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Results Comparison

[In order to enable the sample to reflect more closely the characteristics of the Hong Kong population, all data in this survey were weighted against the gender-age-education
distribution of those aged 15 or above released by the Census and Statistics Department. Due to the process of weighting and rounding off of decimal place, the sum of individual

items in the tables may be different to the total. J

Table 1: Satisfaction with Central Government’s implementation of “one country two systems” in Hong Kong

0 5 10 No View/
_ Totally 1 2 3 4 So-50 6 7 8 9 Totally | "pocice | Total | Means
Survey Period dlssalf/:JSf|ed % % % % % % % % % satgled % (N) (N)
25 z127?“ %5)020 41.4 45 5.5 4.8 2.5 11.3 2.3 3.1 4.9 1.6 17.2 0.9 %gg;/;’ (%'gé)
19 —(lzéhl\:loal;ﬁg)zozo 33.4 6.4 6.9 5.6 27 | 149 | 34 5.2 5.9 26 11.8 11 %32;/; (%'375)
8- (11453‘;;%?]95)2019 36.6 5.6 6.6 80 | 40 | 171 | 41 | 25 | 49 14 76 18 %gg;/;’ (3;'313)
- 11(152%”323; 20191 517 44 6.4 8.6 49 | 200 | 26 43 5.2 0.8 101 11 %gg;/;’ (Eé'fé)
! ’(ll%{h“‘r’c?l;‘rfé)zmg 31.1 48 7.1 8.8 37 | 199 | 26 3.4 7.3 14 9.2 0.6 %gg;/;’ (%3?75)
17 lezﬁjr‘c‘)rl‘]f}gflg 22.7 3.7 7.0 9.9 52 | 226 | 49 47 5.6 1.0 11.8 0.9 %gg;/;’ (‘gzlg)
23 Ma’l; foju”n”de) 20191 55 35 6.6 9.0 60 | 248 | 62 6.0 43 0.9 9.2 1.0 (11%%’) (f(')%%)
23 M?i’o}hzrgﬁgg')m” 113 16 4.6 6.4 6.3 30.1 8.4 8.0 10.3 3.3 8.8 1.0 (11%02%") (f(')llg)
6 ‘(éﬁ ﬂg%g?le 135 3.0 5.6 6.8 7.2 28.3 8.8 7.7 7.7 2.3 7.7 1.4 (11%0106") (‘;gg)
14 ‘(gztr}rj()udz d2)015 13.9 2.6 5.9 7.2 4.4 33.2 4.8 6.6 6.1 1.7 12.1 13 (11%%%") (‘;'gg)
2- (952]"2:32 d2)015 13.3 3.8 3.8 8.4 6.7 30.2 6.1 6.3 7.3 2.3 10.3 15 (11%%%") (‘;'gj)
8- 12(Bf‘;gr$nb§ 20141 140 23 5.2 8.9 5.6 23.4 6.6 7.9 8.7 3.1 115 2.7 %28;/;) (‘;'gf)
# No View /Refuse are not included in calculation of the mean
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Table 2: Trust in Central Government

