Tel ExE: (852) 3844 3111
Fax {#E: (852) 3705 3361

Website #@i}: https://www.pori.hk
HONG KONG PUBLIC OPINION PROGRAM Address: Units 9-11, 6/F, Tower B, Southmark, 11 Ylp Hlng Street, WOIlg Chuk Hang
HONG KONG PUBLIC OPINION RESEARCH INSTITUTI il %Tﬁ‘jfi%ﬁj 11 %@;@%i% B 6 @ 9-11 %

AERERAA 2 FEREFRIEN

202159 H 7 H HEAHE
BT el et

THE

EEREIAE T SERETIEE (FERP HKPOP) F 2020 48 4 H 21 H E#
CERE TR S E 0 2021 FE 4 F T H » EBRPEE T CRREE - BEERA
MRETTTERE T IR | AR ARRE R T R T  AIB ABE - S KAV B 15.7 - 36
5 88%r EER BRI IE AR - EBHE T O TR LR YRR
BRI B AR A © SRR B A R E BBt MRAT BN % - Y
el N - BERRYE TSRS A NGRUE T R AT - Bk T TS A R A - i
M R 5 2 IR BEREAEEA N T (E theh 2 BR800 A ARG £ e A M
FIRIE FA » T8 AR R AR R B A B T E 5 « #k - FaR BB R B A& 1145
SIS B SR B T AR -

i

b & A AR AR IR B IR R - T PGS s A (PRI T IRIB IR A0S - STamRaks
el TARAIERRLG - FHEM R EIRTARAE - BFEME A ~ & ~ (LAt & -

i B U SRR BCR P Bt L e (BRI AR BUF IR BB RVHE R R M T
T RIER > WL e (e M R EE -

FABRRIRY 2020 45 4 H 21 H B#Eh 7445 TIERE TR iR EfiaE - milErEE
Rt et IR ETER I 2 1% - HERISRE T SN =EEEEEE > iR ERIEF R
, (PENRI) -

EREEEET > A8 HERERER, - BERRETRS - FEBIFECY T IRES
HYESTEE - Al - B T RS ) BURRYE R SRRV A LZESTHERNNE REH -
DMEAESRARBERIENR N EAF RS B R R NRHYETS » DU Rdi &t 2020 4F 4 F B
JRlFHY R R

R R EBAA T BE SR "TRES, ?

FRERERHINER  UIRTERACHEER  F8E " FAE RE )
TEfRIE 2RSS | IRES

BRFEEEZ TR a2 2

BRI 2Bk 2 8

AR A RS (2

TR A R S MRS 2R

HE L AR AES(E 2 GEE T —HmA L)

O0O000O0



O  HE#EN HgAg At M2 GEE T —HE#A N)
O ARIE ARHEEER

TR R E /D HIGARE AR AT L E) T EESSERE TRES, ?

TReR R /D HISANE AR R SRS ER (BIRTZHY N B) A Boemmsy "RES, ?

fEE BB GEUGIREEE(L > BEREVIFATI 2021 £ 4 H 1 HE#EREY] > 2 RERHITL
VR T  HAE R IR A R EE DU SN E S - SRS T R e s T A g T =
WFET72 > DAORIFEAE AR PR 2 U R B A 0 - i H 1% > /AR 2021 44 H 7
HE@E T TIRFIES  EESRAMESTRE T IRES ) iR R R A2 R
NE - FEH ERABRVME 2021 F 1 HEKS[ALITEREH -

FRRESESER IR T R%S, ?

O EZEGAREE TRES ) > PUBSIRE SRS
O AlEZ - EHFEIFIMmE

O  AHiEE MREEER

R R ERNEELEEBER SV T EeH "IRES 1 5T 2 A7
(BB BB R » 2B ¢ 2021 4E 3 H 25 HEUErESEEE0E 9]
(AKRIE,AREESR - 558 A 99999)

TR R ERNEELEERBER SV T EeH "IRES 1 5TR4A?
[ o (S B EE B —RE /D]
(A0AFIE,AREESR - S8 A 99999)

FRREREELEXBER SV T EEH TIRES I FTR8A?
[ (B R B LE E—&/D]
(UOARFIE,/AREESR - SR A 99999)

FRREREELEXBIER SV THEAK "IRES 5T 16 A7
[ (B R B LE E—&/D]
(UOARFIE,/1REESR - SR A 99999)

AR TSI RRE RS EN (EEB Kk IREAR 45 :

