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Preface

The pursuit of "One Country Two Systems” (henceforth 1C2S)
is unprecedented in the history of mankind. Over the past
two decades, we have made headway under the auspices of
1C2S, but at the same time, encountered many challenges.
The implementation of 1C2S requires unyielding exploration
and the persistence of stakeholders. To ensure its full
implementation, the first critical step is to review and evaluate
its accomplishments and shortfalls since the handover of
Hong Kong 20 years ago.

At the 20th Anniversary of Hong Kong SAR, Path of Democracy
released its first report on its attempt to conduct an objective
evaluation of 1C2S. We developed an index of 1C2S based
on a public opinion survey in Hong Kong on 1C2S, and also
international indices that compare Hong Kong with other
countries and territories in relation to human rights, various
freedoms and democracy.

In this second report, we have refined and improved our public
opinion survey, updated the relevant international indices,
and also launched a new 1C2S Mass Media Index (MMI] by
making use of big-data to measure the sentiment of Hong
Kong newspapers towards 1C2S from 1988 to the end of 2017
as news sentiment has very significant influences on public
opinion.

Our
implementation,

1C2S survey covers nine different dimensions of

including freedom of speech, judiciary
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independence, legislative independence and high degree of
autonomy. We also asked for views on controversial issues,
for example: whether or not they would like the consultation
on Article 23 to go ahead; whether or not misalignments
around 1C2S could be resolved through negotiations. The aim
was to reflect public views on the implementation of 1C2S in
a comprehensive manner.

We also looked to global studies carried out by overseas
institutions and incorporated their evaluation of Hong Kong
into ours. Specifically, we considered how Hong Kong was
rated for democratic development, economic freedom and
personal freedom (which would encompass human rights,
rule of law, freedom of speech, freedom of association
amongst other aspects). The final index score provides an
aggregate evaluation of 1C2S in its implementation, based on
both local public opinion and global perceptions.

Going forward, for the reference of policy makers and
the public, we will update and refine data collection and
construction methodologies of the Index every six months
through public surveys, updating international indices, and
also updating the MMI to gauge the latest sentiments of the
media on 1C2S.

Path of Democracy
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“One Country Two Systems” Overview:
Public Survey and Index Construction

Second Report

In our first Report on the “One Country Two Systems”
(henceforth 1C2S) released at the 20th anniversary of HK's
return to China, we constructed an Index (henceforth the Index)
to provide an objective assessment on the implementation of
1C2S in Hong Kong. The Index is derived as the average of the
following two indices:

1) Index (A), an index of HK Public’'s Evaluation of 1C2S:
Compiled from a telephone poll conducted in mid-2017 on
various dimensions of 1C2S, and

2

Index (B], the Freedom and Democracy Index, which is
obtained from indices of international think tanks.

In this second Report, we have:
Conducted a second telephone poll in December 2017 with
a refined questionnaire to compile Index (A), and
Updated Index (B] with international data to reflect
conditions in 2016 (Due to the long time lag in collecting
international data, most of the data of international indices
used in the First Report only reflected conditions in 2014).
Launched a new 1C2S Mass Media Index (MMI) that use big-
data techniques to measure the sentiment of Hong Kong
newspapers towards 1C2S from 1988 to the end of 2017 as
news sentiment has very significant influences on public
opinion.

In the second Report, the scores (on a scale of 0 to 10] of Index
(A) and (B) are 4.98 and 8.04 respectively. The updated Index,
which is the average of the Indices (A} and (B), is 6.51. This
score is not directly comparable with the Index in the first
Report due to the refinement of methodology in the second
Report. We can nevertheless compute the Index according to
comparable methodology, and the scores of the Index in the
first and second rounds should respectively be 6.46 and 6.44.
The Index has fallen by a negligible 0.02 or 0.3% in the last six
months.
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Going forward, for the reference of policy makers and the
public, we will update and refine the Index every half year
through conducting a public survey and updating international
indices, and also updating the MMI to gauge the latest
sentiments of the media.

Change in scores in the two rounds

Changes in scores in the Index may be affected by the
controversial political events that occurred between the two
rounds:

+ Disqualification of four LegCo members by the High Court,

- Prison sentences on the (13 + 3] protesters: 13 protestors
in the East North Territories Development clash, and the
trio (Joshua Wong, Nathan Law, and Alex Chow] in the Civic
Square clash,

« Emphasis on “overall jurisdiction over Hong Kong” in the
Work Report of 19th CPC National Congress,

« Amendment of the Rules of Procedure of the Legislative
Council to restrict filibustering,
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Fig 1: Public’'s Assessments of 1C2S (Comparison of Two Rounds of Survey)
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. China’s enactment of the national anthem law, and

+ Legco's passage of the non-binding motion on co-location
arrangement.

The above events may have adversely affected the evaluations

of 1C2S by the public and also by international think tanks.

In the second survey, we have introduced questions on the

majority of the above issues to gauge public’s reactions.

(1) Index (A): Public’s evaluation of 1C2S

Due to the refinement of survey questions in the survey,
the Index [A) is not directly comparable with that in the first
survey. The refinement only affects one question in the 9
questions used to compute the index, and scores of the other
eight questions are directly comparable as they are identical
in the two surveys.

In the eight questions that are identical in both rounds
of surveys, the scores of 5 questions have fallen: A high
degree of autonomy in the executive branch, judiciary
independence, legislative independence, freedom of speech,
and the successful implementation of “Self Governance,
High Autonomy” principles. In view of the above political
controversies, the fall of these 5 scores is not surprising.

The scores of two questions have increased, namely “resolving
differences between Hong Kong and the Mainland via dialogue
and negotiation”, and “the gradual implementation of
institutional democratization process”. The scores of these
two questions might have been positively affected by the
efforts of Mrs. Carrie Lam to heal societal divisions.

Comparing the two rounds, the average score of the eight
questions have fallen from 4.88 in the first survey to 4.84 in
the second survey, falling by a negligible 0.04 or 0.8%. Given
the many controversies that happened between the two
rounds of surveys, the very slight deterioration of Index (A} is
unexpected. It is likely that this can partly be attributed to the
improvement in political climate under the new administration
of Carrie Lam.

o PEEIIZERE

- IWAZBBRAN —HMIRLHEBVELQR
AR £

EMSEHOJEHRMNBERSES [—6

mE] NIEEEBFE - EHR _HRAS

P RPNACALERENSEH - NEBED

RHVRIE

(1) J5BA — TRY [—@mMFH RO
B

BRARNBEERESEBES  MRHBE
HISBANBEERELE < 5] RYENKR]
BEHP—F RN REEEMRBSH
188 DEOILAEEHE -

B/\RTEBRNBRED - BELIFRNED
NEY  BEBTHRIBTHSER - Bio
A BYIAE - SHEM - MINESE
EABE - 8EB)5] - R LIS
Fo o BOEDEMEILADAEST -

MIFRBBENES D LT - B) [EBEER
BEANMESBYBENEL] & [BF
HEEBREINGIHR] - EMEBEN
SHUERRBMBEBRENE ML SHR
MEMES -

tRMEHAS - FIOPDHE w488
[E255 " #R4.84 - BRIB/RO0.045%0.8% - &Y
MANRE - BN MRS HEEERDE
BFH  BHANKBETRIPEM - BH
89 JR (R OF B 5% B A i 898 3 9% B9 58 — [ e IR
™ BOSRIEBMASMIIE -

PART I: SUMMARY
B—BD: WE




1 X3ANI .SW3LSAS OML 'AYLNNOJ INO

rigwm

¥ Ef

(2) Index (B) - Freedom and Democracy Index

Index (B) is the average of 3 indices, namely, the Economic
Freedom Index and Personal Freedom Index of CATO-Fraser
Institutes, and the Democracy Index of the EIU (Economic
Intelligence Unit). Hong Kong has always ranked world's
number one in Economic Freedom, and has also ranked highly
in Personal Freedom.

The latest Economic Freedom and Personal Freedom indices
only reflect conditions up to 2015. We updated both indices to
2016 according to the methodology of CATO-Fraser Institutes.
Hong Kong's Personal Freedom Index rose from 2008 to
a peak in 2014, but fell thereafter. The Democracy Index
rose from 2008 to a peak in 2015, but declined thereafter.
Given the adverse international reactions to recent political
controversies in Hong Kong, the recent declines are expected.

The Personal Freedom Index climbed from 8.87 in 2008
to a peak of 9.08 in 2014, but fell to 8.62 in 2016, falling
by 5.1% from the 2014 peak. Among the 7 sub-indices of
this Index, the scores of 4 sub-indices fell, namely, rule of
law (falling by 8.5%), freedom of religion (falling by 7.4%],
freedom of association (falling by 22%]), and gender identity
& relationship (falling by 7.5%).

« Despite these declines from 2014 to 2016, Hong Kong's
score in Personal Freedom is still decent, close to those of
neighboring developed countries/territories such as Japan,
Taiwan, South Korea, and Singapore. This is testament to
Hong Kong's preservation of high levels of human rights
and personal freedoms under 1C2S.

Hong Kong's Democracy Index rose from 5.85 in 2008 to a
peak of 6.50in 2015, and rank from the 84th to the 67th. This
may be due to the increase in the number of directly elected
seats in the Legislature. However, the score fell slightly to
6.42 in 2016, and fell further to 6.31 in 2017. Hong Kong's
scores were lower than those of Japan, Taiwan, and South
Korea, but was close to that of Singapore. Hong Kong's
mediocre ranking is expected given that the Chief Executive
is not elected by universal suffrage.
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Our indices are only updated to 2016 due to data limitations,
and complete 2017 data on Index (B) - the Freedom and
Democracy Index, are not yet available. However, partial
2017 data is available. The Democracy Index, which has 1/3
weight in Index (B, has declined by 1.7% in 2017. In the same
year, Hong Kong's score in the Freedom of the World Report
of the Freedom House fell from 61 to 59, declining by 1.7%.
The Freedom of the World Index is less comprehensive than
our Index (B) as it ignores economic freedom completely
and focuses mostly on personal freedom. Nevertheless, this
implies that Hong Kong's Personal Freedom Index would
likely fall as well.

