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Contact Information - Group Gathering Prohibition Index Benchmark Survey

I BRI LR HKPOP P

i HH Survey date 18/10 15:00 — 25/10 15:00
aim 21 /3,24 Survey method DI E RS - W48 B2 R E Online survey
Zh1t %52 Target population + ke DL_ERYE A B Hong Kong residents aged 12+
LB ThiE AN Total sample size 5,974
[m] EEL 2R Response rate 6.6%
rikEs2 Sampling error OBUE(EAT: » ESTEEEE 1%

Sampling error of percentages at +/-1% at 95% confidence level

T I81) BURFSRE TR IR B R N O S Rl o fids T8y ~ SEHEe ADEF
2) BeR B e (VSRS BB GE IR © 3) EAH & PRV Bl BT > LA
" RBLENINEEL ) (FHIEHE
HIRE 77,24 Weighting method The figures are rim-weighted according to 1) gender-age distribution of Hong Kong
population and by District Councils population figures from Census and Statistics
Department; 2) Voting results of District Councils Election from Registration and
Electoral Office; 3) rating distribution of Chief Executive from regular tracking surveys.
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Group Gathering Prohibition Index

Bt eRa HHA Latest survey date: 18-25/10/2021 (N=5,974)
_F2reA& HEH Last survey date: 13-20/9/2021 (N=6,210)
_F EZREEE HHH Second last survey date: 16-23/8/2021 (N=7,456)

IRE BB BEREGRE2EAESE "RES, ? Do you think the regulation prohibiting gatherings of more than a specific number of people
» EERAESS T RS in public places should be completely lifted unconditionally in Hong Kong?

»  RFEY O FEHPEENE = Yes, the ban should be lifted unconditionally

. REDE REER =  No, it should depend on the epidemic situation

=  Don’t know / hard to say

2 N 2E 27 4 15T Mz [ HX A 2
[}Ejﬁj&f Lé%t‘ﬁ/\#@g#ﬁﬁj s E[E"AT‘ Y /_\%l Crames  srpap ) o  LFOrrespondents NOT answering “Yes, the ban should be lifted unconditionally”]
WE’“‘%‘% SR iﬁﬁﬁ?{*%&ﬁgmy ) }E e RS Em: N How many newly confirmed cases each day should there be before it would be appropriate
R RE RN EREIE RSV » A HER TIRES ) 5TR4A? to prohibit gatherings of more than 2 people?
TR R ERISHE2 EEREE SV T EEeR TIRES ) 5TIR8A? How many newly confirmed cases each day should there be before it would be appropriate
R R RIS TEC(EE B2 /) » A G TIRES 5 816N 2 to prohibit gatherings of more than 4 people?

IR R A FE L/ D RI% » [RESTEZ S HEEY ? How many newly confirmed cases each day should there be before it would be appropriate
to prohibit gatherings of more than 8 people?
FEN LT HAIY IR By [([EZES & R AR 4EE...... How many newly confirmed cases each day should there be before it would be appropriate

to prohibit gatherings of more than 16 people?
After how many days of zero infection do you think the group gathering ban should be
lifted altogether?

Please list combinations of [number of cases & number of people allowed in gatherings]
that you think is appropriate in the field below:
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Survey Result — Group Gathering Prohibition Acceptance Level
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Group Gathering Prohibition Index — Commentary
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Independent commentator KC Poon observed, “The government has recently announced the
Introduction of ‘vaccination passports’ through the experts, following the restriction on
gathering and LeaveHomeSafe. The government’s epidemic prevention policy is strict and
disproportionate, and it is very disturbing to the public as it restricts people’s space for
activities. In this regard, | suggest that the government should first consider the actual
situation of the public, rather than forcing the public to cooperate with the government in a
coercive manner, as this would lead to counter-productive effects that would outweigh the
losses. As a matter of fact, zero-infection policy is no longer possible, and the only way out is
to live with the virus.”
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Contact Information

Date of survey: 29/10-3/11/2021

Survey method: Random telephone survey conducted by real interviewers

Target population: Cantonese-speaking Hong Kong residents aged 18 or above
Sample size: 1,004 (including 503 landline and 501 mobile samples)

Effective response rate: 50.1%

Sampling error: Sampling error of ratings not more than +/-0.27 at 95% conf. level

Weighting method: Rim-weighted 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 20207, while the educational attainment (highest level
attended) distribution and economic activity status distribution came from “Women and
Men in Hong Kong - Key Statistics (2020 Edition)”.



Survey Topic

Social Well-being Indicators

Personal safety

Personal freedom

Opportunities for suitable employment
Freedom from fear

Protection of disadvantaged groups
Happiness of children

Fairness and justice In judicial proceedings
Housing well-being (“living in peace”)
Living without worries

Political rights



Survey Result - Social Well-being Indicators

Ten social well-being indicators

Personal safety 6.06

Personal freedom 5.56
Opportunities for suitable employment 5.51
Freedom from fear 4.85

Protection of disadvantaged groups 4,78
Happiness of children 4.76

Fairness and justice in judicial proceedings 4.53
Housing well-being (“living in peace™) 4.20
Living without worries 3.97

Political rights 3.80
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Survey Result - Social Well-being Indicators
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Survey Result - Social Well-being Indicators

Our social well-being survey shows that, among the ten specific domains, people rated personal
safety the highest. On a scale of 0 to 10, the rating stands at 6.06.

Also, people tended to think that Hong Kong people can enjoy personal freedom and have
opportunities for suitable employment, attaining a rating of 5.56 and 5.51 respectively.

However, the rest of the social well-being indicators score lower than 5, representing people’s
relative negative appraisals towards them.

The ratings of the following five indicators range from 4.20 to 4.85, which means they tended to
think Hong Kong people are not free from fear, disadvantaged groups are not adequately
protected, children are not so happy in their childhood, judicial proceedings are not so fair
and just, and that it is hard for Hong Kong people to “live in peace”.

The last two indicators even score lower than 4, standing at 3.97 and 3.80 respectively, meaning

they felt there are quite some worries in Hong Kong people’s lives, and quite some political
rights are missing.



