Tel EEzE: (852) 3844 3111
Fax f#E: (852) 3705 3361
Website #HE: 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 Ry i
= % B B B % B Mkl ETHUCEELE 11 SREERES B 6 1 9-11 =

2024 £ 10 H 17 H HFHEIA®H

B R R BO B & B A E4ER
TEBER S EEREE R R

R Rl E A

EREREVZEA (FEET) B IR 2024 KB & B 2 F e 8us L& F R
H o RS T B EERBEREWERRE - Ercs st - FrE - R REciik
5 REEUE ~ &K - RARDHTEHE - HEEEHEIRE - 5550 RUTRE RS L =104
ERRENEERIESE > o8 RS RERITEER SIS ~ JLA SRR S &\ A #RH
ER A Be O EAY B R R E - BRRNTE B Z-HEERE > R(REHES100 - BElE R4
H 150 -

AN CiGL S

B e B A A BN - PR AR S N AR E R > 27T%F NS B RS > 40%
A RETHE R A 13 [ E 3L - BLO 2 100 7351 - 50 Ry 42.4 0y - BIBEBURTHRES X
B S R HEIS R R 2 - FIRER B 2508 = RN R — (o fBGR &

FENFEFRBRE > EEHRET R 504 77 SCRPRE 48% - RBIREy 27% » REIHE R IE 21
{16 5 o8k - EESERMLBCAR & s Ry L7 -

TBCE s RN S A AR T i R AYRING SUIE - 12 PRI A 1 Ee -
BAER (MBS AR E RS )

TR AR e R @R S1% - MHETHE » Soa5 R OITErRSE - bk TH
PRIV ISR TSRS EEAS L > BT ARSI 7 U E X EEEERTER - BEE T K2 B4 138
& o PN T EGE T BABRVITE R ) A2 A REER BT R
o DR RARARE ) (RIBEMREEAHEE) HIBIhEA -

AHANE H N EBEE - B BTSSR - JHEEDIEE T 626 R EER - BT
fii 126 {EPETR AR EIGEHA ~ 133 (EEst¥ahiz A - 90 (ElEtalik Eah G B ERA
Ko 277 (e R ERHAE LA EREAR - [FAGBIR T A7 IR NCIERR - BEtEEEE B A B B a HLE]
EAPUERILRFE - DU ARV EE B I ia 2, > DIREREEE VAR -

£ OS%E(E/KF T - HERYH ST EEsE N -5% » (FHERRE A HE-8% » gFor itz s
+/-3.2 o BEELEFEE Y BB HEEL AR Ry 58.8% -

W




B
o M
Moo=

ElESES
Rk A EY

EAEELL
iR 2

JIlit;: apes

16/10/2024

(la) [FEEHIEEEGE RS

(1b) [EEt&hiE FIERE

(2) et REE RN 2 LR E

(3) EEEGS ' HERVIEREE ) b T EETRARMR ) 28 LR

18 pREkLL EERE R ER

626 (EFE 126 (EFEHEMEEEAEREA « 133 (ERE b FAREA - 90 (EREM R
FEEE S AN A E IR A R 277 (3 AR A R AR

58.8% (FEELHIHHENT)

FE OSUNEEAE T » HTELERZEAEIE-5% - FHERE N EEY-8% » 5¥o7r
R N AR -3.2

B e B AR SR T EE SRR AL, T SRS E A ) (EHERE -
MRS ELE © i R - BERE (ReEEE) MO EES 7
MRS HBUFSta R te it » DUR RI(ERIEZRAIEREE > EEFIRERy 1:1 - dEEET
B AR st PR A BU G AU FIBU IR R HE

A& o FRREATAE T EEEZR DA T SO S E AL ) BRI ER R - MHRAEH
s R MR BERE (REEEEE) REEEES 7 AR
FBUFStEtrate ft - BUBHURAIBUAREHE - FHEIRC T R —(EP BRI
DU AR ZREIELE - LEFIRE R 1:1:1:1

IVEipit: v NS (S VIR ST R fe= SSIKCi el -&ea o P s
ANET) (2023 1) > MIAEEE (REIEELEE) REEEES T
FRIKRE (BFHELMERBNE - EEGEHRT) (2023 54 -

(1] B RaaErISEeE A Bl - ER1RE E AATRE R KA - AR A 25 TRV REARE -

2] A FTARREE T OSNEE/KTEE - OSNEE/KY - BIaE AR EEEE A BT AR E
100 % - HIf 95 & AR EREGE & AN EEEY - iRsEBeE b= - s IRE It
By o e R (E Y NECRE (RS [FIRF By > IR DA I —{lE NSRS