According to the Economic Freedom Index of Heritage
Foundation, which is very similar to that of CATO-Fraser
Institutes, Hong Kong's Economic Freedom Index has risen
by 0.45% in 2017. However, the small rise in Hong Kong's
Economic Freedom Index is likely to be more than offset by
the fall in the Democracy Index and the Personal Freedom
Index. Index (B) will likely fall further in 2017, showing that
international think tanks are highly concerned about personal
freedom and democracy in Hong Kong.
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In 2017, while international opinions on Hong Kong have
turned negative, opinions of the Hong Kong public on 1C2S
have improved. Our two surveys only cover the second half
of 2017 and cannot show trends before mid-2017. The HKU
Public Opinion Programme (HKUPOP) has quarterly surveys on
public’s confidence on 1C2S starting from 1993. The average
net percentage of the public who have confidence in 1025
([percentage of the public that is confident less the percentage
of the public that is not confident] in the four surveys in 2016
was -1.5%. The average net percentage in the four surveys
in 2017 was +4.6%. From 2016 to 2017, the net percentage
of the public who have confidence in 1C2S has risen by 6.1
percentage points.

Our 1C2S MMI (Mass Media Index] has also improved
substantially in 2017. The MMI score has risen from 84 in
December 2016 to 97 in December 2017, an increase of 15.6%.
The strong improvement in media sentiment appears to be
related to the change in Hong Kong's CE (Chief Executive].
Mr. C.Y. Leung, the former CE, announced in December 2016
that he would not seek re-election. Mrs. Carrie Lam, the new
CE, was elected in late March 2017 and she started her new
term on 1st July 2017. In our second survey, we also asked
the public about her new administration, and the opinion is
positive.

The reason for the divergence between international and local
opinions appears to be that the Hong Kong public has placed
a lot of weight on the change of CE, while international think
tanks have mostly neglected the change. This divergence
underlines the importance of including the opinions of both the
Hong Kong public and international think tanks in a balanced
index of 1C2S.
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Topical questions in the telephone survey

(1) Topical questions asked in both surveys

When conflicts arise in 1C2S, a majority believes that the
Central Governmentand Hong Kong are equally responsible
which reflects the need for both parties to reconsider their
own obligations and positions.

The percentage of the public who plans to emigrate due
to lack of confidence in 1C2S has fallen from 9.4% in the
first round to 7.7% in the second round. This is a positive
development.

Both rounds of surveys indicate that the public remains
deeply divided over whether the current government ought
to initiate public consultation for Article 23 legislation. The
absence of consensus should be a cause for concern to
policy makers.
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(2] Topical questions in the 2nd survey on controversial

political events between the two rounds

.

Hong Kong people are worried about the emphasis of the
Central Government on “overall jurisdiction over Hong
Kong” in the Work Report of 19th CPC National Congress:
45.0% indicate that they are worried or very worried that
the Central Government will tighten its policy towards Hong
Kong; only 30.2% indicate that they are unworried or very
unworried.

Public opinion on amendment of the Rules of Procedure of
the Legislative Council to restrict filibustering is positive:
43.5% indicate agree or strongly agree; only 32.9% indicate
disagree or strongly disagree.

Public opinion on appointment of Carrie Lam as CE is
positive: 49.0% indicate that social divisions remain
unchanged; 41.0% indicate that they have decreased; only

7.6% indicated that they have increased.

Public opinion on the Government proposal of ‘co-location
arrangement’ for the Express Rail Link is positive: 49.5%
indicate support or strongly support; only 22.6% indicate

oppose or strongly oppose.
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« Public opinion on the impact of ‘co-location” arrangement
on 1C2Sis neutral: 48.9% indicate no impact, 31.5% indicate
negative impact, only 13.6% indicate positive impact.

« Impact of enactment of national anthem law by the Hong
Kong government on 1C2S is negative: 42.7% indicate
negative impact; 34.3% indicate no impact; only 16.3%
indicate positive impact.

about the Central

Government's policy towards Hong Kong and the enactment of

Despite worries tightening of the
the national anthem law, Hong Kong people appear to be very
pragmatic in the reaction to recent controversies. They appear
to place efficiency of operating the Express Rail Link over
political concerns on whether the “co-location arrangement”
would infringe the Basic Law. They value effective functioning
of the LegCo over endless debates. They also have a positive
view of Carrie Lam, who set aside political controversies
on constitutional reforms and focus on improving people’s
livelihood. This pragmatic approach is consistent with the
negligible change in the people’s evaluation of 1C2S despite
the many political shocks that happened between the two
surveys. This pragmatism may also explain the slight rise in
public’'s confidence that conflicts between mainland China
and Hong Kong can be resolved via dialogue and negotiation
(question 9 of survey).
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Citizens' Self-Identification as Hong Kongers and as Chinese

(1) Double identity as 'Hong Konger” and ‘Chinese’

« In both rounds of surveys, a majority of the public (55.9%

in the first round and 56.1% in the second round] strongly
identify themselves as both 'Hong Kongers” and ‘Chinese’.
On a scale of 0 to 10, the public’'s self-identifications as
‘Hong Kongers' and as ‘Chinese’ have both increased in the
last half year, rising from respectively 7.75 and 6.63 in mid-
2017 to respectively 7.93 and 6.71 at the end of 2017.

In both rounds of surveys, there is a significant positive
correlation between the two identities - the more strongly
one is identified with "Hong Konger’, the more strongly one
is identified with ‘Chinese’; the converse also holds. This is
a favourable condition for the implementation of 1C2S.

As double identity as 'Hong Konger” and ‘Chinese’ is the
norm in Hong Kong, traditional surveys (e.g., those of the
HKU Public Opinion Programme] that compel interviewees
to choose between two identities ['Hong Konger and
‘Chinese’) or choose one among four identities (‘Hong
Konger’, 'Hong Kong Chinese’, ‘Chinese Hong Konger’,
and ‘Chinese’] are misleading as they implicitly put the
‘Hong Konger' and ‘Chinese’ identity as mutually exclusive.
Traditional surveys cannot reveal a situation in which the
strength of both identities has increased, as they have in
the last half year.
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(2) Identity as Chinese across different groups

In the second survey, all age groups (18 years to over 70
years old), and also all groups by educational attainment
(from primary level to graduate school], have relatively
strong identity as “Chinese”, with ratings above the median.
In comparison with the first survey, the identity as "Chinese”
of the majority of age groups (including Young Adults), and
of the majority of groups by educational attainment, have
both increased.

Pro-establishment supporters and Moderates identify
themselves strongly as “Chinese”.The strength of their
identification has also increased in the last half year.

Though the strength of identification of Pan-Democrats as
“Chinese” is slightly above the median, the strength of their
identification has fallen. Localists/Self-determinists have
relatively weak identity as “Chinese” and the strength of
their identification has also fallen in the last half year. The
self-identity as “Chinese” of Pan-Democrats and Localists/
Self-determinists (23% of our sample] are moving further
away from that of the majority. This is a cause for concern.

Though the identity of Young Adults (18 to 29 years old] as
“Chinese” has strengthened slightly in the last half year; it
is only marginally above the median. Policy makers need
to work hard to cultivate national identity among Young
Adults.
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1C2S MMI (Mass Media Index)

By surveying over 123,000 news articles and 61 million
words from 20 local daily newspapers, 1C2S MMI monitors
how “1C2S" is conveyed in the mass media. The MMI
complements our 1C2S Index as media sentiment is an
important factor in the formation of public opinion.

In the longer run, subject to resource availability, the
MMI opens up many opportunities of further research in
public opinion formation. The MMI can be compiled at high
frequency intervals (e.g. monthly) as it is not subject to the
long time lags of surveys. It is also possible to investigate
the effect of specific significant events (e.g., co-location
arrangement for the Express Rail link) on media sentiment,
or to compare sentiments in the local and overseas media.

The base month of 1C2S is set at July 2017, the 20th
anniversary of the HKSAR. We compiled the MMI from
Aril 1998 to December 2017. The overall trend of MMI is
compared to two well-known opinion polls on public’s views
towards 1C2S, namely, the polls of RTHK and HKU Public
Opinion Programme. The trend of the MMl is similar to that
of the two polls: Rising in the early 2000°s to a peak around
2007, then falling to a trough around 2014-16 with Occupy
Central and the civil unrest in Mongkok, then recovering
thereafter.

The recent trend of MMI correlates quite closely with
significant events. In particular, the MMI dropped sharply
by over 20 points from December 2016 to June 2017 when
the “Causeway Bay Bookstore” incident and the civil unrest
in Mong Kok aroused widespread concern. However, the
MMl bottomed outin July 2016, and has risen strongly since
December 2017, when CY Leung declared that he would not
run for a second term. This rise was further boosted in 2017
when Carrie Lam was elected CE. The MMl rose by a total of
24 points from the nadir of July 2016.
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1C2S Overview: Telephone Survey

In order to fully access the public's assessment of 1C2S, we
commissioned the Hong Kong Institute of Asia-Pacific Studies
of the Chinese University of Hong Kong to conduct a telephone
survey from December 11 to 23in 2017. 1,006 individuals were
successfullyand randomly sampled, allaged 18 or above; all of
them spoke either Cantonese or Mandarin (the sampling error
is +3.09% within a 95% confidence level]; the response rate
was 39.5%, satisfying both statistical and scientific standards.
For a more extensive report on the survey results, please see
Appendix 2 on the homepage of the Path of Democracy.

Rating Scales

The survey employed 1 to 7 as the rating scale in the data
collection process, with 4 as the median; this scale is
commonly adopted for most psychological assessments.
During the actual surveying process, this scale was used
instead of a 0 to 10 scale as the latter is deemed too finely
graduated and cumbersome for respondents to choose from.
For statistical analysis, we continue to employ the 1 to 7 scale.
However, to better conform with existing indices - which tend
to be expressed on a 0 to 10 scale (with 5 as the median] -
we converted the results into the 0 to 10 scale for index
compilation purposes.
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Comparing the two rounds of surveys:

There are many changes in the results of the two rounds of
surveys. However, most changes are not substantial enough
to be statistically significant. In this Report, the few changes
that are statistically significant will be marked with a * * ”
Other changes that are statistically insignificant will not be
marked.