AT R, - FES T RIES 2 T RS ) 4N WResaEE B E R AR - I
FETH RIZ 2 (R B A 2B R 2 RN - WERBIRR - ARV EZ IR RIS (E
EH T > BEEAZ/VZIERLERN T RES ) BORBN RS - BESGBIEZ] - R aH
ZIRBEABURT: TIRES ) AB Qg R T IR NBUBERE | - 55— 7| > AR ATRE=Z



FREBEABER T IRES ) AR AIEHEREn T IRESABUEE, - HAE TIRES ) AR
BRI - A GEEL " RES ABEH, -

FELEERG(E H VIR - BAERVEEETRY ' RES ) AVEAL A G ol - Wit > &%
ERHEATE B H BRI U 1T — A A 1 H Vs B B e A e & 2 1R
x> BREHAESERET I © Bl —IORrEERER - SIRREGER - WAvE
B PR R A E R YRR A 2 IR T A ]

(&5 RAVEATBHAG - BAPEIN T WM S% > o3 AR S AR EAVEAE R > fih 2021 4
F—HBAERZ HIRBSE MR 2R - 85725 -

b R N U
A H HA : 16/8 15:00 — 23/8 15:00
P A D DV PHRERAARE o I FSERGREE
Bl ESE TR A EETR
R : 7,456
[ ELE% 81%
HhifEaR 2= D 95%B(EAKFE > HOEERE-1%
HIRETT % O D) BURSETER A 2B A EES MR T - SEEE A

M85 2) EBEEHEREAEREERGER 3) ERMEE TR a7
iy DL T RESEIIEE ) (R

[1] BEAEPFIARRZETIILL 5% EE/KFEHE « O5S%EEAKN - BHEME LI FEERE AR E G T AR
100 ¢ > I 95 & Het BB s g & A\DEFEHT - a8 8 b @St
B o e CE Y/ NBOR - A5 [FHE O B o AT DA A — (i NGRS -

RS

Fo— | [RREEAEE MR IEE
H £ 1/9/2120 | 2/9/2121 | 3/9/212) | 4/9/2112 | 5/9/212 | 6/9/2121 | 7/9/212

W2 (EZEWER) 2 1 0 4 1 8 2
KEL 9% 7% 6% 11% 7% 13% 9%
=y 3% 3% 3% 4% 3% 10% 3%
gL 88% 90% 92% 85% 90% 77% 88%
R FEE 15.7 16.6 17.1 15.2 16.6 14.0 15.7

2] ERSHE T _JIERE -
[3] R R — JO e+ BBREEL 20 A% FIREE » S (EE S e R -



[ — © PREFEAEE R PRETER

[T 3242 Group Gathering Prohibition Acceptance Level

100% 1 120
0%
100
% q
5 -
13 : =
T - P oz "
o 2 |, S =mmummorie
= f Cuevest GGP 0ot 100 strict
g o q 8 emmmmoecw
2 Current GGP too saict
B oo . “ s —E R
Ee) k = No restricson 3t all
) a Ol e B N 0N )
o ws g E Infected case(s) (Yid)
¥
< W T
0% s r -y Group Gatbering Proibiticn Index
¢ = ®
0% [
0
109
L] o )
OO O PO OB B OO O OSSO BSOS OO B
B R T  ar X AR R AT AR AR R AR

R 0] (REFLR T R R 4 A 8D
Date of PEGRI (figures in bracket = size of group gathenzg allowed that day)

%
1

ERAE T ORI LR EESRE T YRR SAYBERAT S B R E R - BT
EE KR C R A RN G AT W5 - ARt A - PR s Al ora 1’@/\%"‘&
EANGHRHE - 5T el BE E A SR AR - B E v s EEE 2 E
PR E Y B T R AR A= A A RS 2 AR E W{IAE’J{@%{Ek&E
H{EAHCESE - Ut > B ABUF A RE BT R E A DRI RESGT
HERHIBETT -

Frts
FESRE RS https://www.pori.hk

o FLAESHEAEE AL RIAEFE https://www.pori.hk/penri/ggpi-appendix 1.html

o [EEBIIEE KIEEfSE4EEL44ZE hitps://www.pori.hk/penri/ggpi-appendix2.html



https://www.pori.hk/
https://www.pori.hk/penri/ggpi-appendix1.html
https://www.pori.hk/penri/ggpi-appendix2.html

Tel FEE: (852) 3844 3111
Fax {#E: (852) 3705 3361

Website #@HE: https://www.pori.hk
HONG KONG PUBLIC OPINION PROGRAM  Address: Units 9-11, 6/F, Tower B, Southmark, 11 Yip Hing Street, Wong Chuk Hang
HONG KONG PUBLIC OPINION RESEARCH INSTITUTI f@iﬂ: %Tﬁ‘iﬁ%ﬁj 11 g—ﬁﬁjj@%f% B F;{é 6 @ 9-11 =