B R BIR SEE

PUN 2T R A E B R &5 A S AR S RO 2 AR R « P

BB S HIRFE

o~ 2 4 Y
HEAM BABET oo | g | R | WEIRE| PHRED fepss
16/10/24 423 27+/-5% | 21+/-4% 40+/-5% | -13+/-8% | 2.7+/-0.1 | 42.4+/-3.2
25/10/23 551 34% 17% 40%!" -6% 2.8 44417
19/10/22 590 34%!"] 19%!7 31%!" 3%l 3.0t 51.117
6/10/21 621 25%!" 13%!" 50%!" -25%!" 2.4 34217
25/11/20 512 19% 9% 64% -46% 2.0 27.2
16/10/19 679 17%7 8%!"! 65%!"] -47%!" 2.0t 29,71
10/10/18 534 33%!"] 24% 34%!"] -1%!" 2.9 48.57
11/10/17 526 48%!" 28%!"! 14%!" 349%!" 3.5M7 62.47)
18/1/17 512 349" 22% 29%!7 5%!"] 3.0t 52.317
13/1/16 522 19%!" 23% 39% -20%!" 2.5t 4117




B ST
WEA EAmEY T \ T - e
SEES | ok | oRmEY | Esond | panEe | Eﬁﬁ:‘
51
14/1/15 503 30%!"] 24%7 35% 2597 2.8 49 57
15/1/14 611 36% 30%!"! 319! 5% 3.0 54,1
16/1/13 759 36%!] 35% 24%7 11%!7 3.1 56.417
12/10/11 816 47%!7 32% 18% 28%!7 3.3 59.1
13/10/10 747 41%7 339,[7] 19%!" 2297 3.2 58.917]
14/10/09 462 30% 37% 28% 2% 3.0 53.5
15/10/08 515 319! 35%!7] 26%!7 4% 3.0 53,87
10/10/07 602 52047 2997 10%!" 42%!7 3.5 65.217
11/10/06 445 30%!"! 37% 2297 8% 3.0 55.807]
12/10/05 377 48%!7 33% 99,71 399, 3.5 66.41"
12/1/05 391 38%!7] 30% 20%!7 18%!" 3.2 56.3!7]
7/1/04 381 25% 26% 3307 -8% 2.8 493
8/1/03! 377 2297 29% 27% -5% 2.8 51.6!"
10/10/01 433 29% 33% 28% 1% 3.0 56.7
11/10/00 262 25%!7 28% 31% -6%!"] 2.9 55.2
6/10/99 236 319! 30% 25%!7 6% 3.0 57.3
7/10/98 508 229%7 35%!7] 35%!7] -14% 2.8 —=
8/10/97 534 45% 30%!"! 14%!7 31% 3.4 --

(3]
[4]

(5]

[6]
(7]

EASRI RS e R S RBP4 A IEEIE - 550 L3RBT FtE -

CERARRE A REREER S NS SEEEIIZaE - TAERIE 2020 4 3 H AisiIoE A8 H F i
7 0 2020 4F 3 HEAAGRI ARG o -

HFREAEER - WIREBNEEHFRIEREE > DL Rl s e Ebi s 1223454 Bk
HUEASIEIE -

2003 FHEEER S AVER R ESRE 57 2 KIETT » ARFIIBE REFEISETET - DIEERLES A -
TEMTGRENE A IETE  BRZERE 95%EE/KFE NRIARKIL - i SLEFE T2 LTS » IR
EEARELERAEEHRNER - MARIRE AT TREEEHAELER -

WERA AR R SN EHIZEER > 2T% 2B RN MBS » 40% i » i #E R

=

13 {5538 - SPEER 2.7 7 > BIREG B T —5F ) A0 T8R0T - BLO 2 100

grat o W Ry 424 5 o BUREURT RES THEER S HRFESE R F2E - FRERE PR
= AN R R By — (R -

LUNE 1997 25 - FEER B ESRMBCR SR AR REE(E

ERERY
TEEGHRSSEF HET | 8/10/97 | 7/10/98 | 6/10/99 | 11/10/00 | 10/10/01 | 8/1/03 | 7/1/04 | 12/1/05
B S TR 65.8 55.8 54.0 482 484 46.6 429 472
e eay 66.1 56.1 543 50.7 50.6 473 44.6 484
iy o +0.3 +0.3 +0.3 +2.5C° 1 4220 L +0.7 | +1.7° +1.2