Summary of Key Survey Findings:
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MIRF SOV -

MWBENBREADEY - NBRBARED

BB BRZEZRSTORB K - HRIRS
o - ERIRSt LRSKFOENEUA T+
ek - HRERS K PO RIRE IR

=t
on °

AEBRBBUD ¢

Citizens’ Assessment of 1C2S’s Current State (Survey Questions 1-9)

We surveyed the public's assessments of nine specific items
concerning 1C2S; see Figure 2 for detailed results. Amongst
the nine items, four items scored higher than 5; from the
highest to the lowest, they are: maintaining original ways of
life (6.21), freedom of speech (6.03), judicial independence
(5.43), legislative independence (5.28] - these results suggest
the public hold relatively positive opinions with respect to the
above four items.

On the other hand, five items score below 5: they are, from
the highest to lowest, a high degree of autonomy in the
executive branch [(4.73), progress in democratization (4.43),
the successful implementation of “Self Governance, High
Autonomy” principles (4.42), the full implementation of 1C2S
in the future (4.28), and the ability for the Mainland and Hong
Kong to resolve differences via dialogue and negotiation (4.17).
The results suggest that the public holds relatively negative
views with respect to these five items. The average across the
ten items is 4.98, just short of the half way mark, indicating
that the public does not give a high rating to 1C2S, a fact which
policy makers ought to be aware.

The range of the ratings is relatively narrow (the lowest rating
is 4.17; the highest, 6.21), most plausibly because the public
generally hold a ‘holistic rating” on 1C2S, such that regardless
of the specific item surveyed, the answers are nevertheless
shaped by their ‘holistic ratings’, such that the range across
their answers for each specific item is relatively small.
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Fig 2: Public's Assessments of 1C2S (Valid Sample Size: 918)

hRE [—EmH ] ERTEE (10 fKRiES)
The Public’s Assessments of 1C2S (on a Scale of 1-10)
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Comparing results of two rounds of surveys

The first round survey has ten questions on 1C2S. Eight EF—#®WARSEERIE B URLALED

questions were framed positively (e.g., after the handover, R (HIDR 2B BEERIEE
Hong Kong has been able to maintain independent judiciary  vgnS)ikie « BIUIBTIERE - BE=5=5H
powers, maintain independent legislative power, continues to gy« B7SEELE%)  BWEANS

enjoy freedom of speech etc.], but the following two questions OISR - SR HRIRR -
were framed negatively:

() [(OHR<E  SBARBMESH
AUWMZ RN L - (REEB
=B 7]

3218 BRREBBIL
b) "After the handover, the internal affairs of Hong Kong () OF2E  RENSSHLR
Z| kvl =) ZIN
have not been interfered with by the central and local RE|PRE BB RS DR
governments of China. To what extent would you agree?” T - IREHEERRE? ]

al "After the handover, the way of life of the Hong Kong people
has not been affected by mainland China. To what extent
would you agree?”



Questions framed negatively are more difficult to understand.
Moreover, the standard deviations of the above two questions
were 1.85 and 1.82 respectively, which were higher than those
of the other eight questions (ranging from 1.64 to 1.77). This
indicates that the design of the above two questions needs to
be improved.

To improve our questionnaire, we made two changes in the
second round survey. Firstly, we changed the framing of
question (a) from negative to positive (“After the handover,
Hong Kong people has been able to maintain their original
way of life”). Secondly, we deleted question (b) as it largely
overlapped with other questions (e.g., after the handover,
Hong Kong has been able to maintain independent judiciary
powers; maintain independent legislative power; continues
to enjoy freedom of speech; has been able to practice a high
degree of autonomy etc.).

Due to the above changes, when we compare the results of
the two surveys, we can only compare the results of the eight
questions that are identical across the two rounds. Table 1
shows the results of the comparison. It also shows the effects
on the average scores when questions (a) and (b) are included
or excluded as the case may be.

In the eight questions that are identical in both rounds, the
scores of 5 questions have fallen: A high degree of autonomy
in the executive branch, judiciary independence, legislative
independence, freedom of speech, and the successful
implementation of “Self Governance, High Autonomy”
principles. The scores might have been affected by recent
political controversies.

However, the scores of two questions have increased, namely
“resolving differences between Hong Kong and the Mainland
via dialogue and negotiation”, and “the gradualimplementation
of institutional democratization process”. The scores of these
two questions might have been positively affected by the
efforts of Mrs. Carrie Lam to heal societal divisions.

The average score of the eight questions have fallen from 4.88
in the first survey to 4.84 in the second survey, falling by a
negligible 0.04 or 0.8%.
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Table 1: Public’'s Assessments of 1C2S (Comparison of Two Rounds of Survey) 99 Average (0-10)  2017.6 2017.12
1 BRzE - SBEITIBEBN BTREFE MITHSERK - IME~XERE ? 4.8 473

After the handover, Hong Kong has been able to practice a high degree of autonomy, and has
been able to handle its own internal administrative affairs. To what extent would you agree?

2 PEYiE SERERSIBIGLE © MR ? 5 41 5 43

After the handover, Hong Kong has been able to maintain independent judiciary powers. To what
extent would you agree?

3 DRz SERERSIBUEIDAE - (RERERRE 2 5 47 5 78
After the handover, Hong Kong has been able to maintain independent legislative powers. To ’ ’
what extent would you agree?

5 DRxE SREEZESHED - IMBERRIE? 6.15 6.03
After the handover, Hong Kong continues to enjoy the freedom of speech. To what extent would ’ ’
you agree?

6 Dz SEERIBHSE  ERERETAINE  BFMNEDTE - [RERERE 2 436 443

After the handover, the development of Hong Kong's democratic system has been progressively
implemented, following the provision of the Basic Law. To what extent would you agree?

7 SEOBRET+F  BERE  RAREE DBAGE 5EB8B] BREMINE ? 443 )
Twenty years after the handover, how successful has been the practice of ‘Hong Kong people ' ’

administering Hong Kong with a high degree of autonomy’?

8 MBEEABLSBWRR (RI2047F8)) HEEESE [—EMH] 062 4.28 428

How confident are you in the full implementation of ‘one country, two systems’ in Hong Kong in
the future (before 2047)?

9 HRENMETELDLRMT B - ML BB FZREFUAER - (REZXS/LR? 397 417

When conflicts between mainland China and Hong Kong arise, how confident are you that the
conflicts can be resolved through consultation and dialogue?

195 Average 4.88 4.84
4 OBRE SHBAREESRBBLEH - REERLRRE ? _ 621
After the handover, the original ways of life of the Hong Kong people have maintained. ’
To what extent would you agree?
FI99 Average - 4.98
P DR2E SBARBBRLDIHRULERINMTE - REXGRRE » REXGRRE ? 512 _

A After the handover, the way of life of the Hong Kong people has not been affected by mainland
China. To what extent would you agree?

Z OBzE  BRARBHURR I PREBPIGNMESHM TR - IRELBRR ? 426 _
B After the handover, the internal affairs of Hong Kong have not been interfered with by the central ’

and local governments of China. To what extent would you agree?

F1949) Average 4.84 -

i REBOBHBOEBHBOHR - H—WRBITA  E_WRIIBA °
Note: Only those who answered all questions in this section are counted. There are 897 respondents in the first round and 918 in the
second round.




3 HEBARDBANSHZE (Q12-Q13)
Citizens’ Self-ldentification as Hong Kongers and as Chinese (Questions 12 - 13]

" HREEBAKPEANSDRE - MIRHSHE

Table 2: Public’s identification as "Hong Konger” and ‘Chinese’ (Comparison of Two Rounds of Survey)

X5h A% Respondents F1993 Average (1-7) 1943 Average (0-10)
2017.6 2017.12 2017.6 2017.12 2017.6 2017.12
JEESEAL 979 9gg 5.65 5.76 7.75  7.93
|'am a Hong Konger
[BEDEA 979 986 496  5.00 6.63 671

“l'am a Chinese”

APIDABRETRESRE [EEA] R [PEIAL 95D BREER_ -

HERYE [EBA] SONREES A1 DE 7 DHORESE - FIHR6.767 - BEML 0 NE10DHIRE - FHHRY
R7.93% - BB LRRFBHV7.757

HRE [PEAI SPNRRNS - AMIDETDHNRESEE - FNK/ESD » BEM 0 DE 10 nHRE - FHDYUR
6.71 73 T LIRRFBHB.630S °

MRE [SEAL T [PEAL] BWREEBEJABEME (scatter plot) #m o B=MIE#RE [SEAL 9RO
2E MR [PEA] NRERE - RIEZE7TDHRE @ 40RPUY - 4NEXRPEFRC  BEE=EIRNRE
BRANAXRBRE - RN4DVARBMARD - B=RmY BB AL M [PEA] BIERED (RIEZRSH7
) NHR - BABRKRZS0MER - HB218A - (ERE21.6% -

We respectively surveyed how citizens identify themselves, whether as 'Hong Kongers’ or ‘Chinese’, or
both (Table 2).

On the whole, the public identified themselves strongly as ‘Hong Kongers’, with an average of 5.76 on the
1 to 7 scale (and therefore 7.93 on the 0 to 10 scale). The public also identified themselves reasonably
strongly as ‘Chinese’, with an average of 5 on the 1 to 7 scale, and 6.71 on the 0 to 10 scale.

The extent to which the public identified themselves as 'Hong Konger’ and ‘Chinese’ can be better
denoted by a scatter plot. The x-axis in Figure 3 constitutes the strength of self-identification as a Hong
Konger; the y-axis, self-identification as Chinese. On the 1 to 7 scale, the median is 4, which indicates a
moderate level of identification. Ratings that are higher than 4 indicate relatively strong identification;
ratings that are lower than 4 indicate relatively weak identification. Fig. 1 suggests that a plurality of
citizens identify themselves strongly as both Hong Kongers and Chinese, with 213 individuals selecting 7
for both categories (21.6% of the total).

1.1C2S OVERVIEW: TELEPHONE SURVEY
LT—Ems ] BRNEERSA
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Fig 3 clearly depicts that most Hong Kong citizens are

cognizant of their double identities as both Hong Kongers
and Chinese; 553 individuals hold relatively strong levels of
identification as both Hong Kongers and Chinese (56.1% of
the total]. Identification as Chinese may not be the same as
“devotion to China”, but identification as both Chinese and
Hong Kongers is a pre-requisite for “devotion to China and
Hong Kong”. The fact that a majority of Hong Kong people
identify themselves as both "Hong Konger” and “Chinese”
provides a strong basis for implementation of 1C2S.

