Tel E=E: (852) 3844 3111
Fax {8 (852) 3705 3361
Website #gHE: https://www.pori.hk

Address: Units 9-11, 6/F, Tower B, Southmark, 11 Yip Hing Street, Wong Chuk Hang

HONG KONG PUBLIC OPINION RESEARCH INSTITUTE R e 11 Bk Y , i
= %2 B B B % B Hrdik: SPTHUCEELET 11 SEETERDS B B 6 ## 9-11 =

2023 F 4 B 26 H HEAH

BARRMERGEMBIFRE « T REBIFBOREREHE
DUk T —BRSH] 25 AP HIRERES ) 2
" BT R B AR TREERE R4

HRSH

FERREWIH (FERYD pia hEBREREVIGTE CERRVD) - AHAR " &ER
bt FEHY AT LR BB R BT AT E AT S R R -

ERRVHERE/NHEE " —BIWH 25 FFEPHRERG > £2588R T 22 XEFBIRE
& SRS 23 R BF Nii& 2 REEE - BRSNS HIERATSERE © JBE51 > i 2022 52 N5
4h > BMEEEEH REFENECHEIRERER) » SR ETERETARBE ITIE -

HFIEAEREBHE 17 T EREHYEE )~ REFERGER : F8E T RGN - Bl ) F2EME
ERARBENAFME RFIGEESENE  WIRFHEIIREHEE - BClETR MR
BEZINE - WIEHEFIH Facebook ~ Instagram A1 Twitter M5t - DUEFSERTNEFAI T -

A
A RYN U H P EE 5 B LIS B shan i U iEhR 1 1,005 2/ BER -

SHEEUR  RrEERBIVEEE Y Ry 543 03 0 H 3% ZEEST 0 0 REVFHERIE 8 [HH
Sy o BURRE N - FrEBUEHRTERFE R 12 #5058 o BBl —(E A arttise
HEESL -

R B TR BSOS 2 1 - B B ch RS RE AR IR A (R - el sl FE A 1E 32 (HH
oy HXRUGERAE - WS EREE 12 5 0H > MR AR EsR - 48 B dfiHe
TTRESRAREFHER AR 8 ~ 1IE S K& 14 {HEF 538 - MHEESEH AT > Bez RARLE
FHOBRESRIVAE R ARG T BEEHITHIE > W57 HIA] 2008 £ 3 H K 2018 42 12 H PAZK
Wi o 598 o R PR BT S EURFRE (S 4 A\ HE B AR FHEN ST AIAT 2010 48 12 H R 2012
3 ARG o RAHET R I (KAVREFEN B A - EaGEiE -

A BREIIELL S By 59.4% » 1£ 9S%E(S KT T » AT 53 LLERE B +/-4% » SH{ER
SR -8% » FPIY IR R ABIA-2.0 -

5N BAERNEG TEE T ZFAEE > FASTT RER BT FRAmERE A4S
PREETZFE AR - S50 MR BUNER B AEE R — e N N WEBNE - 5H5h
T BR A PR EEAR AN B F i AR FEAE P A S O Y AH B (A SR AR iR (A B0 Ry IR SR



FHHIEER G - 1 REWEAEHE R ER_ BTNk - fEA A G RS ARR > TR

HYTREEREFE (D1

BURFSHE HIRECRRE L -

BAER

& HEH 4-12/4/2023

A A HE B B TRE M Bt

FIl e 18 piak LA FiEEEN EEER

RThE A g H M 1,005 (F21E 498 {E[E4E K 507 {EFHEEEA)

BRI FELER 59.4%

EE ey 1F 9S%EE/KET » HEEERAZE R I +/-4% » JFERAE RN I +/-8% » 5E457
RN E+/-2.0

JIILY: Dapra RPN RET IR It AR T T L T L BN L | fEHHEEEE - 2 A0
e KR R SE TR T 2K B ( B —FAFE R AT ) B EREE (5
EIELEIRE ) REFEHE ST RIRE (EANZER BN - TER
STEF) (2021 R -

