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Contact Information - Group Gathering Prohibition Index Benchmark Survey

I BRI RHHLE HKPOP P

i HH Survey date 17/1 15:00 — 24/1 15:00
s 21 /7.2 Survey method DI HE BHBELAHR B - W4 E5ERGERE Online survey
Zh1t %52 Target population + ke DL_ERYE A B Hong Kong residents aged 12+
4B T A Total sample size 5,043
5] fEELR Response rate 5 704

BWE(E/KF - ESTELE+-1%
Sampling error of percentages at +/-1% at 95% confidence level

1ZI81) BURasT iR ftry 28 A\ El KRl o - BHERE (EEEE)
F BRI S st BT 2) BHHEE P AYBUSIN U EHE REBUARUE 7> #i 0 A
' RBLENEE ) (FHITEE -

HIRE 77,24 Weighting method Rim-weighted according to 1) gender-age distribution, educational attainment (highest
level attended) distribution and economic activity status distribution of Hong Kong
population from Census and Statistics Department; 2) appraisal of political condition and
political inclination distribution from regular tracking surveys.

HhEsR 7= Sampling error
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Group Gathering Prohibition Index
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s & HHH Latest survey date: 17-24/1/2022 (N=5,043)
kA HEH Last survey date: 17-27/12/2021 (N=5,063)
| _EZ#E2 HHH Second last survey date: 23-29/11/2021 (N=5,888)

i

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

[RE2H:7F2 % Group Gathering Prohibition Acceptance Level
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Group Gathering Prohibition Index — Commentary

REANBHEBS ANEPEELEL - " BESARERVEZERT - mTRIEZATE
%o H AR WOERPREE « SRS By e S AT AR B A PR R B B TR I > SR
RER > b MR AEEBRRMER - KERM—E5 I DIREIEREAS » BE
R > BRI A LB RR AR E R 2 AR - D — BRI S
Red » BRENREER ° |

Dr Tung-fai Cheung, Spokesman of Alliance of Revitalizing Economy and Livelihood,
observed, “Facing the geometric progression of daily confirmed case, the community
accepted the even more strict group gathering ban (GGB) than before. The trades,
with no other options, had to accept the GGB and bear the devastating loss. On the
other hand, our superb public healthcare system has collapsed, showing that our
government has very poor ability to manage the overloaded risk of public healthcare
system. Considering Hong Kong as a developed international city, such situation is far
below standard.”
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Contact Information

Date of survey: 7-10/2/2022

Survey method: Random telephone survey conducted by real interviewers
Target population: Cantonese-speaking Hong Kong residents aged 18 or above
Sample size: 1,012 (including 507 landline and 505 mobile samples)

Effective response rate: 58.1%

Sampling error: Sampling error of percentages not more than +/-3%, that of net values not more
than +/-5% and that of ratings not more than +/-2.6 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)”.
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Survey Result - Popularity of Chief Executive

Popularity of Chief Executive
I 77 277 R

Rating 1.9 V19 Record low since Jun. 2021
o \ote of confidence 19% 18% V1% Record low since Jun. 2021
Carrie Lam VeI O 67% 70% Record high since May. 2021

no confidence

Net approval rate -48% -53% V4% Record low since Jun. 2021

Our latest survey shows that the popularity rating of CE Carrie Lam is 31.9 marks, with
34% of respondents giving her 0 mark. Her approval rate is 18%, disapproval rate 70%,
giving a net popularity of negative 53 percentage points. The rating and net popularity
have not changed much from a month ago.