Statistical analysis yields the observation that there exists
a significant positive correlation between identification as a
Hong Konger and identification as Chinese, suggesting that
the more strongly one identifies with Hong Kong, the more
strongly one also identifies with China (see Figure 4). The
converse also holds. The rank correlation coefficient is 0.184
andis statistically very significantatthe 99.9% confidence level,
which is similar to the first survey where the corresponding
coefficient was highly significant at 0.132. The finding that the
two identities as "Hong Konger” and “Chinese” are mutually
reinforcing each other again provides a strong basis for the
implementation of 1C2S.
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Fig 3: Scatter Plot for Citizens’ Self-Identification (Valid Sample Size: 986)
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Fig 4: Rank Correlation of Citizens’ Self-ldentification (Valid Sample Size: 986)
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Survey Design: Comparison with Other Public Surveys

The University of Hong Kong (HKU), and the Chinese University
of Hong Kong (CUHK] have the following three well-known
programmes that track the self-identification of the Hong
Kong public with longitudinal surveys:

i. The HKU Public Opinion Programme [(HKUPOP) has
surveyed the self-identification of the Hong Kong public
since 1997:

il. The CUHK Center for Communication and Public Opinion
Survey has carried out similar surveys since 1996;

iii. The Centre for Social and Political Development Studies,
HK Institute of Asia-Pacific Studies, CUHK has conducted

similar surveys since 1998.

The results of these three studies have been widely quoted by
scholars and the press in Hong Kong.

In the past, the first two studies have classified the public’'s
self-identification into four categories, namely ‘Hong Konger’,
‘Hong Kong Chinese’, 'Chinese Hong Konger” and ‘Chinese’,
while the third study has classified the public's self-
identification into two categories, namely ‘Hong Konger” and
‘Chinese’. Such classifications implicitly put the 'Hong Konger’
and ‘Chinese’ identities as mutually exclusive, implying that
the more strongly one identifies himself as "Hong Konger’, the
less strongly one identifies himself as 'Chinese’. Our research
and analysis suggests that in reality, the contrary holds. Many
citizens identify themselves strongly as both "Hong Kongers’
and ‘Chinese’ - to ask that citizens choose one amongst the
four categories (or one amongst the two categories) above can
easily lead to bias.

The above three studies are designed to identify the primary
identification of interviewees. However, if interviewees identify
equally strongly (or equally weakly) as both 'Hong Kongers’
and ‘Chinese’, compelling them to choose one over another
would give misleading results. Figure 1 shows that 41.7% of the
public have equally strong identification with both identities.
Moreover, in the scatter plot, the 3 largest groups are those
giving equally high scores of 5 or 6 or 7 as to both identities.
The 3 groups together account for 37.3% of our sample.
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Besides possible bias, the above questionnaire designs also do
not allow researchers to answer the following two important
questions on identity raised in this study:

i. What is the proportion of the public that strongly (or
relatively strongly) identify themselves as both 'Hong
Konger' and ‘Chinese’?

ii. Is the identification with "Hong Konger” and with ‘Chinese’
correlated?

Our survey finds that, in the last half year, the public have
identified themselves more strongly as 'Hongkonger’ and
also as ‘Chinese’. On the other hand, HKUPOP finds that the
strength of identities goes in opposite directions: ldentity as
‘Hongkonger’ has strengthened as identity as 'Chinese’ has
weakened. This is because HKUPOP assumes that the two
identities are mutually exclusive and compels respondents
to choose one identity over the other: If respondents identify
more with "Hongkongers’, they must identify less with
‘Chinese’. Such a questionnaire design can produce highly
biased results.

Over recent years, HKUPOP has also acknowledged the fact
that bias is likely to occur when requesting interviewees to
select one amongst the four categories above. Indeed, in its
news release at the end of 2016, the programme admits that:
“the concepts of 'Hongkongers', 'Hongkongers in China’,
‘Chinese’ and 'Chinese in Hong Kong' may overlap with each
other, and making a one-in-four choice may not reflect the
actual strengths of one’s ethnic identities”. Since June 2007,
the Public Opinion Programme has incorporated separate
questions that seek to identify specifically the strengths of
citizens' identification with ‘Hong Konger' and ‘Chinese’,
using methods that are similar to those adopted by this study.
However, the other two surveys have yet to carry out a similar
revision - there is thus obvious room for improvement. Lastly,
though the HKUPOP has added separate questions on identity
since 2007, it has not released any analysis of the above two
questions based on its data.
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Identity as “Chinese” across groups by age, by educational attainment, and by political inclination:

Comparison of two rounds of surveys

Table 3 compares the self-identity as “Chinese” across groups
by age, by educational attainment, and by political inclination
in the two rounds of surveys. In the second survey, all age
groups (18 years to over 70 years old], and also all groups
by educational attainment (from primary level to graduate
school], have relatively strong identity as “Chinese”, with
ratings above the median of 4. In comparison with the first
survey, the identity as “Chinese” of the majority of age groups
(including Young Adults), and of the majority of groups by
educational attainment, have both increased.

Traditional surveys found that only seniors, or the less
educated, or Pro-establishment supporters have relatively
strong identity as “Chinese”. Our survey found that all age
groups and also all groups by educational attainment have
relatively strong identity as “Chinese”.

For groups identified by political inclination, Pro-
establishment supporters and Moderates identify themselves
strongly as “Chinese”. The strength of their identification
has also increased in the last half year. The increase in
the strength of identity of Pro-establishment supporters is
statistically significant at the 95% level. Though the strength
of identification of Pan-Democrats as “Chinese” is slightly
above the median of 4 in the second survey, the strength of
their identification has fallen, and the decrease is statistically
significant at the 95% level. Localists/Self-determinists have
relatively weak identity as “Chinese”, with a rating of around
3. The strength of their identification has also fallen in the last

half year.
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Table 3: Self-identity as "Chinese” of Groups by Age, by Education, and by Political Inclination: Comparison of Two Rounds of Surveys

ZIAE [(5]ad S Skl
Respondents Share Average [1-7)
2017.6  2017.12 2017.6 2017.12 2017.6  2017.12
FIBME All Respondents 979 986 100%  100% 496 500
RFHRESD 18-29 176 169 18.0% 17.2% 3.97 4.04
A
* 30-39 165 166 16.9% 16.9% 454 477
40-49 173 173 17.7% 17.6% 5.05 4.92
50-59 204 201 20.8% 20.4% 525 5.29
60-69 141 147 14.4% 15.0% 5.44 554
70 L 70 or above 120 127 12.3% 12.9% 583 5.66
RYBEREID INEZKLAN Primary or Below 124 121 12.7% 12.3% 565 5.80
Educational Nb o o
Attainment fcb Secondary [F.1 - F.3) 17 121 12.0% 12.3% 537 554
B% Secondary (F.4 - F.7) 293 295 30.1% 30.1% 5.08 4.93
%5 _EIFET Non-degree tertiary 115 116 11.8% 11.8% 4.64 4.89
REAEU Bachelor's degree 271 274 27.8% 28.0% 4.47 4.51
B %5B5 Postgraduate degree 55 53 5 6% 5 4% 524 4.92
b=t CIOEIbal 2HIR Pro-establishment* 98 94 10.4% 10.5% 633 6.65
Political Inclination .
PEIX Moderates 568 591 60.6% 64.4% 5.16 5.26
RLIX Pro-democrats* 208 199 22.2% 21.7% 4.43 4.09
REBMRIR Localists and Self-determinists 44 32 6.8% 3 5% 3.00 284

* B RENEERRST L5%BIRBKTF

The change in self-identification is statistically significant at the 95% confidence interval.

Moderates are the mainstream of society (65% of our sample
in the second survey). The increase in the strength of identity
as “Chinese” of the public reflects the trend of Moderates and
Pro-establishment supporters. However, the self-identity as
“Chinese” of Pan-Democrats and Localists/Self-determinists
(23% of our sample) are moving further and further away from
that of the majority. This is a cause for concern.

Though the identity of Young Adults (18 to 29 years old] as
“Chinese” has strengthened slightly in the last half year; it is
only marginally above the median of 4. Policy makers need to
work hard to cultivate national identity among Young Adults.
Young Adults” identification as “Chinese” appears to be deeply
polarized - 40% identify themselves relatively strongly as
Chinese (above 4); 39% identify themselves relatively weakly
(below 4), with the remaining 21% identifying themselves
moderately so.
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Knowledge of Basic Law (Question 11)

Though the public’s self-rating (on a scale of 1 to 10) of its
familiarity with the Basic Law has increased slightly from 4.45
in the first survey to 4.53 in the second survey, the rating is still
below the median of 5, indicating that the public's knowledge
of Basic Law is inadequate.

7 GBETFENSEEDRNEE? (Q14)
Whose Responsibility Is It When Conflicts Arise between
(Question 14)

When asked to allocate blame between Central Government
and Hong Kong when conflicts arise in the implementation of
1C2S, a declining majority (declining from 58% to 52.4% in the
last half year]) of the public selected "Equally Responsible”,
as per Table 4. In this survey, the respective numbers of
individuals who held that the responsibility lay with the
Mainland or Hong Kong were roughly comparable (respectively
26.4% and 21.3%). The corresponding numbers are higher
than those in the first survey (respectively 25.4% and 16.6%].
In other words, more people are blaming either the Central
Government or Hong Kong, indicating that public opinions are
moving towards polarization. This is a worrying trend.

EMWMRADP  DREBMNAZSRHAN
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Table 4: Responsibility for Conflict between Hong Kong and the Mainland

SHAH SEEN —yep EEEEE st
Respondents Mainland is Both are Equally Hong Kong is Total
Responsible Responsible Responsible
2017.6 2017.12 2017.6 2017.12 2017.6 2017.12 2017.6 2017.12
BEE 93 89 5.4% 0.0% 34.4% 29.2%  60.2% 70.8% 100%
Pro-establishment
PRIIK 546 571 18.1% 20.3%  65.9% 60.8%  15.9% 18.9% 100%
Moderates
REMRLERT 271 224 469% 52.2%  502% 42.6%  3.0% 7.6% 100%
Pro-democrats, localists and
self-determinists
st 910 884 25.4% 26.4%  58%  52.4%  16.6% 21.3% 100%

Total

Arising majority of Pro-Establishment supporters (rising from
60.2% to 70.8% in the last half year) held that the responsibility
primarily lay with Hong Kong. However, a rising share of
Pan-Democrats and Localists/Self-determinists (rising from
46.9% to 52.2%) believe that the responsibility lay mostly with
Mainland China. The opinions of the two camps are polarizing.