[1] B RaiEAvasEE AR E - (850 H AT 08 REEA - AR R 25 T RN YRR AR -

[2] HAEPATAREE T O5%EE/AKETE  OSNEEAKN » ZHafE IR FEEE A TARE
100 % - Al 95 & MRS ERE G E & A\DEEEY - MRSEBeE btz - s [E ot
B o MERE SR (E Y/ NECES - AR [FIRPor 8y RITAT DS P — (il NS -

FEEBNRZE

DU R e ZEN s REE T
a2 H A 2-10/11/22| 5-9/12/22 { 9-18/1/23 | 1-9/2/23 6-20/3/23 | 4-12/4/23 | SRH ¥
A H 1,001 1,004 1,000 1,017 1,026 1,005 -
[ fEEL 48.9% | 602% | 52.0% | 58.0% | 42.8% | 59.4% -
BOT4E R GER GER GER GER G égi%ﬁ -

=

FrERED 53.0 52.4 57.05! 59.2 54300 1 54.3+/2.0 +0.1
FFE SRR 46% 45% 50%"! 52% 48%°1 | 48+/-3% -
FrE R 39% 40% 37% 33% 41%5 | 40+/-3% -1%
TFPERFE 7% 6% 13% 19% %3 | 8+/-6% +1%

[3] RZET 8L EGREGERAE IR 95% B[S/ PRI NS - o ARIE LESGE TR EREkaT - il - &

{BAESRGETEE BRI - WA FFAMELEGAERMNREES - A FEREVIE A AR E -



PN R @ BUG Y A RS 8

425 H HH 2-10/11/22| 5-9/12/22 | 9-18/1/23 | 1-9/2/23 | 6-20/3/23 | 4-12/4/23 | S5/

EFN =] 503 511 505 521 526 515 -

[B[ LR 48.9% 60.2% 52.0% 58.0% 42.8% 59.4% -
B R

g IR 4EER 4EER “ER 4EER GEER ' -
2=

I B R R R 40% 42% 46% 49% %5 | 47+/-4% | +5%

R BUS R A R 39% 39% 34% 28%!! 39%051 | 35+/4% -4%

TERRE 1% 3% 12% 20% 3% 124/-8% +9%

i gEY 2.9 2.9 3.1 3.2 2.9 3.0+/-0.1 | +0.1

[4] BrHREAEFER - VHEEBCEERRIEERE > D1 RS rrE8E(bks 123457 F
SKEEASHIEUE -

[5] BT El E GRS RATE R IBAE 95% B[S/ PR NS - ForARIE LESGE TR EREpkaL - il - &
{BAEGETEE BRI - WA FFAMELELCAERAREES - A FRENVIE AN AR E -

ARERUR > FFEERBIESETT Ry 543 77 0 B 13%ZEE45ET 0 97 » HETReREy 48% »
By 40% - IREVFHE R IE 8 (E 78 - Hator ke REFEAME—(E A pisg A RE2(t -

BUNREJTH » FEBUNHEHTREZR Ky 47% > R Ry 35% » g E R IE 12 (S8 E 778 -
M-PYRER 3.0 43 - BIREEG BRI " —F ) B —WAmER 2 AEEEL -

5 R BUNF BOR #ils s E
LUN 2 R R & B R B BOR SIS RS2 fmE R E S 2 T

i HHA 19-22/4/21 {15-18/11/21} 19-22/4/22 {10-19/10/22| 4-12/4/23 | 232
EAHHE 597-606 | 590-623 | 590-608 | 517-521 | 509-516 -