0 5 10 Don’t

_ No trust at 1 2 3 4 So-50 6 7 8 9 Total Trust Know / Total | Mean#

Survey Period a;/lol % % % % % % % % % % Reof/zjse (N (N)
25 ElZY?“ l;gi%dz)ozo 46.5 5.4 3.4 47 2.7 8.0 3.1 5.2 6.0 14 12.8 0.8 %gf;/;’ (:;'gg)
19 7(1267m|\r/|0a£2)2020 40.0 7.0 5.3 5.9 2.6 10.4 3.0 5.2 5.7 25 10.6 1.9 %gg;/;’ (%'??12)
8- (11‘158%‘;?]65)2019 44.7 5.3 7.6 6.2 2.0 14.9 2.1 2.0 47 0.9 8.0 1.4 %?g;/; (27'13)
5- 11(1s§Et§$23; 20191 401 5.3 6.3 8.8 4.2 10.3 3.6 3.0 6.9 11 9.2 1.0 %gg;/;’ (3(;.11%
- (1133@3”“;5)2019 403 6.0 7.9 6.6 36 | 154 | 20 3.1 5.2 16 7.0 14 %gg;/;’ (%393)
17 zlzz‘t)hing]g)om 31.7 5.9 79 | 93 | 50 | 138 | 54 | 34 | 46 19 9.4 18 }832/;’ (%'gf)
23 Ma’l;, foju“n”de) 20191 954 3.8 61 | 82 | 57 | 200 | 67 | 62 6.7 17 6.8 3.0 (11%2102") (f('i%)
23 M?}’O}hzrgﬂzg')m” 11.2 3.0 6.1 9.1 80 | 239 | 98 7.6 9.4 33 7.4 13 (11%02(2") (f(')%)
6 ’(sl)ﬁ Jrggé)mes 18.3 338 7.9 7.6 72 | 221 | 83 7.0 7.7 27 6.2 13 (11%01%") (‘;'9373)
14 Eszt*}r%uljz d2)015 17.9 2.9 5.9 9.8 66 | 237 | 51 7.4 6.1 21 10.7 18 (11%%(2") (‘;gg)
2 ‘(gﬂf\"rg[fnhd)zms 15.0 3.2 7.2 8.1 9.1 21.3 7.8 7.6 7.9 2.2 8.4 2.3 (11%%03") (‘;gg)
8-12 D?jﬁ':‘:j;éom 16.5 3.6 7.1 7.4 6.7 18,5 6.2 8.8 7.9 2.2 9.5 5.6 (11%010{") (‘;gg)
8- 15’(2?%3%?014 19.2 5.1 7.3 9.5 6.2 20.7 6.5 5.2 6.1 1.8 7.8 4.6 1&%‘?’) (‘;'ég)
10-17 S?fsfer';"gﬁg)zo“ 19.6 43 6.3 10.0 8.2 24.2 6.6 5.0 6.5 1.0 6.0 2.3 (11%%%") ‘(‘é%%)

#Don’t know / Refuse are not included in the calculation of the mean.
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Table 3: Trust in Hong Kong SAR Government

0 5 10 Don’t

_ No trust at 1 2 3 4 So-50 6 7 8 9 Total Trust Know / Total | Mean#

Survey Period a;/lol % % % % % % % % % % Re;‘/tjse (N (N)
25 E127?'“ l;gz%dz)ozo 45.8 5.6 5.0 48 2.5 13.0 45 5.4 5.0 0.9 75 0.0 %gf;/;’ (?3'353)
19 Elzezhh:loaJﬁg)zozo 414 6.0 5.9 7.3 2.9 122 4.0 4.7 6.3 16 7.4 0.1 %gg;/;’ é‘fg)
8- (11‘158%‘;?]65)2019 49.3 6.3 7.2 6.8 25 145 2.3 2.0 45 0.5 3.9 0.0 %?g;/; (27'212)
5- 11(1s§Et§$23; 20191 417 5.8 8.6 7.8 4.9 10.1 42 4.7 46 0.5 7.0 0.0 %gg;/;’ (%'28;)
- (1133{?;’&“;5)2019 435 5.3 8.7 5.9 31 | 144 | 30 45 5.2 0.6 5.4 0.4 %32;/; (2'37;)
17 lez(t)hi‘ézf]g)olg 26.4 6.8 75 | 101 | 55 | 212 | 44 23 6.8 16 6.8 0.7 %gg;/;’ (%'3611)
23 Ma’l;, foju”n”de) 20191 513 3.9 60 | 83 61 | 239 | 78 | 70 | 71 16 6.1 0.9 (11%2:’2") (f(')g%)
23 M?}’O}hzrgﬂzg')m” 103 2.7 6.0 7.9 72 | 208 | 96 | 106 | 91 2.0 47 0.2 (11%02(2") (fb%%)
6 ’(sl)ﬁ Jrgmg)om 14.1 3.7 64 | 108 | 76 | 249 | 95 9.3 8.1 12 4.0 0.6 (11%0106") (fb%i)
14 *(Szmlr‘l)“ljﬁ d2)015 175 35 5.8 8.3 79 | 275 | 67 72 6.3 0.9 77 0.9 (11%%08 (‘;'93%
2 ‘(gﬂf\"rg[fnhd)zms 10.3 4.2 7.7 9.5 9.9 22.0 8.8 8.6 9.5 15 7.2 0.8 (11%%03") (f(')éi)
8-12 D?jﬁ':‘:j;éom 13.6 3.3 7.2 9.5 6.7 21.4 7.2 8.8 9.9 2.5 8.1 1.7 (11%010{") (‘;gg)
8- 15’(2?%3%?014 13.9 5.8 8.9 11.0 8.3 23.7 7.2 5.7 7.6 0.9 4.7 2.3 1&%‘?’) (‘;g;)
10-17 S?fsfirgfﬁg)zo“ 15.8 4.1 7.4 108 | 115 | 273 7.6 6.6 3.6 1.1 35 0.6 (11%%%") (1'850)