Amongst moderates and independents, a declining majority
(declining from 65.9% to 60.8% in the last half year) held that
both partieswere equallytoblame. Inthissurvey, the respective
numbers of individuals who held that the responsibility
lay with Mainland or Hong Kong were roughly comparable
(respectively 20.3% and 18.9%). The corresponding numbers
are slightly higher than those in the first survey (respectively
18.1% and 15.9%). This shows opinions within Moderates are
also polarizing.

The results suggest that both the Central Government and
Hong Kong ought to reflect on its own responsibility for
deadlocks and conflicts between the two.

AREYRHTCRRTENEETENEE - B
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Emigration and Confidence in 1C2S (Q21,Q22)

RXRAHOR - EEREHRP - WK '8 [—BWmH] A0 stERRNOLFIR7.7%  tt E—mBEH19.4% NE - 2
OJEMER - TPER2P - BWR A0 sHEIRROLAIRS.9% - B E—#HiBEH7.9% NE - @ikt Ba=8
R - ARERRIBERTZP BFK [HEL] stERRNLAR15.7% St E—#wiBEH13.9% L - REIRI0
REIBRIK (5HRR25%) BUBXRERPREIR (151 MR66%) M AZBNHREEMM °

W 10 metaEREMND  B403%2PBIR (BN L—#B952.3%) » 50.7%2IF2HIR (BSR L—#HH
46%) ©

In Table 5, 7.7% of the public indicate that they have plans to emigrate due to their lack of confidence in
1C2S. This ratio is lower than 9.4% in the first survey, and this is an encouraging development. Among
Moderates, the ratio of those who plan to emigrate due to their lack of confidence in 1C2S has declined
from 9.4% to 5.9% in the last half year, which is also encouraging. However, among the pan-democrats,
localists and self-determinists (25% of our sample), the ratio of those who plan to emigrate due to their
lack of confidence in 1C2S has increased from 13.9% to 15.7% in the last half year. Their attitude is
diverging from those of Moderates (65% of our sample) and the general public.

Among those who plan to emigrate due to their lack of confidence in 1C2S, 49.3% were moderates
[slightly lower than 52.3% in the first surveyl, and 50.7% was non-establishment supporters [slightly
higher than 46% in the first survey).

xhER MY [—Bm6] 50 stalRRt
Table 5: Citizens” Emigration Plans due to the Lack of Confidence in 1C2S

SZHAE RRH —Bm6H] [E0] stEIBERNH
Respondents Due to the Lack of Confidence in 1C2S
2017.6 2017.12 2017.6 2017.12

e 100 96 1.0% 0.0%

Pro-establishment

PRI 583 596 7.9% 5.9%

Moderates

RERORL SRR 274 229 13.9% 15.7%

Pro-democrats, localists and ' ’

self-determinists

el 957 921 9.4% 7.7%




Past studies have suggested that surveys often inaccurately
amplify the number of individuals who seek to emigrate, for
only a fraction of those who express interest in emigrating
eventually do so in reality - as such, caution should be
exercised in interpreting the findings, though they still provide
valuable reference of the degree and extent of concern.
Amongst the moderates, those who confess to having plans
to emigrate due to their lack of confidence in 1C2S may do
so due to - on one hand - their disillusionment towards the
Central Government and the Pro-Establishment, but also -
on the other - disillusionment towards perceived instability
instigated by the “Yellow Ribbons”; the latter may cause
disaffection amongst the moderates due to the perceived
damage of radical politics on the rule of law and Hong Kong's
economy. Neither of the possibilities above could be ruled out.

9 —+=msEEm (Q10)
Attitudes towards Article 23 Public Consultation (Q10)

Table 6 shows that, on the scale of 1 to 7, the opinions of
whether the government should initiate public consultation
for Article 23 legislation are clearly divided, with 18.6% (16.1%
in the first survey] selecting 1 (“"very unnecessary”), and 17.7%
(15.5% in the first survey) opting for 7 ("very necessary”).

The reason for such polarization plausibly is due to the fact that
a considerable proportion of the public is strongly opposed to
having Article 23 legislated at all, and hence is opposed to
any consultation, whilst those in favour hold that - given the
inevitability of Article 23's legislation under the Basic Law,
it is marginally better to have at least some consultation, as
opposed to none.
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Comparedwithmoderatesorindependents, pro-establishment
voters are more inclined towards “very necessary”, whilst pan-
democrats, localist and self- determinists are more inclined
towards “very unnecessary”. Amongst samples that explicitly
state their political stance, 58.4% (53.9% in the first survey)
of those who answered “very unnecessary” were moderates,
whilst 57.5% (60% in the first survey) of those who answered
“very necessary” were also moderates - constituting roughly
the same proportion in both extremes. With regards to public
consultation on Article 23 legislation, moderates - as with the
wider Hong Kong public - remain deeply divided. In view of
this, policy makers should exercise caution in approaching
this subject.

TN A= IRIDEBS
Table 6: Attitudes towards Article 23 Public Consultation

HPBERVEBISBRONT R E - 25K
WREO [FEERE] 3858 MERETK
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8 - BT EEXRPBUSREIRR - fERR
[FEFEEFR] BHANHERP  584% 2P
Bk (E—#MPESR53.9%) @ ERR [3F
EERE] #BHHHERP - 57.5% th2P[
X (E—#WBE260%) - MSthBESIE
8 - T =RIDASSHNRE - PREIKE
EEHR-IFRBHE  RREFR/IUNE
= .

feilbe PREIR REMATBRIK
Pro-establishment Moderates Pro-democrats, Localists
and Self-determinists

2017.6 2017.12 2017.6 2017.12 2017.6 2017.12
N 95 93 551 574 263 224
1 3.2% 7.5% 15.1% 16.9% 25.9% 26.8%
2 6.3% 6.5% 10.3% 13.4% 22.4% 24.6%
3 10.5% 7.5% 18.9% 13.1% 16.0% 92.5%
4 12.6% 7.5% 15.2% 16.0% 11.0% 12.1%
5 15.8% 19.4% 12.9% 17.4% 6.5% 8.2%
6 21.1% 9.7% 10.7% 7.3% 5.7% 3.5%
7 30.5%  47.9% 16.9% 15.9% 12.5% 12.1%

T Average 5.17 4.55 4.00 4.25

3.17 2.99%

B
i
i
.l
.
L




10 mwmEoLBNGHES
New Topics after the First Survey

After the first survey, some hot topics have arisen which may
influence the public’'s assessment of 1C2S. In the second
survey, we include below six new questions to collect the
public’'s opinion:

1. The work report of 19th CPC National Congress states that
the Central Government has “overall jurisdiction over Hong
Kong”, and will ensure that 'One Country, Two Systems’ “will
not change”. Are you worried that the Central Government
will tighten its policy towards Hong Kong? (Q15)

2. Recently some lawmakers motion for the amendment of
the Rules of Procedure of the Legislative Council to restrict
filibustering. Do you agree with this amendment? Do you
strongly disagree, disagree, half-half, agree or strongly
agree? (Q16)

3. Since Carrie Lam has been appointed CE, do you think
societal division have increased, decreased or unchanged?
(Q17)

4. The Government proposes ‘co-location arrangement’ for
the Express Rail Link. Do you support this? (Q18]

5. Do you think the ‘co-location arrangement’ has positive,
negative or no impact on ‘One Country, Two Systems’? (Q19)

6. Do you think the enactment of the national anthem law by
the Hong Kong government has positive, negative or no
impact on ‘One Country, Two Systems’? (Q20)

TEE—HmBSE  BIRADHPIMEE -
O EMRY [—@mH] 65HE - 3
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REEENM - IREELRR? ] (Q16)
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I
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BERBTNAIFRSHARMRPRESBECREUIE (Q15)

Public concern about the tightening of the Central Government’s policy towards Hong Kong in
the light of Work Report of 19th CPC National Congress (Q15]

Table 7 shows that among all the respondents, 45.0% are
“worried” or “very worried” that the Central Government
will tighten its policy towards Hong Kong, and only 30.2%
select “unworried” or “very unworried”. As expected, most of
the pro-establishment supporters are “unworried” or “very
unworried” (75.5%). Among moderates (64.8% of our sample),
those who are “worried” or “very worried” constitute 38.2%,
which is slightly higher than those who are “unworried” and
“very unworried” (33.6%). On the whole, the public is worried
about the tightening of the Central Government's policy
towards Hong Kong in the light of Work Report of 19th CPC
National Congress.

MELAR - EEBBIRADP - 46.0%HRE
™ TEE] S [EBEE]  RBE30.2%%
™ IANEBE] X [FHRBEAER] - — W
o RBDRHIRER [RES] o [3F
BAES] (76.5%) - KEDIFRFIRKY
w2 X [FEEE] (76.0%) -
EPERODRP (IBMRIKM64.8%) &
™ TEE] Sk [FEBIEE] 895382% @ E
RERER [MNER] X [FEAER] B
33.6% - EEMS - MERYTNALIFRS
B fE - ZREEPRHEBBICRSKRE -

Table 7: Public concern about the tightening of the Central Government’s policy towards Hong Kong in the light of Work Report of 19th CPC

National Congress

ZAAH NEB/EBRNESE —H EE/FEBIEE st
Respondents Unworried/ Half-Half Worried/ Total
Very Unworried Very Worried
AR 9% 75.5% 18.1% 6.4% 100%
Pro-establishment
PR 595 33.6% 28.2% 38.2% 100%
Moderates
REMALERE 229 8.3% 16.7% 76.0% 100%
Pro-democrats, Localists
and Self-determinists
Ast 918 31.6% 24.1% 4ty 3% 100%
Subtotal
B 1006 30.2% 23.1% 45.0% 98.4%

Total valid samples

'n*nnnn__}n'n
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Opinion on Amendment of the Rules of Procedure of the Legislative Council to Restrict

Filibustering (Q16)

Table 8 shows 43.5% of the public “agree” or “strongly agree”
amending the Rules of Procedures to restrict filibustering,
and only 32.9% “disagree” or “strongly disagree”. Most of the
pro-establishment supporters (85.1%) “agree” or “strongly
agree”, while most (59.6%) non-establishment supporters
“disagree” or “strongly disagree”. Among the moderates
(64.6% of our samplel, 51% “agree” or “strongly agree”, and
only 25.9% “disagree” or “strongly disagree”. On the whole,
the public leans towards restricting filibustering.