[ fEEER 54.5% 53.7% 47.6% 61.5% 59.4% -
BiER gm | owm | owm | omm | X
JRHEEA PR % ¢ R 31% 39%!1 35% 51%7 | 56+-4% | +5%
REREArP R % ¢ R 44% 38% 34% 2% | 25+/4% | +3%
TR FE -13% 1% 1% 29%7 1 324/-8% | +2%
Py (E 2.6 2.917 2.9 3.307] 3.4+/-0.1 -
MERERM  mERl 16% 26%7) 23% 36% 7 | 45+/-4% | +9%!
MERARE « LHpxl 62% 55%!7 54% 40% | 33+/-4% | -7%!
TR ERFE -46% -28%!7) -31% -3%!7) 12+/-8% | +16%!"
Py EE" 22 2.4 2.4 2.9 3.0+/-0.1 | +0.2"
U ORI ¢« Rl 19% 31%!"] 25%7 30% 43+/-4% | +13%!"!
YRR ST - KoL 57% 47%!" 55%!7] 49% 35+/4% | -14%
R EFHME -37% -16%!" -30%!" -20%!" 8+/-8% | +27%!"
Py (E 2.3 2.7 2.417) 2.6 3.0+/-0.1 | +0.417
U A\MEE IR ¢ mER 29% 37%!1 32% 40% 7 | 44+/-4% | +4%
desE \MEE HRFEIR - Rl 54% 46%!" 45% 36%!" 39+/-4% +3%
R RFHE -25% 9% -12% 4% 5+/-8% +1%
Py EEN 2.4 2.7 2.6 2.9 2.94/-0.1 -




i HHA 19-22/4/21 {15-18/11/21} 19-22/4/22 {10-19/10/22| 4-12/4/23 | 52H7 8/
BEAEH 597-606 | 590-623 | 590-608 | 517-521 | 509-516 -

[l fEEL 54.5% 53.7% 47.6% 61.5% 59.4% -
BER gE | @R @R | R @i%% .
HITRFESK - mExl 21% 26%!7! 24% 31%7 | 324/4% | +1%
HETREDS MK « Rl 59% 55% 50% 37%7 L 45+/-4% | +8%!
R EFHME -38% -30% -26% 6% | -14+/-8% | -8%
Py (E 22 23 2.4 2.817 2.6+/-0.1 | -0.1

[6] BrREAEFER - VHEEBCEERRIEERELE > D1 RS rrE8E(bks 123457 F
SKEEAS IR -

[7] 3 E E GRS RAE SR 95%E S/ PR SRS - ForARIS LESGE TR ERmpkar - i - &
{EAEGETEE BRI - WA FFAMELECAERAREES - A FRENVIE AN AR E -

R BUN TUE BASEOREE 2 o pr B B P SRR AR R - SerimisiFE R IE 32 (85
év\!ﬁ HRBUEERE S HESKSIE 12 (85 708 - MaERr O ER - 4E8€ AR B thfiHE
TTRESRAREFER D HIRIE 8 ~ IE 5 K& 14 57378 -

BREREL P R R RIR A PI B E Ry 3.4 70 » BIEES B/-F T —2F2f ) R T&mE, 2/
TR ED ISR P EER 2.6 71 ED*QEE“J: F U R TR 2 TR T
STHPCREISA T EE T 2.9 2 3.0 47 HIEEES BHET T —FF -

MEEAE AR > B RAMGERF SR ERAmE R AT BEETHE - M5y RI8] 2008
3 HF 2018 £ 12 HLIHASHTE 5991 - r B oh L BURFRE (% s 4Eae AME B AV IR FER 77

HlEN 2010 £2 12 H K 2012 5 3 HLUZGHTE - AA#TREDRAVREFER B E-FERGEL
i



BURT B S B A= TR EERE Y Bl %

TERVHEBEFENFE O AERET - G ETRNEE —FAIGHIRERE - 5
S > BV EH LT REBUFEIRAVRERRE - TENE 1997 FLKN RAVATGIREERE
RE o PURAERHBEE sy R BURFRIR A s e

¢

¢

—EmBI2SAFEPHERFRE

BexmREEreeEgapmssg  PORL
(1997-2022) TTETEE

EEREEFEFE HiEmEERE

2001 2005 2009 2013 2017

[ AT, o T ERAY A E TR R AT oy Ry = (PR ¢t 1997 & 2004 4 PREEFHE AL
SERYEAAC 1 2005 2 2018 SEHEMHEPARIEAERF AR S /K PAVIER - H 2 2019 5Bk E
SEC FRY 2020 FEAR B AT -