#Don’t know / Refuse are not included in the calculation of the mean.
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Table 4: Trust in Police

0 5 10 Don’t

_ No trust at 1 2 3 4 So-50 6 7 8 9 Total Trust Know / Total | Mean#

Survey Period a;/lol % % % % % % % % % % Re;‘/tjse (N (N)
25 E127?“ l;gi%dz)ozo 475 4.2 2.6 4.4 1.4 9.2 3.3 36 8.8 2.4 12.4 0.3 %gf;/;’ (::’3'132)
19 7(1267m|\r/|0a£2)2020 45.6 3.6 4.2 48 1.4 9.1 4.4 3.9 6.6 3.8 122 0.3 %gg;/;’ éﬁ)
8- (11‘158%‘;?]65)2019 515 5.5 5.6 4.9 4.2 7.5 3.2 2.0 42 1.4 9.3 0.5 %?g;/; (27'2%
5- 11(1s§Et§$23; 20191 453 5.7 7.1 5.0 2.8 6.5 13 2.7 7.1 2.6 10.2 0.7 %gg;/;’ (%'1899)
! ‘(1133{?;’3”“;5)2019 42.7 55 7.8 6.0 36 9.8 23 4.9 5.3 27 9.0 05 %gg;/;’ (2'288)
17 zlzz‘t)hing]g)om 225 36 66 | 96 | 43 | 188 | 33 | 77 78 | 26 124 0.8 }832/;’ (‘é'gg)
23 Ma’l;, > o 20191 45 23 | 43 | 85 | 48 | 252 | 105 | 111 | 120 | 38 10.3 0.8 (11%2102") (15663%)
23 M?lyo}hzrjﬂﬂﬁ')”” 43 17 3.6 6.1 56 | 179 | 117 | 164 | 175 | 49 9.8 05 (11%02(2") (fbggg)
6 ’(sl)ﬁ Jrggé)mes 5.1 26 3.1 6.0 60 | 204 | 112 | 138 | 163 | 5.1 9.4 0.9 (11%0106") (fb%i)
-2l ;3%)2015 "1 110 2.4 6.3 6.1 57 | 216 | 73 | 100 | 120 | 37 12.8 1.0 (11%%(2") (g'gé)
2 ‘(gﬂf\"rg[fnhd)zms 5.3 2.9 4.8 7.0 5.4 26.5 6.6 9.4 11.9 5.2 13.7 1.3 (11%%03") (%'gg)
8-12 D?jﬁ':‘:j;dz)om 0.1 2.6 5.1 7.7 4.9 21.2 7.6 9.4 12.3 4.6 14.7 1.0 (11%010{") (f(')%‘;)
5-1 gOyfg;?]gf) 2014 3.8 1.9 3.1 5.9 5.3 22.8 8.5 113 | 147 4.4 16.7 16 %fg;/g) (f(')ﬁ)
8- 1?28‘3:33;;)2014 9.3 1.8 3.9 5.7 7.9 25.3 8.4 101 | 11.4 1.8 12,5 2.0 %gg;/;’ (E;'gg)

“Don’t know / Refuse are not included in the calculation of the mean.
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Table 5: Views on Future Development of Hong Kong