R TR r ERREFR S

Press Release on September 7, 2021

POP releases the latest Group Gathering Prohibition Index

Abstract

On 21 April 2020, the Hong Kong Public Opinion Program (POP) under the Hong Kong Public
Opinion Research Institute (HKPORI) piloted the “Post-Epidemic Work Resumption Index (PEWRI,
1218 T45%%)”. On 7 April 2021, POP launched an index called “Group Gathering Prohibition Index

(GGPI, [EE2F58))”, aims to indicate people’s acceptance of the “Group Gathering Ban fEZX<” on

a daily basis, along with their acceptance of various prohibition limits. GGPI stands at 15.7 today, and
88% considered the current ban too strict. Vice Chairman of The Hong Kong Chamber of Education
Centres Yam Wai Ho observed, “The collapse of the anti-epidemic barrier has a great meaning. The
medical profession has found that a large number of people who have been vaccinated can still be
infected and then infect others. The idea that vaccinations can protect others is outdated, it can only
reduce personal symptoms when one is infected. This deviates completely from the original intent
when the vaccine was introduced. The responsibility for vaccination has also shifted significantly from
the perspective of public interest to individual rights and freedom, and the individual’s health is largely
in the hands of the individuals. Therefore, I think the government no longer needs to take too much
responsibility for vaccination, nor put too much pressure on different sectors.”

Background

As the coronavirus epidemic in Hong Kong subsides, people begin to discuss under what conditions
should everyday life go back to normal, starting from one’s work life then non-work life in the personal,
family, community and societal domains.

While it may be the government’s responsibility to decide what policies to take in helping society
recover after the epidemic, POP considers it important to gauge people’s views in this aspect in a timely
manner to facilitate rational deliberations in society based on scientific evidence.

On 21 April 2020, POP piloted the “Post-Epidemic Work Resumption Index (PEWRI, %118 T #5
#)”. After experimenting with a pilot design and collecting data non-stopped, POP has developed

three more indexes with more sophisticated designs. They are grouped under the generic name of
“Post-Epidemic Normality Resumption Indexes (PENRI, &1&18 & 580"

Among the PENRI indexes, there comes an index “Post-Epidemic Gathering Resumption Index”
(PEGRI), developed to show the percentage of people wishing to see an end to the government-
imposed Group Gathering Ban fEZ%<. However, along with the development of the ban, PORI sees
the need to revise its survey questions in order to better interpret the figures and to understand the
public’s view under the current policy framework. Here are the survey questions firstly used in April
2020:



What do you think is the appropriate timing to completely lift the regulation prohibiting gatherings of

more than a specific number of people in public places under the pandemic?
(Please select the closest answer; If there is no suitable answer at all, please select “don’t know / hard to say”.)

Should completely lift the regulation prohibiting gatherings of more than a specific number of people in
public places unconditionally

Number of recovered cases exceeds newly confirmed cases each day

Number of newly confirmed cases each day falls to a single digit

No more newly confirmed local case

No more newly confirmed local or imported case

No more newly confirmed local case in L consecutive days (Please input L in the next page)

No more newly confirmed local and imported case in N consecutive days (Please input N in the next
page)

Don’t know / hard to say

O0000O0 O

O

How many consecutive days (the value of L mentioned before) with no more newly confirmed local case
do you think there should be before it is appropriate to completely lift the regulation prohibiting
gatherings of more than a specific number of people in public places?

How many consecutive days (the value of N mentioned before) with no more newly confirmed local and
imported case do you think there should be before it is appropriate to completely lift the regulation
prohibiting gatherings of more than a specific number of people in public places?

In light of the changing socio-political environment in Hong Kong, HKPORI issued a statement on 1
April 2021 to say that its role as an independent scientific researcher has become more important than
ever, and that it would constantly review and revise its research methodologies in order to stay at the
forefront of local and international research. A few days later, on 7 April 2021, POP launched its
“Group Gathering Prohibition Index (GGPI, [EE*$58)” to indicate people’s acceptance of the

“Group Gathering Ban [RZX<” on a daily basis, along with their acceptance of various prohibition
limits. As a matter of fact, POP has already introduced the following survey questions in January 2021:

Do you think the regulation prohibiting gatherings of more than a specific number of people in public
places should be completely lifted unconditionally in Hong Kong?