BUFreE EAEREOR © EREEBUFRE M 1997 &£ EEFHGZED Nk © GIEEBUT 2RI
7\ 2005 - EERERERS > HRZ D Nk - FIRFLBUTE 2012 5 EELKE—EHERREC
FEEHUEIR R E ¢ PRESH BB 2017 £ EER: - BUFREARNGE - HEAEREEEUK
o Hig o BURFERRERY 2019 KRk - FRY 2020 A2 =T -



FH 2001 48 » FAMEAEAY L OB K ARG 8 &8 T o [F0 A4S LRy R RRE - IRIEEm] DU —
SHHEFTRE X 53HT (cross-tabulation analysis) » | &l B FHEH4S 5

—EmE25AFPHRBERES

BEsORE / AnnmEneshrerg PORL
(2001-2022) e

AimBBUFE
IR FE

SREUN  mE BN R A AT RERRE - E e N WE BN & - RS H RS SHEE £ 2018
FIHEPR > B RS BUF S RGEFHEARE R R IE 60 {EH /8Ll E > BIEEEA
BBUFE > RE R RS FE I REHERT IE 8L - MERT & 7Y 2019 SFRI TR Mgk - B #ERY 2020
FARIZHEITT > EJRIEFER AT o PR RS R A BT & Z MR PR S 2 R e 2
AR ©

Fo SR T AR (E EIEAYRR (7 > FMTEHET T HHBA 3T (correlation analysis) DUk i B &R

E# 7787 (simple linear regression analysis) °

FARH AT HAYAHRBE B (correlation coefficient) SZHtp(EZEIIRIEIEE - BENFE 1 2
1E 1 Z[E » RIEE > BIRE R P —(EZH LI 88— g LIt K2R &R
SHO AIEIRE Hrh—([EE 8 BT - S B8 fed Mgk - @EBUEAR S RITE S
Bl AT R IANE © ARt AR I B B A 2 LRE (R A A -

7 B R M A 2 S BT A 7 W {8 SR B R Y 4 PR R % © 1S TR AV ARl ER (% B (regression coefficient)
By F8 » ERZE EH%TE (independent variable) 7 » fESETE (dependent variable) —f&/R &
P BERER - AIERE B EIE FARE  JESTH S N - @HBEOKR - KIS —Er
HY E S TH_ A e M ERRY  FEETRAYEMBIRE AR -



LURE 2001 225 - T RAETREERE SR BURF R IR A AH BE (R BRI A B (B

BEEG | AW (gﬁiﬂ;@%m BEEG | WG (;ﬁgﬁ%m
2001 +0.295 +0.306 2012 -- --
2002 +0.333 +0.321 2013 +0.300 +0.356
2003 +0.279 +0.299 2014 +0.409 +0.518
2004 +0.321 +0.352 2015 - --
2005 +0.282 +0.275 2016 +0.335 +0.390
2006 +0.289 +0.283 2017 +0.284 +0.318
2007 +0.306 +0.326 2018 +0.347 +0.463
2008 +0.328 +0.335 2019 - -
2009 +0.316 +0.360 2020 +0.508 +0.563
2010 +0.308 +0.357 2021 +0.516 +0.572
2011 2022 +0.446 +0.457

(8] EET T LA BN I AR (F Ry eI -

—EmE 25 BEPHREES

BEExmREEReEEagmaaEy PORL
#RI1% 21 (2001-2022) s

0.6

SEREUT > T RA TGP RIS B IR e e FEAE A S 00 B AH B (R BRI A R (R B Ry 1
8 MWW A IR R (G o T RE WA A EHE R ER BN - 5550 > MBI REIE 2013
FEZAT—ERLERFE 0.3 /245 > {BAE 2014 2828 EFHE 0.4 - RARZ M0 ZE FAIKP -
£ 2019 FERER LA 28 E/KF o SGROFEUR - ERERIEG SR LAV - TRAYTR
SERE G LU RHE SR R L A -



T A S (EE)

» rEAHE] S A2 H (B2 M=k
i REFE G BRI SRS




Tel E=E: (852) 3844 3111
Fax {#EL: (852) 3705 3361
Website #gHE: https://www.pori.hk

