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Contact Information - Group Gathering Prohibition Index Benchmark Survey

I BRI RHHLE HKPOP P

945 H HH Survey date 13/9 15:00 — 20/9 15:00
445 774 Survey method PAEE SRR AR B > W4 58 REFE A Online survey
ah ¥t 52 Target population + kL _EAYE T R Hong Kong residents aged 12+
AR IR N Total sample size 6,210
[m] EEL 2R Response rate 6.8%
P Sampling error IBWE(EAKF » EATLRAEH-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

B2 H HA Latest survey date: 13-20/9/2021 (N=6,210)
k7 HHH Last survey date: 16-23/8/2021 (N=7,456)
_F EZREEE HHH Second last survey date: 16-21/7/2021 (N=5,636)

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:



& 47k Percentage

BA B dnon — REEZIERE

Survey Result — Group Gathering Prohibition Acceptance Level
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Group Gathering Prohibition Index — Commentary

EAAETLEYRIEREERERSEREL © T THES ) RETOER -
REITEE @ ReN R RS RERERE - FERERE » TN
2 TRG T LT - L’%‘ilﬁl’];ﬁ  EURFHE A B VR4 WJﬁﬂf—i‘éﬂ’L ¢H
R RN IR BT EERBAE R ERVEE L -

Vice Chairman of The Hong Kong Chamber of Education Centres Yam Wai
Ho observed, “The requirement for ‘Come2HK” Scheme is very loose, it does
not require vaccination, probably because the mainland considers the
effectiveness of vaccination not that good. It reduces the symptoms, but not
Isolate the virus. That be the case, the government should shift its vaccination
efforts from the less symptomatic groups, such as the young people, to the
more vulnerable groups.”
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Contact Information

Corporations Corporations Core Social Indicators & Corporations
Naming (1) Rating (I) Corporations Naming (I1) Rating (1)

Date of survey 9-12/8/2021 20-26/8/2021 6-10/9/2021 16-18/9/2021
Sample size 1,002 1,003 1,000 511
Landline samples 503 505 500 262
Mobile samples 499 498 500 249
Effective response rate 49.4% 52.9% 44.2% 40.6%
Survey method Random telephone survey conducted by real interviewers
Target population Cantonese-speaking Hong Kong residents aged 18 or above
Sampling error Sampling error of ratings not more than +/-2.4 at 95% conf. level

Rim-weighted according to figures provided by the Census and Statistics
Department. The gender-age distribution of the Hong Kong population came from
Weighting method “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




Survey result - Social Indicators

Five Core Social Indicators

Stability 4.99 5.07 Record since May 2019
Prosperity 5.52 5.02 V¥0.50 * Record low since Jul. 2021

Freedom 5.11 4.95 V¥0.16 Record low since Jul. 2021
Rule of law 5.06 4.64 V0.42 * Record low since Jul. 2021
Democracy 4.02 4.28 Record since Jul. 2020

On a scale of 0 to 10, people’s ratings on the five core social indicators ranked from the
highest to the lowest are “stability”, “prosperity”, “freedom”, “rule of law” and “democracy”.
Compared with a month ago, the “prosperity” and ‘“rule of law” indicators both receded
significantly, while the “stability” indicator has registered a new since May 2019.

* Significant change



Survey result - Social Indicators




Survey Topic

Corporate Social Responsibility (Rating Survey)

Public Transportation

Telecommunication Corporations

Banks and Financial Services Companies

Real Estate and Property Development Companies
Retail Companies

Fast Food Restaurant Chains



Survey result - Corporate Social Responsibility

Public Transportation

V1.6 Record low since Jul. 2018
Citybus 57.8 57.3 V0.6 Record low since Oct. 2014
MTR 46.5 54.4 * Record since Jul. 2018

Our latest survey showed that KMB was considered as having the best CSR
reputation among local public transportations which scored 59.9 marks,
while Citybus and MTR scored 57.3 and 54.4 marks respectively. The rating
of MTR has increased significantly compared with last year.

* Significant change



Survey result - Corporate Social Responsibility

Telecommunication Corporations

SmarTone Record since Aug. 2019
Hutchison Telecom (“37) 50.4 53.1 Record since Jan. 2017
China Mobile 44.4 515 * All-time record since Sept. 2018

Our latest survey showed that SmarTone was considered as having the best CSR
reputation among local telecommunication corporations which scored 54.9 marks,
while Hutchison Telecom and China Mobile scored 53.1 and 51.5 marks

respectively. The rating of China Mobile has increased significantly compared with
last year.

* Significant change



Survey result - Corporate Social Responsibility

Banks and Financial Services Companies

Hang Seng Bank Record since Aug. 2019
HSBC 46.3 52.9 * Record since Aug. 2019
Bank of China 45.4 52.3 * Record since Nov. 2018

Our latest survey showed that Hang Seng Bank was considered as having
the best CSR reputation among local banks and financial services
companies which scored 59.6 marks, while HSBC and Bank of China
scored 52.9 and 52.3 marks respectively. The ratings of all three banks have
Increased significantly compared with last year.

* Significant change



Survey result - Corporate Social Responsibility

Real Estate and Property Development Companies

Henderson Land Development Record since May 2017
CK Asset 53.5 52.9 V0.7 Record low since Aug. 2019
Sun Hung Kai Properties 45.1 51.5 * Record since Oct. 2017

Our latest survey showed that Henderson Land Development was considered as having the
best CSR reputation among local real estate and property development companies which
scored 53.4 marks, while CK Asset and Sun Hung Kai Properties scored 52.9 and 51.5
marks respectively. The ratings of Henderson Land Development and Sun Hung Kai
Properties have increased significantly compared with last year.

* Significant change



Survey result - Corporate Social Responsibility

Retail Companies

PARKnSHOP V4.7 * Record low since Jun. 2017
Wellcome 53.0 51.7 V14 Record low since Dec. 2015
7-Eleven 52.4 50.5 V1.9 Record low since Mar. 2013

Our latest survey showed that PARKNnSHOP was considered as having the best
CSR reputation among local retail companies which scored 52.4 marks, although

Its score has dropped significantly compared with last year. Meanwhile, Wellcome
and 7-Eleven scored 51.7 and 50.5 marks respectively.

* Significant change



Survey result - Corporate Social Responsibility

Fast Food Restaurant Chains

McDonald’s V0.4 Record low since Sept. 2014
Fairwood 54.8 52.3 V2.4 Record low since Dec. 2015
Caféde Coral 50.8 50.0 V0.8 Record low since Mar. 2013

Our latest survey showed that McDonald’s was considered as having
the best CSR reputation among local fast food restaurant chains which
scored 52.4 marks, while Fairwood and Caféede Coral scored 52.3 and
50.0 marks respectively.