UREERE

B 5 2 2 H HH 12/10/05 | 11/10/06 | 10/10/07 | 15/10/08 | 14/10/09 | 13/10/10 | 12/10/11
MBS R 68.0 62.9 65.8 527 552 55.4 484
B[RS SE 2 4 67.4 59.8 64.4 53.9 542 56.2 50.6
iy o -0.6 N L . +1.2 -1.0 +0.8 +2.20°
B 5 i S R #E 68% 48% 48% 5% 7% -1% -45%
e e SRS ] 65% 36% 48% 10% 8% 0% -41%
SRR E B 3% | -12%" - +5% +1% +1% +4%
PiIRERY
B 5 7 H HH 16/1/13 | 15/1/14 | 14/1/15 | 13/1/16 | 18/1/17
B S TR 48.9 45.6 40.6 37.5 413
e 522 489 44.8 37.0 41.7
iy o +3.3° 1 +3.30 | +4.20% -0.5 +0.4
B 5 i S R #E 20% -31% -39% -44% -44%
BB A& L R #E -11% -24% -35% -54% -57%
SRR E B +9%” | +79%" | +4% | -10%" | -13%"
M P R ERE
B 2 2 H HA 11/10/17 | 10/10/18 | 16/10/19 | 25/11/20 | 6/10/21
B S TR 59.6 523 23 30.8 33.9
e 61.1 47.6 227 26.8 30.5
iy o +1.5 4.7 +0.3 417 | 3.47
B 5 i S R #E 10% 4% -65% -48% -46%
e e SRS ] 23% -10% -64% -57% -48%
SRR E B +13%"7 | -14%" | +1% | -9%" -2%
FERERE
B 2 2 H HH 19/10/22 25/10/23 16/10/24
B S TR 53.5 52.6 50.7+/-2.4
B[RS SE 2 4 52.0 49.7 50.4+/-2.6
iy o -1.5 -2.9 -0.2
B 5 i S R #E 13% 24% 16+/-7%
BB S 2 S R HE 9% 20% 21+/-7%
SRR E B 4% -4% +6%

[8] B HIRF R E 2004 SERRIAHERTECRPRIE - IR AERERBER S HEZS -
[9] MRS IERERVE T E iR ARERE OS%EE/KF NRERIL - A8 BLESETE ERaria > A
FRIAMELECHEERREGESR - MARDIIETEIRTRE SRR FESER -




UM SR E R B SR BCR SRR REES

84 H A 2-12/1/241% 4-7/3/24119:6-13/5/2411%12-10/7/241%: 2-4/9/241" ¢ 16/10/24 | 282 /E
BEA#H 669 667 676 671 673 626 -
[C fEEE A 50.4% 43.3% 41.0% 48.9% 45.8% 58.8% -
RER gm | owm | omm | @R osm | SHE
FFERET 52.1 47.411 48.9 50.5 50.7  |50.4+/-2.6| -0.2
FrESoies 54%!11 49% 53% 55% 51% | 48+/-4% i -3%
FrE R 33%!"! 34% 33% 34% 35% | 27+/-4% | -8%"
SCRPRIRE 21%!M 15% 20% 21% 16% | 21+-7% | +6%

[10] BIHE At RS > A EinET R LA -
[N RBERIGHENE TS OFRETE > ARZERE OS%EE/KY MRER/RKIL - A1 > BbEgtE Dpari s - f
FRIAMELESHEERREGESR - AR AR TR SR A FESER -

BIRSREEUR > B R EAEEr Fy 50.4 43 HSZFEREy 48% » FC¥PRE 27% » REF
ERIE 21 (EE %L - EhseRIt B SR B BT -

A5 €= A S i}

EAERDTE 10 A 10 £ 14 H A ESE ER U FREEE " SRR B, EHR R
RS > EalEET 2B R R B S E e B AR S & - UK S e B A B
o B 1,300 4 18 pREbl L2 5 E A MR -

FeAMIRF P 2 R RE R 2577538 T PyCantonese | #£{T 775 (word segmentation) » i FRE FEER
KRB R — K5 ~ FERERFE S S T o fvf% » FAPIERAHE 2P o0 Al BE Y 50 {6
RIRIEEEA TR i R A5 > BUERCCFEE (word cloud) -