Address: Units 9-11, 6/F, Tower B, Southmark, 11 Yip Hing Street, Wong Chuk Hang

HONG KONG PUBLIC OPINION RESEARCH INSTITUTE RN e N
Mk TR 11 SEREERSS B B 6 1 9-11 =
F %2 R B W £ B AR

Press Release on April 26, 2023

HKPORI releases popularities of CE and SAR Government,
people’s appraisal of its policy areas, and the
relationship between popularity of SAR Government and level of happiness
under “One Country Two Systems 25-year Mid-term Review”

Background

The predecessor of Hong Kong Public Opinion Research Institute (HKPORI) was Public Opinion
Programme at The University of Hong Kong (HKUPOP). “HKPORI” in this release can refer to
Hong Kong Public Opinion Research Institute or its predecessor HKUPOP.

HKPORI launched the “One Country Two Systems 25-year Mid-term Review” in June last year.
Since then, 22 wrap ups of historical data have been released. This is the 23rd release, and the last 2
wrap ups will be completed by the end of June this year. Besides, starting from the second half of
2022, we have already greatly reduced the frequency of our tracking polls and press conferences to
channel our resources into civic education work.

We have already launched multiple new columns like “From the President”, “PORI Express: Q&A”,
“PORI Express: Latest News” in our website as our civic education materials for the public. We will
continue to enrich its content and gradually increase the number of service items. Please visit our
website for more contents and follow us on Facebook, Instagram and Twitter to see extra charts and
analyses.

Abstract

HKPORI successfully interviewed 1,005 Hong Kong residents by a random telephone survey
conducted by real interviewers in early April.

Our survey shows that the latest popularity rating of CE John Lee is 54.3 marks, with 13% of
respondents giving him 0 mark. His net popularity stands at positive 8 percentage points. As for the
SAR Government, its net satisfaction is positive 12 percentage points. The above figures have not
changed significantly compared to a month ago.

Among the five specific policy areas of the HKSAR Government, the latest net satisfaction rate of
the government’s handling of its relation with the Central Government stands at positive 32
percentage points, which is the best performing area. Its performance in improving people’s
livelihood comes next at positive 12 percentage points, while the net satisfaction rates of its
performance in maintaining economic prosperity, protecting human rights and freedom and the pace
of democratic development stand at positive 8, positive 5, and negative 14 percentage points
respectively. Compared to six months ago, the net satisfaction rates of improving people’s livelihood
and maintaining economic prosperity have registered very significant increases and reached new
record highs since March 2008 and December 2018 respectively. Meanwhile, the net satisfaction
rates of handling of its relation with the Central Government and protecting human rights and
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freedom have also registered new record highs since December 2010 and March 2012 respectively.
Only the net satisfaction for the pace of democratic development has registered a drop over the past 6
months.

The effective response rate of the survey is 59.4%. The maximum sampling error of percentages is
+/-4%, that of net values is +/-8% and that of ratings is +/-2.0 at 95% confidence level.

Besides, HKPORI has consolidated the data over more than 20 years to analyse the relationship
between people’s satisfaction towards the overall performance of the SAR Government and their
level of happiness. Results showed that the level of happiness among those satisfied with the
government is consistently higher than those dissatisfied. Moreover, both correlation coefficients and
regression coefficients of people’s level of happiness and their satisfaction with the government are
positive throughout the years, meaning a positive relationship between the two and that people were
likely to rate both of them high or both of them low at the same time. Results also show that people’s
level of happiness seems to be linked to their appraisal of the government to a greater extent during
times when there are major social events.

Contact Information

Date of survey : 4-12/4/2023

Survey method :  Random telephone survey conducted by real interviewers

Target population : Cantonese-speaking Hong Kong residents aged 18 or above

Sample size!!) ;1,005 (including 498 landline and 507 mobile samples)

Effective response rate 1 59.4%

Sampling error!’! . Sampling error of percentages not more than +/-4%, that of net values not

more than +/-8% and that of ratings not more than +/-2.0 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 20217, while the educational attainment
(highest level attended) distribution and economic activity status distribution
came from “Women and Men in Hong Kong - Key Statistics (2021 Edition)”.