T\ HERDESHERAREENHNRE

R\ R - EEERADP » B43.5%HER
[B&E] X [FEBR] EESRRIRG
HERM - RB329%%&: [BER] ot [
FBBEBER] - —W0MR - KPDRBIR
(85.1%) &m [E=] o [FEER]
MASNDIERBIR (69.6%) RIFE: [15E
R] A [FEBEOR] - EPEIROHRP
(5% A64.6%) - 81%Fm [BR] = T
FEEE]  RBE269%ER [BER] X
[FERBER] - BEMS  MRMEORE
TR °

Table 8: Opinion on Amendment of the Rules of Procedure of the Legislative Council to Restrict Filibustering

BN BER/FBBER
Respondents Disagree/
Strongly Disagree

—H¥ [E/FFsERE st
Half-Half Agree/ Total
Strongly Agree

REDR 94 7 4% 7.4% 85.1% 100%
Pro-establishment

PRI 582 25.9% 23.0% 51.0% 100%
Moderates

RENELERE 225 59.6% 24.6% 17.8% 100%
Pro-democrats, Localists

and Self-determinists

et 901 32.4% 21.3% 46.3% 100%
Subtotal

AR R 1003 32.9% 20.5% 43.5% 96.8%

Total valid samples

1.1C2S OVERVIEW: TELEPHONE SURVEY
LT—EmH ] BRNEFRSE
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The Impact of Carrie Lam’s appointment as CE on Societal Division (Q17)

How does Carrie Lam’s appointment as CE affect societal
division? Among all the respondents (Table 9), 49.0% opt for
“unchanged”; 41.0% opt for "decreased” and only 7.6% select
“increased”. The majority of the pro-establishment supporters
(63.2%) opt for “decrease” and only 2.1% select “increase”.
51.9% of non-establishment opt for “unchanged”; 33.8% opt
for "decreased”, and only 14.3% selected “increased”. Among
moderates (64.3% of our sample), 52.7% opt for “unchanged”;
42.3% opt for “"decreased” and only 4.9% selected “increased”.
On the whole, the public tend to think that the appointment of
Carrie Lam as CE has decreased societal division.

TN MR LEHT RN E

Table 9: The Impact of Carrie Lam’s Appointment as CE on Societal Division

MBEAB LS HUESWREOFE " E
BEERADP (RN 49.09HERRE T
] - 4A1.0%RBILESHH [RD ]
RBE7T6%RBIESHR M1B0] - KD
2ENR (63.2%) RRTSHE [ED ]
CRB2ANRRESEHR [1B0] - =
RIERBIK - BO1.9%RRESHWH 17
2|  338nREAESHER (W] R
B14.3%RBESHK M180] - EPEIR
HHRP (EKA64.3%) » 52.7%RB1t
SR [T72] - 423%RRESHE A
Dl RBANRBALSHR [1EB0] - @
BMS - PRGBS R MBS 8
EEERD -

STHAE 1Bho Eo) - bt fRst
Respondents Increased Unchanged Decreased Total
AR 95 2.1% 34.7% 63.2% 100%
Pro-establishment
PRI 586 4,9% 52.7% 42.3% 100%
Moderates
REARLERR 231 14.3% 51.9% 33.8% 100%
Pro-democrats, Localists
and Self-determinists
et 912 7.0% 50.7% 42.3% 100%
Subtotal
BRI 1006 7.6% 49.0% 41.0% 97.6%

Total valid samples

N
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Opinion on the ‘co-location arrangement’ for the Express Rail Link (Q18])

Table 10 shows that, 49.5% of the public "support” or "strongly ~ #Fx+08 » EERERKAD » 49.5%mR [
support” the ‘co-location arrangement’ for the Express Rail %] o [FEEZE] BFIREN—IHRHR
Link. Only 22.6% “oppose” or “strongly oppose”. Most of the 1= QB0 euHRER B of [
pro-establishment supporters (86.6%) “support” or “strongly  sempEwi | - @A EHREIE (86.6%)
support” the ‘co-location arrangement’, and only 3.1% (S| o [ESSESE] - 9531%
“oppose” or “strongly oppose”. Among non-establishment S [ESH5 ] o [IESESE| -
supporters, 41.8% “oppose” or “strongly oppose”, and only REIEA1 B%ET (B | o [HEMES

Bl BE RBE271%%EM %551 3N T3k
BXEF] c APERIHRP (IGRIKK
64.6%) - 55.8% [X#] ot [FEEXH]
The public supports the Government’s proposal of ‘co-location RE - REV%Em [1BX5] %X [3FR0B
arrangement’ on the Express Rail Link. 2F] - RIBMS - MRXFBIGERDBN—
MRS ZR ©

27.1% “support” or “strongly support” the ‘co-location
arrangement’. Among moderates (64.3% of our sample],
55.8% “support” or “strongly support” the ‘co-location
arrangement’, and only 17% “oppose” or “strongly oppose”.

&t ROXBHERBN— MRS R

Table 10: Opinion on the ‘co-location arrangement’ for the Express Rail Link#

SZHAE B2/ BIET —¥¥ SR/IFEBRF @t
Respondents Oppose/ Half-Half Support/ Total
Strongly Oppose Strongly Support
BAR 97 3.1% 10.3% 86.6% 100%
Pro-establishment
PRI 588 17.0% 27.2% 55.8% 100%
Moderates
REMRLERR 225 41.8% 31.1% 271% 100%
Pro-democrats, Localists
and Self-determinists
et 910 21.6% 26.4% 52.0% 100%
Subtotal
IRAIIN 1006 22.6% 25.4% 49.5% 97.4%

Total valid samples

*RIB/A2017F1282385# - ERAXNBEZSHRBB MR (BFLH) - BLARRBNERBRIUIEBIRAOFEHE -
#The survey was concluded on 23 Dec 2017 and thus cannot reflect the controversy relating to the approval of the Co-operation Arrangement
for the co-location arrangement by the NPC Standing Committee

1.1C2S OVERVIEW: TELEPHONE SURVEY
LT—Ems ] BRNEERSA
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Impact of the ‘co-location arrangement’ for the Express Rail Link on 1C2S (Q19)

Table 11 shows that, 48.9% of the public thinks that there will ~#FT+—08 » EEEHRKRDP » 48.9%MR
be “no impact” of ‘co-location arrangement’ on 1C2S; 31.5% @REAZYE —E@WF] O]  31.5%
opt for "negative impact”, and 13.6% opt for “positive impact”. a5 ([a@FZE|  136%RESE [F

Most of the pro-establishment supporters opt for "no impact”  geses| - xmONRENR (652%) RBHE

(65.2%), and 32.6% opt for “positive impact”. Among non- w—BWE ] (522  326%R85

S
establishment voters, 56.1% opt for “negative impact”, but (FESE] - ERERENT - 556.1%R

RHEE [BBFE] - 407%WRRHE
gl -

40.7% opt for “no impact”.

Among the moderates (64.4% of our sample), 55% opt for “no

impact”; 27.8% opt for “negative impact”, and 17.2% opt for
EPEHROHRD (ERENR64.4%)

S5%RRPE [OFE]  278%RBPHE

B ranyZ] 172%0RRBARE IE
FE] - RIEMS - ZHDRABBLN

—IMIRS RS [—EmS | WERE -

“positive impact”. To conclude, most of the public do not think
that the "co-location arrangement’ has any impact on 1C2S.

T BENSE—thmiRoRY [—EWmb ] 89 E

Table 11: Impact of the ‘co-location arrangement’ for the Express Rail Link on 1C25#

SHA FEYE B eEYE @zt
Respondents Positive Impact No Impact Negative Impact Total

BAER 92 32.6% 65.2% 2.2% 100%

Pro-establishment

PRIIT 565 17.2% 55.0% 27.8% 100%

Moderates

REMALERR 221 3.2% 40.7% 56.1% 100%

Pro-democrats, localists and

self-determinists

Mt 878 15.3% 52.5% 32.2% 100%

Subtotal

BT 1005 13.6% 48.9% 31.5% 94.0%

Total valid samples

#RMBE2017F12823872/S - BRAXRBZEERBE MR (BIFLH) - RUWRRBAGERBRITEDIRNNFHE -
#The survey was concluded on 23 Dec 2017 and thus cannot reflect the controversy relating to the approval of the Co-operation Arrangement
for the co-location arrangement by the NPC Standing Committee.
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Impact of Enactment of the National Anthem Law by the Hong Kong Government on 1C2S (Q20)

Table 12 shows that 42.7% of the public believe enactment of
the national anthem law will have a "negative impact” on 1C2S;
34.3% believe there will be “no impact”, and 16.3% believe
there will be “positive impact”. Among pro-establishment
supporters, 45.6% opted for “positive impact”, which is slightly
higher than those who opted for “no impact” -- 43.3%. Most of
the non-establishment supporters (71.6%) opt for “negative
impact”, and only 25.3% select "no impact”.

Among the moderates (63.9% of total), 41.1% opt for "no
impact”, 38.8% opt for “negative impact”, and 20.1% select
“positive impact”. In conclusion, the public has a certain
degree of worry on the enactment of the national anthem law.