LUT R BREE Ry BB & B BR Y IR AT R

SHEH
economic
Economy R
. . 2019 B
sty s 5 §=) e A M g e
— B
o B rEiE i
2R B .
anfa]
Z1t e

BE
= i~
wE B = A e



PUR By B0 Ry BBURT B S A e S A I8 R 7 AT 2R

EEmE

BUAIE N

—EmH

2y 231

'~'~.
,j rﬁﬁ.ﬁ( 125 JE8E e
)= [& /%% ﬁ%ﬁ

BEAE - BAPIIRLAA T RE Z & Perplexity Al BRaU R RIHVEZE « BefPIiRe Aoy H #y[=fE
BCE RS > WAERERF A LA E T 204 o Perplexity AL DS [m][E% - T2 HS DeepL i

s HIOEE RN TS > DEEESS - (BSR4
LUNZH Al frae i RIR R E R ERARATE () DeepL EilsEasfzfit) -

T R A E R R RARATT &

EEZER

B Z B SERRAEBUR > SR E BRI -
BRI BRI R8O S RS A AR -
AR ASE R 358 RIBUHE -

(E=3=ti)- Pl

SEIIAIMEBHLE - (BEFERSES -
BRSNS - i EREE Bk -
R Ry RS N A ] B

OERRRE SR

RASE S LE R IR E - FrRlEH BBV EREEA -
K R L R (R B BN S PR i R ]

EIEBUFSHERSE - R0 OB (R R 2

BUBHE R S5 E H
FERBE TR -
o BERFTABUAIL - ARSI -

e o o !\) e o o .)—K

e o o .U)

o




R N E R AR R AR T 5

o &g — (N R AT DU B bR R RAVERE -

E{eAd

s NIEER - ffRERA H L -
FoIRRAE TR (AR - W SR IR R B IR EE -
HIE RMPCR - M EiR b gHIFRK -

AT KBNS R

BEEAHEEE - D A RIGIER -
IR BHIEEP SR > I [FMNEA LB -
B EEHAMES - B ARG o

e o o gJI

e o o .Q‘\

B~ ALER BAGHEE% - DIT 2 HRWE LT REEHERAE R%E (1 DeepL #5Ez12

)

HREZEMEERE REER

HBUFHIEE

ST 2R AT IR RS RA RTERVRE TR =(E .0
A fEEERBUF TEI A BV EMME R -

o BAE BURRETEI R E AL A A M PHIFR K -

MHE IR EILEUGH R LUK EE -
HIRBUN T H &S REU G B A B E IR R & -

EERE

MHE ZHIE RS R IR E B -

(1] e e A R AR A TR AR AL 2 o BB RE JTHY B R
TSRS N A SR SR A (R A2 B -

[ S TR BB R & 2 A M BN E R SR 2 2
(] 2 AT R R B 5 AR B R AV BUBCR

HEEAIRISHR 2

AP E RSP ENE L ERRIRBHIR R L - RS st 5985 -
[l S\ A LA AR B A Ay A I IR o Rl -

(] e 5 e ISR U AR FE Y SR (L 5T B)

o] SRt st EIN I EE 4R a2 B S Y EE A

AN e R A R A Y R R R BRSNS -

REHH

—EEH| A A 2 H 2 PR HIFORR L -

AEEETR - AREEERNFHZEZEMETHIES -

Zilia HER A — R HVBUGIREE - SRRV o] AEE] -
SZENE RIS N R E HAVERN: - NSRS LRV -

ZEE SR LBUN R R A ERBUE/ S8 A HHIRERE -

REBRERASE
R ZHEZOR Ry B BRI E A RIE S a4 -
o HEEEIEEEIRHERE - IR BB S -

e o e o o ?) e o o e o !\) e o o o o -

e o o o o :lk

o




HREZEMEERE REER

ZRHEFONE L E T B RS & S HA S Y A
AENEEEE T VER I R -
[ 5 SR e A 00 B T ES 2 B TR AR BRAN 5 1)

2024 ££ 10 B E&MEETES (BE)

= 10 22 1 (E2#2) S As8es £« RIFEEZIEAEREL T
= 10 A 31 H (2 M rE=FRprEEMeE - RS REE R oo - T RIEEH

= 6.45 FTHE



Tel EEzE: (852) 3844 3111
Fax {#E: (852) 3705 3361
Website 4ghk: 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 N - 5
Honb: SPTIEEET 11 SERTERSS B B 6 £ 9-11 =
= 2 E B W X F Ey P icikea) GAEaN 55 B JFE 6 18