Survey Result - Popularity of Chief Executive
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Rating for Chief Executive Carrie Lam (Per Poll)

(7/2017 — 2/2022)
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Survey Result - Popularity of Chief Executive
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Rating for Chief Executives (Per Poll)
(7/1997 — 2/2022)
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Survey Result - Popularity of Chief Executive

RrEer EHER)
Rating for Chief Executives (Monthly average)

(7/1997 — 2/2022)
Tung Chee-hwa Donald Tsang Leung Chun-ying Carrie Lam
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Survey Result - Popularity of Chief Executive

RrERrD (FEE)

Rating for Chief Executives (Half-yearly average)
(7-12/1997 — 1-6/2022)
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Survey Result - Popularity of Chief Executive
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Survey Result - Social Indicators

Five Core Social Indicators

Rule of law 4.34 5.13 Record since May 2019
Freedom 4.57 5.09 * Record since Nov. 2021
Prosperity 4.89 4.97 Record since Nov. 2021
Stability 4.89 4.94 Record since Dec. 2021
Democracy 3.93 4.25 Record since Oct. 2021

On a scale of 0 to 10, people’s ratings on the five core social indicators ranked from the highest to the
lowest are “rule of law”, “freedom”, “prosperity”, “stability” and “democracy”. Their scores are 5.13,
5.09, 4.97, 4.94 and 4.25 respectively. The ratings of “rule of law” and “freedom” have registered

compared with a month ago, while the rating of “rule of law” has registered a
record since May 2019.

* Significant change



Survey Result - Social Indicators




Survey Result - Social Indicators

Seven Non-Core Soclal Indicators

Public Order 5.99
Social Welfare Sufficiency 5.54
Civilization 5.57
Corruption-Free Practices 5.04
Efficiency 5.14
Equality 4.39
Fairness 4.32

The rating of “efficiency” dropped significantly compared with half a year ago, while the ratings of “social welfare
sufficiency”, “civilization”, “efficiency” and “equality” have all registered all-time lows since records began in 1997,
while those of “public order” and “corruption-free practice” have registered record

6.10
5.36
5.32
5.25
4.56
4.31
4.31

V¥0.18
V¥0.25

V¥0.58 *
V¥0.08
V0.01

Record since May 2019
All-time record low since Jun 1997
All-time record low since Jun 1997

Record since May 2019
All-time record low since Jun 1997
All-time record low since Jun 1997

Record low since Feb 2021

since May 2019.

* Significant change
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Survey Result - Social Indicators
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Trend of Non-Core Social Indicators Chart (Per Poll)
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Survey Result - Freedom Indicators

Ten Freedom Sub-Indicators

Degree of freedom (repeated listing) 5.11 5.09 Record since Nov. 2021

Freedom of religious belief 6.83 6.94 Record high since Apr. 2020
Freedom to enter or leave Hong Kong 6.37 5.66 V0.71*  All-time record low since Aug. 1997

Freedom to engage in academic research 5.12 5.44 Record since Apr. 2020

Freedom to engage in artistic and literary creation 4.95 5.29 Record since Apr. 2020

Freedom of speech 451 4.57 Record since Feb. 2020

Freedom to strike 441 4.53 Record since Apr. 2020

Freedom of association 4.07 4.35 Record since Apr. 2020

Freedom of press 4.13 4.34 Record since Feb. 2020

Freedom of publication 3.97 4.23 Record since Feb. 2020

Freedom of procession and demonstration 3.45 3.63 Record since Apr. 2020

Compared with the previous survey, freedom of “entering or leaving Hong Kong” has dropped significantly and

registered a historical low since records began in 1997.

* Significant change



Survey Result - Freedom Indicators
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Survey Result - Rule of Law Indicators

Two Rule of law Sub-indicators and the Rating of the Chief Justice

Compliance with the rule of law

(repeated listing) Record since May 2019
Impartiality of the courts 4,98 5.03 Record since Sept. 2019
Fairness of the judicial system 4.40 4.67 Record since May 2019
Support rating of :
Chief Justice of the CFA $8L 46.5 Record since Jul. 2020

As for the two rule of law sub-indicators, “impartiality of the courts” got 5.03 marks,
while “fairness of the judicial system” got 4.67 marks which has registered a record

since May 2019. As for Chief Justice Andrew Cheung, his support rating Is 46.5
on a scale of 0 to 100.



Survey Result - Rule of Law Indicators