&t SBREE LAY [—EWmE] e

TR EERBMP  427%HER
RS IEREY [—Bmt ] B [RR%
] 343%mm [OFE] - 16.3%RR R
ETEAEFE] - £#2FkP - ABE ML

FE] NB45.6%  BWREBNAR [
2] §943.3% - ABDIFRFIR (71.6%) R
RE [EBFE] H RBE263%RR [HF
£ -

EPERNHEP (ERIKKE3.9%)
CMA%RB [HIHE] - 388%RBE 8
FE] 201%WRRE [EBFE] -

RIBMS - DRUSTURREE—EEE -

Table 12: Impact of Enactment of the National Anthem Law by the Hong Kong Government on 1C2S

ZTHAH FB®E e SEXE MR5t
Respondents Positive Impact No Impact Negative Impact Total
ZhR 90 45.6% 43.3% 11.1% 100%
Pro-establishment
PRIIK 557 20.1% L1.1% 38.8% 100%
Moderates
REFRLERIK 225 3.1% 25.3% 71.6% 100%
Pro-democrats, localists and
self-determinists
gt 872 18.3% 37.3% 44.4% 100%
Subtotal
BB IR 1005 16.3% 34.3% 42.7% 93.3%

Total valid samples

1.1C2S OVERVIEW: TELEPHONE SURVEY
LT—Ems ] BRNEERSA
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Summary of Opinion on New Topics

RIBMS - HERBWOA LSRR BOEREL A1 - HRIELPREEHEHERIU
2 MBLSBRNI IERZE  SLER2RIEHSHRE [—EMH ] 960 -

&

pLd

ER—HB TRXFHGRBN—MMRSE - WRRHERY M6 ] WHES
2 - MRBOE/MRFIAN - WARARMLSHERAMBEE LERWMD - BLERROIGE
NamhERYE [—EMH ] 5L -

MREE—HPHSYE [—EBmH ] )\ @IREFIHFTN24.88 - E_#WMRAR484 - 57
DIBZEEM - NFRRA LBVHRR - HHRNFTDREREUNTE -

To summarize, the public has different attitudes towards the six new
questions. The public is worried about the tightening of the Central
Government's policy towards Hong Kong and the enactment of the national
anthem law. These concerns may weaken the public's confidence in 1C2S.

On the other hand, the public supports the government’s proposal of
the “co-location arrangement” and thinks there will be no impact on
1C2S. Moreover, the public tends to agree with restricting filibustering
in LegCo. They think that societal division have decreased after Carrie
Lam’s appointment as CE. These developments may strengthen public’s
confidence in 1C2S.

The average score of the eight questions on 1C2S is 4.88 in the first survey
and 4.84 in the second survey. The score is largely unchanged, showing
that the new topics do not affect the public's assessment decisively.
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Index (B): International Freedom and

Democracy Indices

Freedoms and democracy are core components of 1C2S; given
the inevitable subjectivity in public polls, there exists important
referential value in the more objective international indices.
Index (B] is the average of 3 indices, namely, the Economic
Freedom Index and Personal Freedom Index of CATO-Fraser
Institutes, and the Democracy Index of the EIU (Economic
Intelligence Unit). The average of the Economic Freedom and
Personal Freedom Indices is known as the Human Freedom
Index, which is the most comprehensive index of freedom
available. Hong Kong has always ranked world’s number one
in Economic Freedom, and has also ranked highly in Personal
Freedom. As a result, Hong Kong has also been world’'s
number one in Human Freedom from 2008 to 2014.

Hong Kong's rank in the Democracy Index has been mediocre,
behind Japan, Taiwan, and South Korea. This is expected
as Hong Kong's Chief Executive is not elected by universal
suffrage.

As Hong Kongis a highly developed region and given that highly
developed regions tend to have comparatively higher Freedom
and Democracy Indices as compared with developing regions
- we have selected certain neighbouring developed countries
and territories (namely, Japan, South Korea, Singapore, and
Taiwan) as the benchmarks for comparison and assessment
of Hong Kong's performance. We have also compared the
respective scores of the Mainland and Hong Kong under the
indices, so as to identify whether Hong Kong has become
increasingly ‘Mainlandised” under 1C2S. For brevity, we will
refer to Japan, South Korea, Singapore, Taiwan, and the
Chinese mainland as ‘neighbouring territories’.

BEHHEEERE [—BEMH ] NE2HD @ R
MRBE—2EHYE - RIBEEMWDMIT T
—EIMFI ] B9ARR - IR T ARBURED
BRI B2Z 7 HHIHABEEHND
B8 - IBHBR=IRIBHHTFIHD - DA
RRFMAPARIEPTRPAmHIN [R5
BIEH] & [BASHEH] HKESALR
HH TREBH] - [EESHIEL 70 T
BAE®BEH] NFHERBER [ ARE8
B8l  EENWEEDNEHPT  RE®
B—ig - BEEEESHHB—ESVER
B— EEABBHLERSHEF - Hit -
EBE2008F EZ2014FHE—BET [ A8
B8] HIStRE— -

BNEBRESETRRE  MUSBE T
REEH] PHHEEARRE - SBNE
DRNBR - &ENRE - RIS -

ARSEESERRNMME - —MRMS » 3
EHRNBSDEHHRREEY - BN ER
hovith(E - BUAFPIREENS BT ER
RN - BFOR - M8 AIRKREE
fEL 8 - RSB EBHVRIR - FPIRLLE R
HERSENEDHEHEREEH  BIRE T
—EmF] 2 THNEBESBO [ KE ]
- MERIESR - AMIEIBBIR - FR ~ N0
1’ BRPENE [Tt -



As the Human Freedom Index covers a very large number of
countries, there is a two-year time lag in data compilation.
The 2016 Human Freedom Index used in our first report only
reflects conditions in 2014. The newly released 2017 Human
Freedom Index only reflects conditions in 2015. In this Report,
we update the Human Freedom Index of Hong Kong and
neighbouring territories to 2016 according to the methodology
of CATO-Fraser Institutes. There is no need to update the
Democracy Index as it already reflects conditions in 2016.

B [AREDHEH] BEXSER W #F
EOREMF - HMBE-—MNRSPEMAN
[2016 NSRBI EBIEH | BRIR2014F0V15
W o BRATESTHH (2017 ABBEHhiEs] BR
BR2015FHUIRR - FPIZIRRITHIFFT N3
W FRAMNRETSE - EARRSPRHESHE
RIBioRNARBSBIERE20165F - MR
FIEHEERIR T2016FMIER - FrIARA
BT -

1 20155 [&iEadisg] - [IBABhIEEH] R [REEE] (R+=)
2015 Economic Freedom Index, Personal Freedom Index, and Democracy Index (Table 13)

In 2014 (data used in our First Report], Hong Kong topped the
Human Freedom Index in the world. From 2014 to 2015, Hong
Kong's scores in Economic Freedom and Personal Freedom
declined by 0.7% and 3.2%. As a result, her score in the
Human Freedom Index declined by 2%, and her rank slipped
to world’s number 2 behind Switzerland.

Table 13 compares the 2015 scores and ranks of the three
indices of Hong Kong with neighboring territories. In 2014,
Hong Kong ranked above all neighbouring territories in
Economic Freedom and Personal Freedom. As a result, Hong
Kong also ranked above all neighbouring territories in Index
(B), the Freedom and Democracy Index, even though her rank
in the Democracy Index was mediocre.

In 2015, as a result of the 3.2% decline in Hong Kong's
Personal Freedom Index, Hong Kong slipped behind Taiwan
and Japan in Personal Freedom (but was still ahead of South
Korea and Singapore). Hong Kong still topped all neighbouring
territories in Human Freedom. Thus, Hong Kong's Index (B],
the Freedom and Democracy Index, slipped behind Japan,
Taiwan, and South Korea, but was still ahead of Singapore.

E2014F (HME-RBSHAEHAH
B - BBE [ ARSHEH] PENER
Bfi - B2014FE2016%F » FEKEEH
TOBABBE DDA REE0.7%H03.2% -
It - SBE [AEBDBEE] PHED M E
T2%  SBERILT - BHEMEREB W -

RT=HE2016FSBREPFIMERAE=IR
BHNEDTOHES - 20145F » BBERKE
BBiEA BB H BBl BTt -
It - B EBEREIEHPHSRERD -
BR&EBAEEH— [BHREEH] Pib
HERBERa&E 2 F -

20165 - BHNE B [BABBEHR] T
[E3.2% SRERASHLBEESENS
R (BIRRENBEMMMNIK) - FBERA
EARBBhBBERS MRS - SEN
BHB— [BBREHBHI RBK - B8ERM
FREIBHE - BRREINILR -

ILINDEX (B): INTERNATIONAL FREEDOM AND DEMOCRACY INDICES
Il 55HB: 2ZEARARMEESEOBRENTE
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Table 13: International Indices of Hong Kong and Neighbouring Territories

AEEEBISH (2015)
Human Freedom Index
RFEIEH (2015) R
. Democracy Index Aggregate
KESB BASH8 Rn
Economic Freedom Personal Freedom Aggregate
&8 8.97 (1) 8.79 (26) 8.88 (2] 6.50 (67) 8.09
Hong Kong
PRI 6.40 (134) 5,62 (136) 6.01 (130) 3.14 (136) 5.05
Mainland China
Bk 7.47 (39) 8.93 (23) 8.20 (27) 7.96 (23) 8.12
Japan
EE 7.54 (32) 8.79 (27) 8.17 (29) 7.97 (22) 8.10
South Korea
RTI03 8.81 (2 7.86 (50) 8.34 (18) 6.14 (74) 7.60
Singapore
58 7.70 (21) 8.89 (20) 8.34 (18) 7.83 (31) 8.17
Taiwan

i1 BRARHES - NE

Note 1: Rankings are bracketed.

20 TAKBdEH] 8 [BABH] & [EEed] MEFRIAHTEHER - STERISOERRAME -
Note 2: The ‘Individual Freedom’ and ‘Economic Freedom’ sub-categories each contains a few dozens of individual items, for the assessment
of 159 countries and territories around the world.

130 [REBH] RAGKAH - EERFRSRME - BFEF 2R - s ARE!d » sFERINI67ERREME -
Note 3: The ‘Democracy Index’ assesses 167 countries and territories around the world on the basis of five items: electoral procedural justice
and plurality, governance, political participation, political culture, and civil liberties.
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The Composition of the ‘Personal Freedom Index’ (Table 14)

The "Personal Freedom Index’ is composed of 7 items: they
are respectively, rule of law, security and safety, freedom
of movement, freedom of religion, freedom of association,
freedom of expression and information, and gender identity
and relationships - all key components of human rights and
individual freedoms. Table 14 shows the 2014 scores and
rankings of Hong Kong and neighbouring territories. Hong
Kong's good performance on the Personal Freedom Index
suggests that Hong Kong is indeed capable of defending its
core values under 1C2S.

