Tel EE3E: (852) 3844 3111
Fax {#EL: (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 INSTITUTE bk SIS 11 SRR ERESS B 6 #£ 0-11 =
TEREMIT < BEREIEE

2021 £ 11 B 15 H &HEAH
R SR R R e

ik 3

ERREVTEE N 2 EEREVZEGETE (FAERY HKPOP) 7t 2020 4 4 H 21 H B@)
TERIE RS SREETE - 2021 FE 4 H 7T H > BAERWEE T T IREREY, - 5EERA
it i RE | RIS | W AR R R Al 2 IR > s 1585 RAVEE /&y 17.6 > U6
A 95%m R ABRIFIRE SRS - Wit OEBEEL © " BIFERES ~ 20T
AATE B E SRR T RREE ) BB - BURPIEBUREGERA SEEB] - Dlsst Ryl
[REITTERIEBIZER - ER/ER - Bt K ANERBIFERET REB LFREN R > 27
Plga 5=l REEG BN - DLRSHESR - 2EAEK - FE L BFTBRIRAEA
HIRE - LR BRI R -

=Bt

b A AR AR IR B IS R - T ECBRMGS s IEZAE TR TR E R A0S - Sfam Akt
SRR TARATERRMG - FEMEIE T R4S » EREEA - RE - (tEMtt & -

B R E BREUTTEBCR DU B L 1O B 1R BIE B AR BURF IR HE RIS R SR T
T RAVER > PR g R e e R -

EAERRPR 2020 £ 4 H 21 H B@) 745 " EERE TR /D EEE - mlE e as
et AR EIE 2 1% - TAERMRE T S/ =S EEENEE > ST EREFER
, (PENRI) -

FERETEERT  F—HE HEREREER, - BERNETRS - FIZEUFECY " RES
FVEEE - 12 - B T IRES ) BURRYERE - BARVEE AL EEETATERERER -
IR AR BERIENR T AR B R N RV TE » DU Rt 2020 4F 4 FBH
IRIFRIE R H

REe R EA A EERE RS T RES, ?

FREBEREEINEE  AIRTRACHEEH - FRE T AAE RE:R )
o  JEfERIFEEEEY T IRES

o  FRFEEEZHIFIEHESEE

o FRHTHETESE F ik 2 i B

o RHHTEAHESEE

o R AH K INKEEZ(EZE

o HEL HIZAEMEAMESEE GEE T —HEHAL)



o HEN MRS A RIMKRIEZHZE GEE N —Him#A N)
o AKIHE AREER

RS RS /D HIGER A EZE EIRTAER LE) T Ea2ERey "RES, ?

TRee R B2 /D H ISR A F S MREES MR (BIRTZR NB) A ESSERSY "TRES, 2

fEEE B GEUGEIERVE(L > BRREVITIRT 2021 £ 4 A 1 H#EREY] > SR RERHITL
BUGIRIR T » B RIEII BRI A i LE LR N2 - e & R Eriead FiEsT H
WHFETTE » DAORRFEAE AR PRI 7 SRS A - 8rH 1% - BABRIR 2021 44 H 7
HEE T TIRBFES > EEBRAMRTRY " RES ) AR2REE KT R A2 HIIRE
ANE - BE ERABRUHE 2021 £ 1 AE&ESALITEREH ¢

AR ERECREEGEERS TRES, ?

o JEZMERIEEY TIRES ) > BuSERESHHE -

o AHEZ > FESHEREIE

o AKIHE REER

Ree R SR EEBER SV T EEH "IRES 1 5TR2A?

R RREEEN  2FEM - 2021 4 3 A 25 HAUFIHREZEERE 9]
(WIRHIE /REER > FA 99999)

TR R SR EESEEBER /D > A HAK TTRES5IN4 A?
[Hr ¥ (E R ELL - —/E /D)
(UOARKIE,TREER - 5% A 99999)

R R SR EESEEEER /D > A HAK TTRES I8 A?
[Hr ¥ (E R ELL - —/E /D)
(UARFIE,TREEER - %A 99999)

RS RERF N EEBER D) T AR T[RES ) 5T 16 A?
[T (B R ELL - —/E/ D)
(UOARFIE,TREEER - %A 99999)

FRCAU TR IRIRR BB (EX K REAR E5 -

AR, - FES T RIE S =S T RES ) S WrReIEsEERE B E R AR - dE
i RIZ e (AR B A 2B R A2 AR - SRR - BRI EIZIRE RIS
EHF > BEERZ/VZERAERR T RES ) BORBN R - BESGBIEZ] - AR A
ZIRBEABIR T IRES ) AB AIEedmER T IRES NBUBRZ | - 55— 7 - MR A2

2



FREBEABE T IRES ) AR Agedshy T IRES A NBUBE -
B - A giEh " IRESC ANBEHE -

FELEPEAE(E A AR > ®AERVEEETRY [ IRES ) (VBRI A G - AL - &
ERAPAE AR H SAE R I T — AR A A H VIS B R R A e A 2 R
x> BREHAVEZEFET AR - E58— IO EERER - SIRREGER > WAviE
B AR S A E R A E S A 2 IR th AR -

W5 RAVEEATBHG - FAFTIEIN T MR > o3RS SR AR EABAE R, - ik 2021 4
F— HbAtaHE AR E BRI R RS - 5 fie% -

HAEE "IRES ) N

B R ERAE R
JHET H HA 18/10 15:00 — 25/10 15:00
WA DI ERREfl B A Ak & - Wi L SepkaR
FIRESES TR EAE TR
R 5,974
[BfELE 6.6%
g 95%E (=K » F4TEEERE-1%
HORE 532 708 1) BUSSsTEIRIE A &8 AN EE M MR st 8T - SEHEG A