Press Release on October 17, 2024

HKPORI releases findings of Policy Address instant survey
along with analysis of qualitative data from online survey
on Policy Address expectations

Special Announcement

Hong Kong Public Opinion Research Institute (HKPORI) will upload tomorrow the raw data of its
Policy Address instant survey for public consumption, which include 7 question-based datasets on
people’s appraisal of the Policy Address, CE rating, CE hypothetical voting and their evaluation of
current political, economic and livelihood conditions. HKPORI will also upload 3 qualitative
datasets of open-ended answers on Policy Address expectations, mega event economy, and people’s
most concerned problems. HKPORI members can enjoy a 50% discount, and $100 is the minimum
price. Please visit our website.

Abstract

Our instant survey shows that after excluding those respondents who said they did not have any
knowledge of the Policy Address, 27% said they were satisfied with it, 40% were dissatisfied, giving
a net satisfaction rate of negative 13 percentage points. On a scale of 0-100, the average rating is 42.4
marks. The results show that people’s appraisal of this Policy Address is somewhat worse than that of
last year, also the worst one in CE John Lee’s three-year term.

As for the popularity of John Lee, his latest rating is 50.4 marks. Meanwhile, his approval rate stands
at 48% and disapproval stands at 27%, giving a net approval rate of positive 21 percentage points,
which has slightly increased compared to his popularity before the Policy Address was delivered.

The instant survey describes people’s instant reaction toward the Policy Address. Their reactions
later remain to be seen.

Contact Information (Policy Address Instant Survey)

After Chief Executive John Lee delivered the Policy Address yesterday, HKPORI conducted an
instant survey and released part of the findings last night. In addition to the random sample of
landline and mobile numbers, we have also sent SMS by random sampling to invite people to
complete our online survey. Besides, we invited members of our “HKPOP Panel” to participate in the
online survey, while only those from our “Hong Kong People Representative Panel” (i.e., a panel
comprising randomly recruited samples) within the panel were included in our data analysis.

Our survey began at around 1:30 pm and continued until around 9 pm yesterday. We have
successfully interviewed 626 Hong Kong residents, including 126 random landline samples, 133
random mobile samples, 90 random SMS online survey samples and 277 panel online survey
samples. The raw data have been weighted according to population statistics, both political
inclination and appraisal of political condition based on random telephone survey samples, as well as
the proportions of different sampling frames to ensure data representativeness.
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The maximum sampling error of percentages is +/-5%, that of net values is +/-8% and that of ratings
is +/-3.2 at 95% confidence level. The effective response rate of the telephone surveys is 58.8%.

Date of survey : 16/10/2024

Survey method : (la) Random landline telephone survey
(1b) Random mobile telephone survey
(2) Online survey by random SMS invitation
(3) Online survey with email invitation targeting “Hong Kong People
Representative Panel” within “HKPOP Panel”

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

Sample size!"! : 626 (including 126 random landline samples, 133 random mobile samples,
90 random SMS online survey samples and 277 panel online survey
samples)

Effective response rate : 58.8% (for telephone survey)

Sampling error'” : Sampling error of percentages not more than +/-5%, that of net values not

more than +/-8% and that of ratings not more than +/-3.2 at 95% conf. level

Weighting method : First, the random landline and mobile telephone samples are rim-weighted
according to the gender, age, educational attainment (highest level attended)
and economic activity status population statistics, as provided by the Census
and Statistics Department; and the relative weights of the two sampling
frames was set as 1:1. The political inclination and appraisal of political
condition distributions of the random telephone samples are derived from the
resulting dataset.

Then, samples from all four sampling frames are rim-weighted afresh
according to the gender, age, educational attainment (highest level attended)
and economic activity status population statistics, as provided by the Census
and Statistics Department as well as political inclination and appraisal of
political condition distribution derived from the first step; and the relative
weights of the four sampling frames was set as 1:1:1:1.

The gender-age distribution of the Hong Kong population came from
“Mid-year population by Sex and Age group” (2023 mid-year), while the
educational attainment (highest level attended) distribution and economic
activity status distribution came from “Women and Men in Hong Kong - Key
Statistics (2023 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.

Policy Address Instant Survey

People’s satisfaction figures with this year’s Policy Address are summarized below together with the
previous findings:[!