(O  Yes, the ban should be lifted unconditionally = Skip questions related to this regulation

(O No, it should depend on the epidemic situation

(O Don’t know / hard to say

How many newly confirmed cases each day should there be before it would be appropriate to prohibit
gatherings of more than 2 people?
[The pandemic should be at its worst; For reference, there are 9 newly confirmed cases on March 25,

2021]
(To opt for “don’t know / hard to say”, please input 99999)

How many newly confirmed cases each day should there be before it would be appropriate to prohibit
gatherings of more than 4 people?

[The number of newly confirmed cases should be fewer than that in the previous question]
(To opt for “don’t know / hard to say”, please input 99999)

How many newly confirmed cases each day should there be before it would be appropriate to prohibit
gatherings of more than 8 people?

[The number of newly confirmed cases should be fewer than that in the previous question]|
(To opt for “don’t know / hard to say”, please input 99999)




How many newly confirmed cases each day should there be before it would be appropriate to prohibit
gatherings of more than 16 people?

[The number of newly confirmed cases should be fewer than that in the previous question]
(To opt for “don’t know / hard to say”, please input 99999)

Please list combinations of [number of cases & number of people allowed in gatherings] that you think
is appropriate in the field below:

As one can see, instead of asking about people’s view on completely lifting the gathering ban, the
newly set survey questions probed in more details to include their acceptable prohibition limit matched
to the number of confirmed COVID cases. After collecting the data, POP would make reference to the
daily confirmed COVID cases and check on how many respondents would find the current gathering
ban policy too lenient, appropriate or too strict. If the acceptable prohibition limits are lower than the
current ban, they are categorized as “too lenient”. On the other hand, if the prohibition limits are higher
than the current ban, they would be grouped as “too strict”. If the prohibition limit matches the current
policy, it would be considered as “appropriate”.

Since the public’s view on the gathering ban has proven not to change rapidly after a few months’ test,
POP has decided to run such benchmarking surveys only once every month or whenever there are
changes in the policy. Daily index figures can be obtained simply by checking on the table of index
values versus the number of confirmed cases as compiled from the latest benchmark survey results.
Whenever a benchmark survey is conducted, a new table will be compiled, and new index values and
acceptance levels can be located.

Starting from this release, we have also added two appendix tables to show contact information of all

benchmark surveys conducted, and the daily figures of GGPI and “group gathering prohibition
acceptance level” since the first day of 2021.

Contact Information of the Latest Benchmark Survey

Survey date :16/8 15:00 — 23/8 15:00

Survey method : Online survey

Target population :  Hong Kong residents aged 12+

Total sample size ;7,456

Response rate o 8.1%

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

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.

[1] 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.



Latest Findings

Table 1: Group Gathering Prohibition Acceptance Level & Group Gathering Prohibition Index

Date 1/9/2120 | 2/9/2112) | 3/9/211% | 4/9/21) | 5/9/212) | 6/9/21% | 7/9/211
Infected case(s) (ytd) 2 1 0 4 1 8 2
Too lenient 9% 7% 6% 11% 7% 13% 9%
Appropriate 3% 3% 3% 4% 3% 10% 3%
Too strict 88% 90% 92% 85% 90% 77% 88%
Group Gathering
Prohibition Index 15.7 16.6 17.1 15.2 16.6 14.0 15.7

[2] Results based on the twelve benchmark survey.
[3] The maximum value is set at 20 persons, according to the simulation of data collected from the latest benchmark
survey. This value will be reviewed after each benchmark survey.

Chart 1: Group Gathering Prohibition Acceptance Level & Group Gathering Prohibition Index
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Commentary

Vice Chairman of The Hong Kong Chamber of Education Centres Yam Wai Ho observed, “The
collapse of the anti-epidemic barrier has a great meaning. The medical profession has found that a
large number of people who have been vaccinated can still be infected and then infect others. The idea
that vaccinations can protect others is outdated, it can only reduce personal symptoms when one is
infected. This deviates completely from the original intent when the vaccine was introduced. The
responsibility for vaccination has also shifted significantly from the perspective of public interest to
individual rights and freedom, and the individual’s health is largely in the hands of the individuals.
Therefore, I think the government no longer needs to take too much responsibility for vaccination, nor
put too much pressure on different sectors.”



Appendices

Please refer to HKPOP website https://www.pori.hk/?lang=en

e Summary table for the contact information of the Benchmark Surveys
https://www.pori.hk/penri/ggpi-appendix 1 .html?lang=en

e Summary table for Group Gathering Prohibition Acceptance Level & Group Gathering Prohibition
Index https://www.pori.hk/penri/ggpi-appendix2.html?lang=en
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