C#y 2) BEERERER I EREERER  3) ENEE PR &R
iy > DL T A EIIEE ) (PR -

(1] AR ETII O5S%EEKEEE - SSUEE/KF - BiaE A FESEE A B B TAR AT
100 % - HIf 95 & AR EREGE & AN EEERY - HRsEBE ahtieE - s IRE It
B o MR R Y/ NEECES - A2 [FIRP 8y > IR DS P — (il Nk -

BT RGE

S [REESEE RARTE

% PR SIEE KRB
HEA 911217 | 1011217 | 11/11212 | 12/11212 | 13/11212 | 1411212 | 15/11/217

WEEZWEH) 0 1 5 3 1 2 1
K5z 1% 2% 10% 3% 2% 3% 2%
=y 1% 3% 10% 8% 3% 6% 3%
KEL 97% 95% 80% 89% 95% 91% 95%
FREX F5 85l 18.0 17.6 14.6 16.2 17.6 16.5 17.6

[2] $ERSIEETTUREAERA -
(3] BERRYTHEAT —KELEFHE

EEEER T 20 AR EIREE - EEREGEFREERERFER XK -



[ — © PREERE AR R SRR #

[REX$2ZF2E Group Gathering Prohibition Acceptance Level

0 120

90%

100
80% g
1515 ¥
§ 2
70% Al .S = e "
’ o E TR ST A
® =} T Current GGP not too strict
g 60% g 8 T SRR
§ %‘J '§ Current GGP too strict
& s0% offo £ — TR
ey % 8 = No restriction at all
&, . —G O E)
ko 40% o = Infected case(s) (Ytd)
%% — e
30% s § Group Gathering Prohibition Index
#

PR

20%

10%

0%

(OO

NS R NN N NN
T4 H A RS T Ry AR S A0

Date of PEGRI (figures in bracket = size of group gathering allowed that day)

QL O, B & S B S S, ), B, E, S 3 S S, B0 S SR E @@ RS S
O m\\sﬁ,\@@\b a&\b@\b@\’\ 'LQ(\ RIS PRI %\\Q\ g\e@\\e,\\\\

syiava
BT BB T BURFRIRER S « RO - BRI TR
BN - BORFDIEBOR RGN S0 > UASH REIR TR EIER > SAER -
B o A A REABOFIET BHE b Bt e Bl /) AR 2 S T IR ST » A
O HERRCR  BIFREE - BE L HEEEIRAC R A - BEEtE A R -
fig

SR ERRHAE, https:/www.pori.hk

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

o [REXBFZEE B IR f5HsE 548 https://www.pori.hk/penri/ggpi-appendix2.html




Tel EEEE: (852) 3844 3111
Fax fEE: (852) 3705 3361

Website 4ghE: https://www.pori.hk
HONG KONG PUBLIC OPINION PROGRAM Address: Units 9-11, 6/F, Tower B, Southmark, 11 Ylp Hll’lg Street, WOIlg Chuk Hang

HONG KONG PUBLIC OPINION RESEARCH INSTITUTE bl EATHUEEE 11 SEREEREEE B JE 6 £ 9-11 =
FRREV 2 &SEREEE

Press Release on November 15, 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,
Y118 T45%%)”. On 7 April 2021, POP launched an index called “Group Gathering Prohibition Index

(GGPI, [EE2$5%))”, aims to indicate people’s acceptance of the “Group Gathering Ban fEZ¥<” on

a daily basis, along with their acceptance of various prohibition limits. GGPI stands at 17.6 today, and
95% considered the current ban too strict. Independent commentator KC Poon observed, “The
government has recently announced the introduction of ‘vaccination passports’ through the experts,
following the restriction on gathering and LeaveHomeSafe. The government’s epidemic prevention
policy is strict and disproportionate, and it is very disturbing to the public as it restricts people’s space
for activities. In this regard, I suggest that the government should first consider the actual situation of
the public, rather than forcing the public to cooperate with the government in a coercive manner, as
this would lead to counter-productive effects that would outweigh the losses. As a matter of fact, zero-
infection policy is no longer possible, and the only way out is to live with the virus.”

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, {18 T 5
#0)”. 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, & {&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 EZ¥<. 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”.)

o 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)

o O O O O O

No more newly confirmed local and imported case in N consecutive days (Please input N in the next
page)
o Don’t know / hard to say

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, [EEX#§%{)” to indicate people’s acceptance of the
“Group Gathering Ban [RZ¥<” 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 : 18/10 15:00 — 25/10 15:00

Survey method : Online survey

Target population :  Hong Kong residents aged 12+

Total sample size ;5,974

Response rate : 6.6%

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 911212 | 10/11212 | 11711212 | 12/11212 | 13/11212 | 14/1121% | 15/11/212
Infected case(s) (ytd) 0 1 5 3 1 2 1
Too lenient 1% 2% 10% 3% 2% 3% 2%
Appropriate 1% 3% 10% 8% 3% 6% 3%
Too strict 97% 95% 80% 89% 95% 91% 95%
Group Gathering
Prohibition Index’™ 18.0 17.6 14.6 16.2 17.6 16.5 17.6

[2] Results based on the fourteen 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

Independent commentator KC Poon observed, “The government has recently announced the
introduction of ‘vaccination passports’ through the experts, following the restriction on gathering and
LeaveHomeSafe. The government’s epidemic prevention policy is strict and disproportionate, and it is
very disturbing to the public as it restricts people’s space for activities. In this regard, I suggest that the
government should first consider the actual situation of the public, rather than forcing the public to
cooperate with the government in a coercive manner, as this would lead to counter-productive effects
that would outweigh the losses. As a matter of fact, zero-infection policy is no longer possible, and the
only way out is to live with the virus.”



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 | .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




