT Bt F et B 2 2 TP R n S w Bt F A G E R e
Before September 2017, “overall response rate” was used to report surveys’ contact information. Starting from
September 2017, “effective response rate” was used. In July 2018, POP further revised the calculation of
effective response rate. Thus, the response rates before and after the change cannot be directly compared.
phdR Y AT R A BT 550 O5%E oK TR E 0 0500 ok Edp e BAEMIRALATRGT M
#4100 = > Pl 95 = LAy ﬂ!.‘m;%_%_gr[%lé; ¢EACERET o0 A AT HERNBRFL > B
Sl E A VBT RE o R R BB B LT BT L - ] ko

All error figures in this release are calculated at 95% confidence level. “95% confidence level” means that if we
were to repeat a certain survey 100 times with different random samples, we would expect 95 times having the
population parameter within the respective error margins calculated. Because of sampling errors, when quoting
percentages, journalists should refrain from reporting decimal places, whereas one decimal place can be used
when quoting rating figures.
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Table 2: Frequency Table

FEHEHERY (B2 A

# % p ¥ Date of survey:
29-31/10/2019

Ql: in3 BAHFA
_g_

LEE) FIB O F R 28 R T IO

How much do you support or oppose the U.S. using the
, . HE B B %~ - Percentage
Hong Kong Human Rights and Democracy Act to sanction
. _ _ . Frequency (25 #< Base=1,036)
the government official(s) responsible for disqualifying
Joshua Wong from running in election?
47 L ¥ Very much support 428 41.3%
_ } £ 4% Support }554 }53.5%
A & 4% Quite support 126 12.2%
- XL Half-half 52 5.1%
% F ¥+ Quite oppose 7.1%
7 , } # % Oppose 1308 }29.8%
4% F ¥ Very much oppose 234 22.6%
vz so/¥g # Don’t know / Hard to say 121 11.7%
£ 3+ Total 1,036 100.0%
#£ ¥ Refusal 12
+23.7%

ZE (X #-F %) Net value (Support — Oppose)

IR ES T Tt S Rl
Herewith the demographic profile of respondents:

%\' 3 . ‘]ﬁ"_EJ‘J
Table 3: Gender

‘v % &~ Weighted sample

F 4ot &~ Raw sample
#E e B ~ - Percentage #E e B 4~ v Percentage
Frequency (Base 75 #c=1,048) | Frequency (Base 7 #=1,048)
§ Male 588 56.1% 494 47.2%
+ Female 460 43.9% 554 52.8%
& 3+ Total 1,048 100.0% 1,048 100.0%
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Table 4: Age
F 4t ~ Raw sample ‘vt &~ Weighted sample
#E Hc B %~ - Percentage #7 #ic B 4~ +* Percentage
Frequency (Base # #c=1,041) | Frequency (Base 7k #c=1,041)
18 - 29 198 19.0% 173 16.6%
30-39 211 20.3% 171 16.4%
40 - 49 194 18.6% 180 17.3%
50 - 59 178 17.1% 208 19.9%
60 — 69 152 14.6% 166 16.0%
70 + 108 10.4% 143 13.8%
£ 3+ Total 1,041 100.0% 1,041 100.0%
77 # Refusal 7 7

%5 KT RAE
Table 5: Education attainment

F 4tk ~ Raw sample ‘v g & &~ Weighted sample
#E B B %~ - Percentage #p B B %~ +* Percentage
Frequency (Base # #:=1,040) | Frequency (Base # #:=1,040)
PE ST Primay g 7.3% 200 19.2%
or below
# & Secondary 359 34.5% 494 47.5%
SR AL Tertay g 58.2% 347 33.3%
or above
£ 3+ Total 1,040 100.0% 1,040 100.0%
77 # Refusal 8 8
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Table 6: Occupation
R4t & Raw sample ‘v g % &~ Weighted sample
#E He B 4 - Percentage # B B ~ ¢ Percentage
Frequency (Base # #=1,044) | Frequency (Base 7k #c=1,044)
° BE R AR
Clerical and service 277 26.5% 299 28.7%
worker
FFcs L ¥ LR
Executive and 320 30.7% 235 22.5%
professional
%}L’ gﬁ 1t 0 0,
Production worker 60 S 7% 105 10.0%
LI Fa
Homemaker / 52 5.0% 52 4.9%
Housewife
£ 4 Student 96 9.2% 113 10.8%
# @ Others 239 22.9% 240 23.0%
£ 2+ Total 1,044 100.0% 1,044 100.0%
77 # Refusal 4 4
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Appendix 1: Detailed Contact Information