[1] This figure is the total sample size of the survey. Some questions may only involve a subsample, the size of which
can be found in the tables below.

[2] 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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Popularities of CE and SAR Government

The latest popularity figures of CE John Lee are summarized as follows:

Date of survey 2-10/11/22} 5-9/12/22 { 9-18/1/23 | 1-9/2/23 6-20/3/23 | 4-12/4/23 Latest
change
Sample size 1,001 1,004 1,000 1,017 1,026 1,005 -
Response rate 48.9% 60.2% 52.0% 58.0% 42.8% 59.4% -
Latest findings Finding | Finding | Finding | Finding | Finding F"Z:.Z‘f & -
Rating of CE 53.0 52.4 57.08 59.2 5438B0 1 54.3+/2.00 +0.1
Vote of confidence in CE 46% 45% 50%"! 52% 48%°) | 48+/-3% --
Vote of no confidence in CE 39% 40% 37% 33% 41%5) | 40+/-3% -1%
Net approval rate 7% 6% 13% 19% 7%"! 8+/-6% +1%

The difference between the figure and the result from the previous survey has gone beyond the sampling error at
95% confidence level, meaning that the change is statistically significant prima facie. However, whether the
difference is statistically significant is not the same as whether they are practically useful or meaningful, and

(3]

different weighting methods could have been applied in different surveys.

Recent popularity figures of the HKSAR Government are summarized as follows:

Date of survey 2-10/11/22} 5-9/12/22 | 9-18/1/23 | 1-9/2/23 | 6-20/3/23 | 4-12/4/23 Latest
change
Sample size 503 511 505 521 526 515 -
Response rate 48.9% 60.2% 52.0% 58.0% 42.8% 59.4% -
Latest findings Finding | Finding | Finding { Finding | Finding F"Z::Z‘f & -
Satisfaction rate of 40% 42% 46% 49% | 4% | 4744% | +5%
SARG performance!® ? ’ ° ’ ° Y ?
Dissatisfaction rate of o o o 0/[5] o/[5] o 0
SARG performancel® 39% 39% 34% 28% 39% 35+/-4% 4%
Net satisfaction rate 1% 3% 12% 20% 3%00 L 124/-8% | +9%
Mean value!" 2.9 2.9 310 3.2 2981 1 3.0+-0.1 7 +0.1

[4] Collapsed from a 5-point scale. The mean value is calculated by quantifying all individual responses into 1, 2, 3, 4,
5 marks according to their degree of positive level, where 1 is the lowest and 5 the highest, and then calculate the
sample mean.

The difference between the figure and the result from the previous survey has gone beyond the sampling error at
95% confidence level, meaning that the change is statistically significant prima facie. However, whether the
difference is statistically significant is not the same as whether they are practically useful or meaningful, and
different weighting methods could have been applied in different surveys.

[5]

Our survey shows that the latest popularity rating of CE John Lee is 54.3 marks. Among the
respondents, 13% gave him 0 mark. His approval rate is 48%, disapproval rate 40%, giving a net
popularity of positive 8 percentage points. Both his rating and net popularity have not changed much
compared to a month ago.

As for the SAR Government, its latest satisfaction rate is 47%, whereas dissatisfaction rate stands at
35%, thus the net satisfaction is positive 12 percentage points. The mean score is 3.0, meaning close
to “half-half” in general. These figures also have not changed much compared to a month ago.
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People’s Appraisal of Policy Areas of the Government

Recent figures on people’s appraisal of the five specific policy areas of the HKSAR Government are
summarized as follows, in descending order of net satisfaction rates:

Date of survey 19-22/4/21 i15-18/11/21i 19-22/4/22 110-19/10/22! 4-12/4/23 Latest
change

Sample size 597-606 590-623 590-608 517-521 509-516 -

Response rate 54.5% 53.7% 47.6% 61.5% 59.4% -

Latest findings Finding Finding Finding Finding Finding & -

error

Relationwiththe Central = 5900 1 39000 | 350, | 519400 | sgerd% | +5%
Government: Satisfaction rate

Reéaggn V“tfc‘nﬂ;e Cengfacﬁon ol 44% 38% 34% 22%7 | 25+/-4% | +3%

Net satisfaction rate -13% 1% 1% 29%!7 32+/-8% +2%

Mean value!® 2.6 2.97 2.9 3.3V 3.4+/-0.1 —

Img;’i:}‘;ftfoeﬁ;fefﬁ]I‘Vehh""d‘ 16% 26%!7 23% 36% 7 | 45+/4% | +9%!"

