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Contact Information - Group Gathering Prohibition Index Benchmark Survey

I BRI RHHLE HKPOP P

945 H HH Survey date 17/12 15:00 — 27/12 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 5,063
5] fEELR Response rate 5 704
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

A4 HEH Latest survey date: 17-27/12/2021 (N=5,063)
_EZREA#E HHH Last survey date: 23-29/11/2021 (N=5,888)
| FZRFHE HHE Second last survey date: 18-25/10/2021 (N=5,974)

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

EEEHREABEKSERERSERED © " MEREE LB - ERERER
AR RHCER o FRREREFER el R MR EE AR ERR - I P2
FEARIRZ LN BN L BILBEFERAE » MBS SRR ERBE - &8
HRAHY » eI R R S PRI BE ARG RV E -

Yam Wai Ho, member of Alliance of Revitalizing Economy and Livelihood observed,
“Chief Executive Carrie Lam has gone to Beijing to report her work, but she still
failed to obtain border resumption for Hong Kong. The reason may be that China
government believes that there is no need to resume the border crossing with Hong
Kong, coupled with the recurrence of the Xi’an epidemic and the need to cope with
the top national event of the Winter Olympics, border resumption with Hong Kong
will only add variables to the country. The person who most wants to resume border
may be Chief Executive Carrie Lam, who Is eager to carry out the plan for the
Greater Bay Area in the Policy Address.”
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Satisfaction with Hong Kong’s Development in the year past (Per Poll)
(12/1992 - 12/2021)
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Percentage of ‘Dissatisfied' is presented as negative
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Satisfaction with HK’s development and Happiness level in the year past (Per Poll)
(12/1992 - 12/2021)
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(12/1994 - 12/2021)

Expectation of Hong Kong’s development next year (Per Poll)
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Expectation of Hong Kong’s development and personal development next year (Per Poll)
(12/1993 - 12/2021)
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