g FA
Frequency Percentage
FEXE D 8 TR R 450 4.4%
Respondents’ ineligibility confirmed
% 2 #5578 Fax/data line 107 1.1%
& 2T g 5 Invalid number 78 0.8%
™ L B Call—forwarding/MobiIe/Pager 8 0.1%
sbiaos 2R R A £ 3 T 35508 Non-residential/mobile number 121 1.2%
=3 % i@ Language problem 114 1.1%
a}t;«t—g % & F ¥ No eligible respondents 7 0.1%
H oW R EE Special Technological Circumstances 15 0.1%
L3 4p T3> Respondent Never Available 0 0.0%
ip T3 £« 2 i Physically or Mentally Unable 0 0.0%
ip T ﬂf‘{ 7= Dead 0 0.0%
LTRSS T RAT TR 8,184 80.4%
Respondents’ ellglblllty not conﬁrmed
T A Z = Always busy 19 0.2%
T A A I Noanswer 3,644 35.8%
7 3&4%4  Answering device 1,211 11.9%
%75 12 fe Call-blocking 6 0.1%
wgtug;ﬁfoz? éFiE 4L ¥ ¥ B Interview terminated before the screening 61 0.6%
AR LY - AnmeidE i EFTRA ‘ﬁ?f
Appomtment date beyond the end of the fieldwork period — Respondents” 3,242 31.8%
ineligibility not confirmed
H 1 B 3g Others 1 <0.1%
FEREFFRAPENTRETME B AR EFTHE 501 4.9%
Respondents’ ellglblllty confirmed, but failed to complete the interview
X IEE X B Household-level refusal 2 <0.1%
AT FIER LR Known respondent refusal 0 0.0%
. ]&%LP’% W - L & TR F Appointment date beyond the i 4.4%
end of the fieldwork period — Respondents’ eligibility confirmed
Ao = EE B R Partial interview 39 0.4%
H s i 58 Miscellaneous 16 0.2%
=% 7 3 B $& & Successful cases 1,048 10.3%
+ Total 10,183 100.0%
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Calculation of effective response rate:

7 »ew gt & Effective response rate
= LR A
FHPRERN + ARSEFERFARS + ETRAESIRAN
+ B LT RAESE PR A
Successful cases

Successful cases + Incomplete cases* + Refusal cases by eligible respondents”
+ Projected refusal cases by eligible respondents #

1,048
1,048 + 39 + 2 + 218 x 100.0%

80.2%
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Appendix 2: In-depth Analysis

FINVEEE PR
Bof BT T

ER NI RTHREZ 5 A

34 1 (0 p=0.01 k)

=SR]

VLB F A

In-depth analysis shows that only the results by age groups and education attainment have

statistically significant difference (at p-0.01 level), as shown below:

S BABREF HER(EE A
BEALZENINE TR 24
S FRAFF R 2 Howmuch do
you support or oppose the U.S. using the
Hong Kong Human Rights and Democracy

E#En (K&

#dz) Age groups (aggregated)

Act to sanction the government official(s)

responsible for disqualifying Joshua Wong 18-29 30-49 50+ £ =1 Total
from running in election?
% 3 Support 77.3% 57.7% 42.5% 53.4%
- & L Half-half 5.6% 7.5% 3.3% 5.1%
* %+ Oppose 10.4% 27.4% 37.9% 29.8%
rZ, 5o/¥g 3 Don’t know / Hard to say 6.7% 7.5% 16.3% 11.7%
2+ A g Total count 171 348 510 1,029
G BAER KR HE R R
Beaa 2R IRE Ao KT AR (5 & )
$4% 7 5T B 2 How much do Education attainment (aggregated)
you support or oppose the U.S. using the
Hong Kong Human Rights and Democracy
. - BB SR
Act to sanction the government official(s) ) L 4 )
responsible for disqualifying Joshua Wong -~ Primary Secondary + Tertiary | & 3* Total
from running in election? or below or above
% #F Support 30.1% 50.8% 70.8% 53.7%
- & L Half-half 2.4% 7.0% 4.0% 5.1%
* %+ Oppose 38.0% 32.2% 21.4% 29.6%
2 /¥ Don’t know / Hard to say|  29.5% 10.0% 3.9% 11.6%
£ 3+ 4 # Total count 192 490 346 1,028




