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Press Release on February 8, 2022

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,
=118 TH5%0)”. On 7 April 2021, POP launched an index called “Group Gathering Prohibition Index
(GGPI, [RE+$5%0)”, aims to indicate people’s acceptance of the “Group Gathering Ban [EE£<” on
a daily basis, along with their acceptance of various prohibition limits. GGPI stands at 12.3 today, and
57% considered the current ban too strict. Independent commentator KC Poon observed, “The People’s
Daily published a bylined article, saying that ‘dynamic zero infection’ is a scientific choice for Hong
Kong to fight against the epidemic. In order to do this, we must be determined to do a good job of
‘preventing importation, avoiding epidemic rebound’ to avoid the massive spread of the virus, causing
serious damage to Hong Kong’s livelihood and economic and social development. Even if there are
queues everywhere and jobless these days, we still have to achieve the direction of ‘dynamic zero
infection’, and strictly stop misleading arguments from prevailing and confusing the public, shaking
the confidence of the whole society of Hong Kong in fighting the epidemic and affecting the
effectiveness of the fight against the epidemic.”

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.35
#)”. 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, J&&18H f580)”.

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 [EE%<. 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)

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

O0000O

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, [RZX#5%)” 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 : 17/1 15:00 — 24/1 15:00

Survey method : Online survey

Target population :  Hong Kong residents aged 12+

Total sample size 15,043

Response rate 2 5.7%

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

Weighting method :  Rim-weighted according to 1) gender-age distribution, educational attainment

(highest level attended) distribution and economic activity status distribution
of Hong Kong population from Census and Statistics Department; 2) appraisal
of political condition and political inclination distribution 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 2/2/22° 3/2/22°2 4/2/22 5/2/22°2 6/2/22° 7/2/22P) 8/2/22°
Infected case(s) (ytd) 129 116 142 131 351 342 614
Too lenient 42% 42% 42% 42% 43% 43% 43%
Appropriate <1% 1% <1% <1% <1% <1% <1%
Too strict 57% 57% 57% 57% 57% 57% 57%
Group Gatherin,
Prohibition Indexg[3] 12.3 12.3 12.3 12.3 12.3 12.3 12.3

[2] Results based on the seventeen 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

i 47LE Percentage

100%
90%
80%
70%

60%

ww
ywwwm

W HM

0%

Commentary

GROR \\\Q*\‘*\\\"‘\@
RNARAN '&m‘& \,»\3 '1?’\" A DAO S SRIPA SR

FREERERAZE

>

FERH I (REILST R KPR S A %D
Date of PEGRI (figures in bracket = size of group gathering allowed that day)

N\ s\\\ N PO RN

QR @Q@ QR \bh

SRCRORORG
(\\q,\.e\q RS RO

AN WO

Group Gathering Prohibition Acceptance Level

/{ Group Gathering Prohibition Index

U

PR

800

700

600

500

400

300

200

100

m— TR R

Current GGP not too strict
TR

Current GGP too strict
— R

No restriction at all
—TEL K WER)

Infected case(s) (Ytd)
— R

Group Gathering Prohibition Index

T2 (# 22 (WE 1) Infected case(s) (Ytd)

Independent commentator KC Poon observed, “The People’s Daily published a bylined article, saying
that ‘dynamic zero infection’ is a scientific choice for Hong Kong to fight against the epidemic. In
order to do this, we must be determined to do a good job of ‘preventing importation, avoiding epidemic
rebound’ to avoid the massive spread of the virus, causing serious damage to Hong Kong’s livelihood
and economic and social development. Even if there are queues everywhere and jobless these days, we
still have to achieve the direction of ‘dynamic zero infection’, and strictly stop misleading arguments
from prevailing and confusing the public, shaking the confidence of the whole society of Hong Kong
in fighting the epidemic and affecting the effectiveness of the fight against the epidemic.”



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