Date of Sample Appraisal of Policy Address

Satisfaction Half-half Dissatisfaction Net Mean Rating of
ratel” rate®)  isatisfactionrate] value®™  {Policy Address

16/10/24 423 27+/-5%T | 21+/-4% 40+/-5% -13+/-8% 2.7+/-0.1 | 42.4+/-3.2
10
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Date of Sample . . AI.)pra.isal (?f Policy Address ‘
survey izt U Hatthalt PV o valuel) | poliey Addres
25/10/23 551 34% 17% 40%!" -6% 2.8 4447
19/10/22 590 34%!7] 19%!7 31%!" 3%!] 3.0 51.171
6/10/21 621 25%!7 13%!7 50%!"] -25%!"] 2.4 34217
25/11/20 512 19% 9% 64% -46% 2.0 27.2
16/10/19 679 17%!7 8%!! 65%!" -47%!" 2.0 29,771
10/10/18 534 33%!7 24% 34%!7 -1%" 2.917] 48.5"
11/10/17 526 48%!7 28%!7 14%!7 34%!7 3.5 62.417
18/1/17 512 34%!"] 22% 29%!7 5%!71 3.0 52.311
13/1/16 522 19%!7 23% 39% -20%!"! 2,517 4117
14/1/15 503 30%!" 24%!7 35% -5%!"] 2.8 49517
15/1/14 611 36% 30%!" 31%!7 5% 3.0 5417
16/1/13 759 36%!" 35% 24%!7 1% 3.1 56.41"1
12/10/11 816 47%!" 32% 18% 28%!7 33 59.1
13/10/10 747 41%!" 33%!7] 19%!7 22%!7 32 58.9171
14/10/09 462 30% 37% 28% 2% 3.0 53.5
15/10/08 515 31%!" 35%!"] 26%!" 4% 3.0 53.817
10/10/07 602 52%!7 29%!7 10%!7 42%!7 3.5 65.21"
11/10/06 445 30%!" 37% 22%!7 8%!] 3.0 55.8171
12/10/05 377 48%!7 33% 9%!] 39%!7 3.5 66.4171
12/1/05 391 38%!" 30% 20%!" 18%!7 32 56.317)
7/1/04 381 25% 26% 33%!7 -8% 2.8 49.3
8/1/031¢ 377 22%!7 29% 27% -5% 2.8 51.6"
10/10/01 433 29% 33% 28% 1% 3.0 56.7
11/10/00 262 25%!7 28% 31% -6%!"! 2.9 55.2
6/10/99 236 31%!7 30% 25%!7 6%!"! 3.0 57.3
7/10/98 508 22%!7 35%!"] 35%!7 -14%!" 2.8 -
8/10/97 534 45% 30%!" 14%!7 31% 3.4 -

(3]
(4]

(5]

(6]
(7]

There were errors in the preliminary results of the Policy Address instant poll released last night, they have now
been corrected. Please use the figures reported in the table above.

Respondents who did not answer this question because they had not heard of / did not have any knowledge of the
Policy Address have been excluded. Before March 2020, weighted count was used to report subsample size. Starting
from March 2020, raw count was used instead.

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 2003 Policy Address instant survey was conducted for two days. Only figures registered in the first day of
fieldwork are listed in this table for direct comparison and analysis.

Based on figures from two surveys, the change is statistically significant prima facie at 95% confidence level.
However, statistically significant changes may not be useful or meaningful, and different weighting methods can
produce different results.

After excluding those respondents who said they did not have any knowledge of the Policy Address,
27% of the respondents said they were satisfied with it, and 40% were dissatisfied, giving a net
satisfaction rate of negative 13 percentage points. The mean score is 2.7, meaning in between
“half-half” and “somewhat dissatisfied” in general. On a scale of 0-100, the average rating is 42.4
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marks. The results show that people’s appraisal of this Policy Address is somewhat worse than that in
last year, also the worst one in CE John Lee’s three-year term.