0 5 10 Don’t

_ Extremely 1 2 3 4 So-50 6 7 8 9 Extremely |, /Refuse Total | Mean#

Survey Period pESSI(;?IStIC % % % % % % % % % Optlzzlstlc % (N) (N)
25 ElZY?“ l;gi%dz)ozo 475 4.2 2.6 4.4 1.4 9.2 3.3 36 8.8 2.4 12.4 0.3 %gf;/; (::’3'132)
19 Elzﬁzhl\:loaJﬁg)zozo 456 3.6 4.2 48 1.4 0.1 4.4 3.9 6.6 3.8 12.2 0.3 %gg;/; (%'jf)
8- (11‘158%‘;?]65)2019 475 5.4 5.5 6.1 1.9 12.7 1.9 2.3 5.1 2.3 8.9 0.4 (12%%(?) (226%%)
5- 11(1s§Et§$23; 2019} 55 5.5 5.6 4.9 4.2 75 3.2 2.0 4.2 1.4 9.3 05 %?g;/;’ (27'5%
! ‘(1133@;’&“;5)2019 483 5.7 7.1 5.0 2.8 6.5 13 2.7 7.1 26 10.2 0.7 %gg;/)" (%'1899)
17 (fﬁd‘éﬂiﬁf” 42.7 55 | 78 | 60 | 36 | 98 | 23 | 49 | 53 | 27 9.0 05 %gg;/)" (%'gg)
23 M?m foju”n”de) 20191 55 36 6.6 9.6 43 | 188 | 33 7.7 7.8 26 12.4 0.8 %gg;/)" (‘é'gg)
23 M?}’O;hzrgﬂzg')m” 6.5 03 | 43 | 85 | 48 | 252 | 105 | 111 | 120 | 38 10.3 0.8 (11%21%") (1562%)
6 ’(éﬁ, Jrg:]{é)olﬁ 5.9 11 | 49 | 97 | 121 | 370 | 109 | 89 | 55 | 05 28 0.7 (11%0106") (fb%lg)
14 ’(82"]1;1)“[}% d2)015 8.7 25 | 55 08 | 98 | 385 | 84 | 61 | 43 0.6 47 11 (11%%08 (‘;'gg)
2 ‘(gﬂf\"rg[fnhd)zms 7.8 1.9 5.7 108 | 122 | 371 7.7 6.3 4.8 0.5 45 0.8 (11%%03") (fé%ll)
8-12 D‘(*jﬁ”r“:jr: d2)014 9.5 1.8 4.9 120 | 108 | 315 8.8 7.4 6.2 0.7 45 1.9 (11%0101") (lea'gz?)
5-1 gOyfg;?]gf) 2014 7.3 1.3 3.4 105 | 115 | 374 7.7 8.3 4.8 1.3 4.2 2.3 (11%%06") (f(')%%)
8- 15’(2?&%?]%?014 9.6 2.3 3.4 119 | 106 | 338 | 120 7.1 4.8 0.4 3.3 1.0 1&%‘;") (‘;'951)
10-17 Sflpsfer'(‘)"fr?g)ml“ 10.8 2.0 7.0 136 | 121 | 322 9.4 5.7 2.6 0.2 3.2 1.0 (11%%%") (‘;'gg)

“Don’t know / Refuse are not included in the calculation of the mean.
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Table 6: Think of Migration to Overseas

Survey Period YO/eOS l;l/;) Don’t kn(?;;v / Refuse T(Ol\})all
25 Z127?h mﬁ)ozo 37.2 62.5 0.3 %gf;/;’
19 ’(%tm("’)‘ﬂ)zozo 24.2 75.6 0.2 %gg;/)"
8- 1(‘1%:85%)2019 33.6 65.8 0.6 %?g;/)"
- 115;?;?23; 2019 30.8 67.9 1.3 %gg;/)"
- %féﬁ,“igﬂf]t d§019 30.8 68.9 0.2 %gg;/;’
17 zli_?“ i‘éﬂig)olg 25.2 73.2 1.6 %gg;/;’
23 M?i’lg, f’oju”n” de) 2019 23.8 75.0 1.2 (11%%")
23 M?{O}hzr;ﬂﬂg')m” 19.9 79.0 1.2 (11%%")
6 ‘(Slj, Jrgmg;)m 20.9 78.4 0.6 (11%01%")
14 ’(Szmlr‘]ouu'g d2)015 18.8 80.2 1.0 (11%%%")
2 ’(gﬂf\"rg[fnhd)zow 18.8 81.0 0.2 (11%%(3")
8-12 a?ffg?ﬁ]%r) 2014 20.7 78.2 11 (11%010{‘;
10- 17(155?‘;;3:5’)‘” 2014 21.2 77.2 1.6 (11%%(2")
-- End --

“Hong Kong Public Opinion & Political Development” Opinion Survey — Comparison of Survey Results