Improving people’s livelihood: 62% | 55%M | 54% | 40% | 33+4% | -7%l7
Dissatisfaction rate

Net satisfaction rate -46% -28%!7 -31% =397 12+/-8% | +16%!"

Mean value!® 2.2 2.4 2.4 2.9 3.0+-0.1 | +0.21

Mamt.amm_g econor6n1c prosperity: 19% 3190 25047 30% 434/4% | +13%7
Satisfaction rate!®

M%?g:;‘g:fifggg‘r’g&]pmSpemy‘ 57% 47%7M | 55907 49% | 35+/4% | -14%7

Net satisfaction rate -37% -16%!" -30%!"] -20%!"! 8+/-8% +27%!"!

Mean value!® 2.3 2,77 2.4 2.6 3.0+/-0.1 @ +0.4""

Protecting ‘humgn rlg.hts and[G] 299, 3704,17) 300, 40%7 44+/-4% +4%
freedom: Satisfaction rate

Protecting human rights and 54% | a6%T | 45% 36%7 | 39+.4% | +3%
freedom: Dissatisfaction rate

Net satisfaction rate -25% -9%] -12% 4% 5+/-8% +1%

Mean value!® 24 2.7 2.6 2.9 2.9+/-0.1 -

Pace (?f derpocratlc[éievelopment: 21% 26%7) 249, 31907 324/-49% 1%
Satisfaction rate

Pace of democratic development: | 5q0, 55% 50% 37%7 | 45+/4% | +8%
Dissatisfaction rate

Net satisfaction rate -38% -30% -26% -6%!" -14+/-8% -8%

Mean value!® 22 2.3 2.4 2.8 2.6+/-0.1 -0.1

[6] Collapsed from a 5-point scale. The mean value is calculated by quantifying all individual responses into 1, 2, 3, 4, 5
marks according to their degree of positive level, where 1 is the lowest and 5 the highest, and then calculate the
sample mean.

[7] The difference between the figure and the result from the previous survey has gone beyond the sampling error at
95% confidence level, meaning that the change is statistically significant prima facie. However, whether the
difference is statistically significant is not the same as whether they are practically useful or meaningful, and
different weighting methods could have been applied in different surveys.

Among the five specific policy areas of the HKSAR Government, the latest net satisfaction rate of
the government’s handling of its relation with the Central Government stands at positive 32
percentage points, which is the best performing area. Its performance in improving people’s
livelihood comes next at positive 12 percentage points, while the net satisfaction rates of its
performance in maintaining economic prosperity, protecting human rights and freedom and the pace
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of democratic development stand at positive 8, positive 5, and negative 14 percentage points
respectively.

The mean value of the performance in handling its relation with the Central Government is 3.4,
meaning between ‘“half-half” and “somewhat satisfied” in general, the pace of democratic
development stands at 2.6, meaning between “somewhat dissatisfied” and ‘“half-half” in general,
while that of the remaining 3 policy areas range from 2.9 to 3.0, meaning close to “half-half” in
general.

Compared to six months ago, the net satisfaction rates of improving people’s livelihood and
maintaining economic prosperity have registered very significant increases and reached new record
highs since March 2008 and December 2018 respectively. Meanwhile, the net satisfaction rates of
handling of its relation with the Central Government and protecting human rights and freedom have
also registered new record highs since December 2010 and March 2012 respectively. Only the net
satisfaction for the pace of democratic development has registered a drop over the past 6 months.