Figures on various Chief Executives’ popularity before and after the Policy Address Speech since
1997 are summarized as follows:

Popularity of Tung Chee-hwa

Date of PA Speech 8/10/97 | 7/10/98 | 6/10/99 | 11/10/00 { 10/10/01 { 8&/1/03 7/1/04 | 12/1/05
Rating before the PA |  65.8 55.8 54.0 48.2 48.4 46.6 429 472
Rating at instant survey 66.1 56.1 543 50.7 50.6 473 44.6 48.4
Change in rating +0.3 +0.3 +0.3 +2.50 | +2.20 +0.7 +1.7° | +1.2
Popularity of Donald Tsang
Date of Policy Address Speech | 12/10/05 { 11/10/06 | 10/10/07 | 15/10/08 { 14/10/09 { 13/10/10 |{12/10/11
Rating before the PA 68.0 62.9 65.8 52.7 552 554 48.4
Rating at instant survey 67.4 59.8 64.4 539 54.2 56.2 50.6
Change in rating -0.6 -3.1% -1.4"” +1.2 -1.0 +0.8 | +2.20
Net approval rate before the PA 68% 48% 48% 5% 7% -1% -45%
Net approval rate at instant survey 65% 36% 48% 10% 8% 0% -41%
Change in net approval rate!®! -3% -12%"” - +5% +1% +1% +4%
Popularity of CY Leung
Date of Policy Address Speech 16/1/13 | 15/1/14 | 14/1/15 | 13/1/16 | 18/1/17
Rating before the PA 48.9 45.6 40.6 37.5 413
Rating at instant survey 522 489 44.8 37.0 41.7
Change in rating +3.30 1 43300 +4.20 -0.5 +0.4
Net approval rate before the PA -20% -31% -39% -44% -44%
Net approval rate at instant survey -11% -24% -35% -54% -57%
Change in net approval rate!®! +9%° | +7%" +4% -10%"” | -13%"
Popularity of Carrie Lam
Date of Policy Address Speech 11/10/17 | 10/10/18 | 16/10/19 | 25/11/20 | 6/10/21
Rating before the PA 59.6 523 223 30.8 33.9
Rating at instant survey 61.1 47.6 22.7 26.8 30.5
Change in rating +1.5 -4.7% +0.3 417 | 347
Net approval rate before the PA 10% 4% -65% -48% -46%
Net approval rate at instant survey 23% -10% -64% -57% -48%
Change in net approval rate!®! +13%° | -14%” | +1% -9%" -2%
Popularity of John Lee
Date of Policy Address Speech 19/10/22 25/10/23 16/10/24
Rating before the PA 535 52.6 50.7+/-2.4
Rating at instant survey 52.0 49.7 50.4+/-2.6
Change in rating -1.5 -2.9 -0.2
Net approval rate before the PA 13% 24% 16+/-7%
Net approval rate at instant survey 9% 20% 21+/-7%
Change in net approval rate!® -4% -4% +6%

[8] Instant surveys on Policy Address included CE’s approval rate since 2004, so it is not listed under Tung’s series.
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[9] Based on figures from two surveys, the change is statistically significant prima facie at 95% confidence level.
However, statistically significant changes may not be useful or meaningful, and different weighting methods can
produce different results.

Recent figures on John Lee’s popularity before and after the Policy Address speech are as follows:

Date of survey 2-12/1/24"% 4-7/3/241%V16-13/5/241"%2-10/7/241°; 2-4/9/241": 16/10/24 Latest
change
Sample size 669 667 676 671 673 626 -~
Response rate 50.4% 43.3% 41.0% 48.9% 45.8% 58.8% -
Latest findings Finding | Finding | Finding | Finding | Finding F"Z:Zf &
Rating of CE 52.1 47 4M 48.9 50.5 50.7 50.4+/-2.6: -0.2
Vote of confidence in CE | 54%!" 49% 53% 55% 51% 48+/-4% | -3%
Vote of no confidence in CE | 33%!"" 34% 33% 34% 35% 27+/-4% | -8%"
Net approval rate 21%!Y 15% 20% 21% 16% 21+/-7% | +6%

[10] Various figures are based only on samples from the telephone surveys but not those from the SMS online survey.

[11] Based on figures from two surveys, the change is statistically significant prima facie at 95% confidence level.
However, statistically significant changes may not be useful or meaningful, and different weighting methods can
produce different results.

The instant survey shows that CE John Lee’s latest support rating is 50.4 marks. Meanwhile, his
approval rate stands at 48% and disapproval stands at 27%, giving a net approval rate of positive 21
percentage points, which has slightly increased compared to that before the Policy Address was
delivered.

Analysis of Qualitative Data on Policy Address Expectations

HKPORI interviewed “POP Panel” members about their expectations of the 2024 Policy Address
from October 10 to 14 via two online open-ended questions. The questions attempt to find out what
issues people think the Policy Address should focus on the most, and how the government should
address them. A total of 1,300 respondents aged 18 or above answered the questions.