Relationship between Popularity of SAR Government and Level of Happiness

HKPORI has been gauging people’s level of happiness annually in its year-ender surveys. We have
also been gauging people’s level of satisfaction with the performance of the government every month.
The chart below shows people’s net happiness values since 1997, as well as people’s average net
satisfaction rates of the performance of the government in those years:
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The chart shows that people’s level of happiness could be divided into three stages: from 1997 to
2004, the net happiness remained positive but at a relatively lower level; from 2005 to 2018, it
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remained positive and fairly stable at a higher level; until 2019, it plunged to a negative figure, and
then gradually rebounded after 2020.

Comparatively, government satisfaction fluctuated more over the years. The popularity of Tung
Chee-hwa’s administration has been declining steadily since he took office in 1997, while that of
Donald Tsang’s administration followed the same pattern, starting with a higher popularity when he
took office in 2005, and then decreased gradually. The popularity of CY Leung’s administration
remained negative for the whole term since 2012, while that of Carrie Lam’s administration showed
improvement but remained negative when she took office in 2017. Later, the government’s
popularity plunged in 2019, and then gradually rebounded after 2020.

Since 2001, most of our year-ender surveys included both questions mentioned above. Thus, further
cross-tabulation analyses could be carried out. The chart below shows the results:
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Result shows that the level of happiness among those satisfied with the government is consistently
higher than those dissatisfied. The net happiness of both groups remained relatively steady until 2018.
During the period, net happiness among people satisfied with the government were above positive 60
percentage points most of the time. Even for those dissatisfied, their net happiness remained positive
most of the time. However, the level of happiness of both groups dropped sharply after 2019.
Although they gradually rebounded after 2020, the figures still have not fully recovered to their
previous levels. Meanwhile, the gap between those satisfied and dissatisfied with the government has
become wider than before.

To further study the relationship between the two variables, we have also further carried out
correlation analyses and simple linear regression analyses.
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Correlation coefficients from correlation analyses reflect the degree of association between two
variables and have a range from -1 to +1. A positive value means that when one variable rises, the
other variable generally rises concurrently, and vice versa; a negative value means that when one
variable rises, the other variable generally falls. The larger the absolute value, the stronger and
clearer the relationship between the two variables. The closer to zero, the less clear the relationship
between the two variables.

Simple linear regression analysis studies the linear relationship between two variables. A positive
regression coefficient means that when the independent variable rises, the dependent variable
generally rises as well; a negative value means that when the independent variable rises, the
dependent variable generally falls. The larger the absolute value, the greater the change in the
dependent variable for each unit change of the independent variable.

The correlation coefficients and regression coefficients between people’s level of happiness and their
satisfaction with the government, from year 2001 till now, are summarized as follows:

. Regression . Regression
Survey year Correla.tlon coefficient Survey year Correla.tlon coefficient
coefficient (unstandardised) [*! coefficient (unstandardised) *!
2001 +0.295 +0.306 2012 - --
2002 +0.333 +0.321 2013 +0.300 +0.356
2003 +0.279 +0.299 2014 +0.409 +0.518
2004 +0.321 +0.352 2015 - -
2005 +0.282 +0.275 2016 +0.335 +0.390
2006 +0.289 +0.283 2017 +0.284 +0.318
2007 +0.306 +0.326 2018 +0.347 +0.463
2008 +0.328 +0.335 2019 - -
2009 +0.316 +0.360 2020 +0.508 +0.563
2010 +0.308 +0.357 2021 +0.516 +0.572
2011 - - 2022 +0.446 +0.457

[8] The regression analyses have used people’s satisfaction with the government as the dependent variable.
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Result shows that both correlation coefficients and regression coefficients of people’s level of
happiness and their satisfaction with the government are positive throughout the years, meaning a
positive relationship between the two and that people were likely to rate both of them high or both of
them low at the same time. Moreover, the correlation coefficients remained close to 0.3 in 2013 and
before, but suddenly surged to 0.4 in 2014, and then gradually dropped to the level of the earlier
years, before rising to a higher level again after 2019. It seems to suggest that people’s level of
happiness is linked to their appraisal of the government to a greater extent during times when there
are major social events.

Upcoming Press Release / Press Conference (Tentative)

= [Press Release] May 2 (Tuesday) at 15:00
People’s appraisal of social policies
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