The two groups of answers were subjected to word segmentation using ‘“PyCantonese”.
Unmeaningful words or words that appear only once, punctuations and 1-letter words were then
removed. Finally, around 50 words that appeared most frequently in the raw samples were selected in
each group for the generation of word clouds. The word clouds are available in Chinese only.
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The following is the word cloud of areas that people think should be the point of focus in the
Policy Address:
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The following is the word cloud of how people think the government should address the issue
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In addition, HKPORI also attempted to summarize the responses collected using Perplexity Al All

responses to the two open-ended questions were uploaded to Perplexity AI with prompts to
summarize the contents in various ways.
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The following is the summary of key issues people mentioned and the proposed solutions:

Key Issues People Mentioned and the Proposed Solutions

1. Economic Downturn

e Implement policies to subsidize retail sectors and support local businesses.

e Create a favorable environment for economic development through fiscal measures.
e Distribute cash to permanent residents to stimulate spending.

2. Housing Affordability

e Increase public housing supply to make housing more accessible.

e Regulate the rental market to prevent excessive price hikes.

e Encourage the construction of affordable housing options for young people.

3. Mental Health Support

e Expand access to mental health services, especially for youth and the elderly.

e Shorten waiting times for mental health treatment and support.

e Collaborate with NGOs to provide comprehensive care for mental health issues.

4. Political Reform and Freedom of Speech

e Implement full universal suffrage for all elections in Hong Kong.

e Release all political prisoners to restore public trust.

e Foster an environment where citizens can freely express their opinions without fear.

5. Aging Population

e Increase resources for elder care, including nursing homes and daycare centers.

e Provide incentives for caregivers and support families caring for elderly members.
e Develop long-term policies addressing the needs of an aging society.

6. Brain Drain and Talent Retention

e Improve local job opportunities to retain talent and prevent emigration.

e Foster a positive image of Hong Kong to attract back expatriates.

e Focus on merit-based appointments in government to build public confidence

After being instructed to ignore the actual issues mentioned, the following is the AI’s summary of
people’s common concerns when answering the questions:

People’s Common Concerns when Answering the Questions

1. Trustin Government

e Many respondents expressed a lack of confidence in the current administration's ability to address
issues.

There were calls for transparency and accountability in government actions.

Citizens desire a government that listens to public opinions and addresses their needs.

The need for genuine political reform to restore trust was frequently mentioned.

Concerns about government interference in daily life and political repression were prevalent.

2. Economic Stability

e Asignificant number of comments highlighted the urgent need for economic recovery measures.

e Respondents emphasized the importance of reducing living costs and improving housing
affordability.

e There were concerns about high unemployment rates and support for small businesses.

e The impact of national security laws on foreign investment and local businesses was frequently




People’s Common Concerns when Answering the Questions

noted.
e (alls for fiscal policies aimed at stimulating economic growth were common.

3. Social Welfare and Support Systems

e Many comments focused on the need for improved mental health services, especially for
vulnerable populations.

e Respondents expressed concerns about the aging population and the need for better elder care

services.

e There was a strong emphasis on enhancing support for low-income families and housing
assistance.

e Comments highlighted the importance of community programs and NGO involvement in social
welfare.

o The need for better healthcare services and facilities was frequently mentioned.

4. Freedom of Expression

e Several respondents voiced concerns about restrictions on freedom of speech and expression.

o There were calls to end self-censorship among citizens due to fear of repercussions.

e The desire for a more open political environment where dissenting voices can be heard was
evident.

e Respondents emphasized the importance of safeguarding civil liberties as a foundation for trust.
e Concerns about the government's approach to dissenters and political activists were common.

5. Long-term Vision and Planning

e Many interviewees called for a clear long-term development plan for Hong Kong’s future.

o There were suggestions to focus on sustainable development that preserves Hong Kong's unique
identity.

e Respondents expressed the need to rethink Hong Kong's role in the Greater Bay Area and beyond.

e The importance of education reforms to prepare future generations was frequently mentioned.

e Comments highlighted the necessity of involving citizens in shaping future policies and
directions.

Press Events Forecast for October 2024 (Tentative)

= QOctober 22 (Tuesday) press release and figures update: PSI per Educational Attainment
= QOctober 31 (Thursday) at 15:00, press conference: Analysis of Qualitative Data from Policy
Address Instant Survey, “PSI Report No. 6.45”