Despite recent declines in Hong Kong's Personal Freedom
Index, the scores of Hong Kong in rule of law and freedom
of speech are relatively high in comparison with Hong Kong's
scores in the Democracy Index. This is not surprising given
the restrictions on electing the Chief Executive in Hong Kong.
Interestingly, in our surveys, the Hong Kong public also gives
higher scores to rule of law and freedom of speech relative to
Hong Kong's progress in democratization.

&0 EBEREERN [BASBEH] (2015)

Table 14: Personal Freedom Index for Hong Kong and Neighbouring Territories

[BAB®BEH] BtBFIREMEM  DEl
REBS -~ RE B RHBH BB
8B - SHREMNFMIERIREREER - B2 A
BIOASEBNERTR - & +UR2014
FEBRMEOINBODHFHES - BBE T
BABBEH] RIFRY - RMEEBAENIT
®I—Emsl] s NEE -

B HEAMNRBSBEIRR - HRAE
Hilt - BMENERNEBLE R - SBh
FHOABBBEHNEGSDHATEE - A8
BHhIEHNTFIRE 2 PINAISKFIISHE
BRESHBRBREBHNENDRE - AR
SBRESETHREE  8BBRULASA
BN - ERFPINRBP - SBHREEGK
FHSREBHTD @ ORSRESHRER
HERBIFTD °

BAB®BIEEH (2015)

Personal Freedom Index

i) 5 BUE RHEHB Srea SR E HERIFRE) sy
Rule of Law Security & Freedom Religion Freedom of Freedom of MR Aggregate
Safety of Movement Freedom Association  Expression & Gender Identity
& Assembly  Information &
Relationships
&E 7.79(16)  9.40(41)  100001)  926(7)  7.64(71)  877(39)  9.25(36)  8.79(26)
Hong Kong
PRI 465(83)  7510111)  333(143)  494(154) 1.67(126) 5841400  10.00(1)  5.62(136)
Mainland China
Bk 758(200  9.48(27)  1000(1)  875(43)  889(52)  9.23(25)  9.25(36)  8.93(23)
Japan
= 758(21)  9.46(37)  833(71)  926(8)  9.44(39)  9.02(33)  9.25(36)  879(27)
South Korea
R0 804(12)  941(39)  833(71)  7.69(104) 10112)  736(96)  800(77)  7.86(50)
Singapore
858 7.11(25)  950(36)  100001)  9.19(15)  9.86(28)  9.25(24)  10.00(1)  8.89(20)
Taiwan

ILINDEX (B): INTERNATIONAL FREEDOM AND DEMOCRACY INDICES
Il 55HB: 2ZEARARMEESEOBRENTE
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Updating the ‘Economic Freedom Index’

The Heritage Foundation's Economic Freedom Index is very
similar to that of CATO-Fraser Institutes, but the former only
has a one-year time lag instead of the two-years. The 2017
report of Heritage Foundation already reflects conditions in
2016, giving us the data to update the CATO-Fraser Economic
Freedom Index. From 2015 to 2016, Heritage Foundation’s
Economic Freedom Index has risen by 1.01%. We apply this
percentage change to the 2015 Economic Freedom Index of
CATO-Fraser, and the updated 2016 score is 9.09 (Table 16).

b B [BABHIES] (¥+1hH)
Updating the ‘Personal Freedom Index’ (Table 15)

The 7 components of the 'Personal Freedom Index’ are
aggregated from a list of sub-components. We collect the sub-
components from their sources and updated the 'Personal
Freedom Index’ to 2016. A complete list of sub-components
and their sources is shown in Appendix I.

From 2014 to 2016, the scores of 4 sub-indices decreased,
namely, rule of law (falling from 7.8 to 7.14, decreasing
by 8.46%), freedom of religion [falling from 10 to 9.26,
decreasing by 7.4%), association (falling from 9.79 to 7.64,
decreasing by 22%), gender identity and relationship (from
10 to 9.25, decreasing by 7.5%). The scores of 2 sub-indices
rose, namely, security and safety (rising from 9.3 to 9.4,
increasing by 1.1%], and expression and information (rising
from 8.23 to 8.67, increasing by 5.3%). The score of freedom
of movement is unchanged. Hong Kong's score of Personal
Freedom fell from 9.08 in 2014 to 8.62 in 2016, falling by 5.1%.
The 22% decrease in the sub-index of freedom of association
and assembly contributed the most to the fall in the Personal
Freedom Index.
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In comparison with neighbouring territories in 2016, Hong  H#EIMMEE2016FHRIBML - BH
Kong ranked relatively high in freedom of religion (slightly RZEBMBHES (BSRE8E BAKk
ahead of Taiwan, Japan, Singapore, and tie with South  #nlig - RBERED) o BEE NI=@F
Korea). Hong Kong did not rank so well in rule of law (slightly 1mE=®&EAZ  FENE (BERD
ahead of Taiwan but slightly behind Japan, South Korea, and 75 . sa@fgsrinis - BIRSREE) - &3t

Singapore], in association [SUghtly behind Taiwan, South B (BREESE  2@EMNOE - B0

o=

Korea, and Japan but ahead of Singapore], and in expression i) AB=ARENGE (BRAEERS

S offf
and information (slightly behind Taiwan, Japan, and South . OMARE - BEFNESE) - 88

PBE7EFIRE 8 [BASHEHR]
BERNEE - BARNERE - BRTHMAR -
REEMS  BB20165FEMN8.6277 B EEZERVAL
b BT -

Korea but ahead of Singapore]. Aggregating all 7 sub-indices,
Hong Kong's Personal Freedom Index ranked slightly behind
Taiwan, Japan, and South Korea, but ahead of Singapore. As

a whole, Hong Kong's 2016 score of 8.62 was close to those of
developed neighbouring territories.

&0 BHSERBEhEN [BASBEH]
Table 15: Updated Personal Freedom Index for Hong Kong and Neighbouring Territories

B ASEBIEH (2016)
Personal Freedom Index (2016)
Fn viel b BYHE R B8 wiedh SwmiE MRS ®n
Year Ruleof Law  Security & Freedom Religion Freedomof  Freedom of N Aggregate
Safety of Movernent  Freedom Association  Expression & Gender Identity
& Information &
Assembly Relationships

&8 2014 7.80 9.33 10.00 10.00 9.79 8.23 10.00 9.08
Hong Kong

2015 7.79 9.40 10.00 9.26 7.64 8.77 9.25 8.79

2016 714 9.40 10.00 9.26 7.64 8.67 9.25 8.62
PEAM 2016 470 751 3.33 494 1.67 6.08 10.00 5.66
Mainland China
Bk 2016 7.64 9.68 10.00 8.75 8.89 9.02 9.25 8.92
Japan
= 2016 744 9.46 8.33 9.26 9.44 9.01 9.25 8.75
South Korea
RT3 2016 7.68 9.41 8.33 7.69 3.61 7.49 8.00 7.79
Singapore
S 2016 7.11 9.50 10.00 9.19 9.86 9.33 10.00 8.99
Taiwan

ILINDEX (B): INTERNATIONAL FREEDOM AND DEMOCRACY INDICES
Il 55HB: 2ZEARARMEESEOBRENTE
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Updating Index (B) - the Freedom and Democracy Index (Table 16)

ERERASERESERT201600REEH - KEEEHNCESHEBRRBABSHBER - HPIOUAGERHHPAL
BHIEHRIEHB - BE2016FNAESDHIEHESNRLES  SRAEMIIIE - TBIEHB - RESHIEHMNES
2804 - RNGEKDE - ISR BRRHMNRK -

The 2016 Democracy Index was released by the EIU. From the updated Economic Freedom and Personal
Freedom Indices, we can obtain the updated Human Freedom Index and Index (B). In 2016, Hong Kong's
score in the Human Freedom Index was 8.85, above all neighboring territories. Hong Kong's score in
Index (B) - the Freedom and Democracy Index was 8.04, lower than Taiwan and South Korea but above
Japan and Singapore.

TN BIHEBRBTERN I ENERIEH
Table 16: Updated International Indices of Hong Kong and Neighbouring Territories

BHB — [BHREEHIS (2016)

Index (B) - Freedom and Democracy Index (2016)

AEBBIEE (2016)
Human Freedom Index
RE158 (2016) ol
- Democracy Index Aggregate
LESB BABH b al
Economic Freedom Personal Freedom Aggregate
& 9.09 8.62 8.85 6.42 (68) 8.04
Hong Kong
PEAH 7.06 5.66 6.36 3.14 (136) 5.29
Mainland China
B 7.11 8.92 8.02 7.99 (20) 8.01
Japan
e 7.81 8.75 8.28 7.92 (24) 8.16
South Korea
RDIR 8.89 7.79 8.34 6.38 (70) 7.69
Singapore
S 7.89 8.99 8.44 7.79 (33) 8.22
Taiwan
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Hong Kong's trends in terms of different Indices (Table 17)

Hong Kong’'s Economic Freedom Index score decreased from
the 9.17 in 2008 to 8.97 in 2015, but rebounded to 9.09 in 2016.
The Personal Freedom Index climbed from 8.87 in 2008 to a
peak of 9.08 in 2014, but fell to 8.62 in 2016, falling by 5.1%.
The Human Freedom Index score had increased slightly from
9.02 in 2008 to a peak of 9.06 in 2014, but declined to 8.85 in
2016, falling by 2.3%.

Over the past decade, Hong Kong has made some progress
in its democratization, with its Democracy Index score
increasing from 5.85 in 2008 to a peak of 6.5 in 2015, and
rank from the 84th to the 67th. This was probably due to the
increase of directly elected seats in our Legislature. However,
the score fell slightly to 6.42 in 2016, falling by 1.2%. Index (B],
the Freedom and Democracy Index, rose from 7.96 in 2008 to
a peak of 8.19 in 2014, but declined to 8.04 in 2016, falling by
1.8%.

L SBOFEBREHONDBNHES

Table 17: Hong Kong's Scores and Ranks in International Indices

& [CEEDHEH] B H2008F899.17
TBEZE2016FM8.97 - BE2016FOHZE
9.09 - [AABE®BIEL] B2008FH18.87 £
THE20145F899.0851% - B TNEZE20165F
§98.62 » BkI2IR6.1% - [ ANERBHEH] 5
T EB2008F 899.028 9 £ T+ ZE201459.06
HESE - BR2016F NEZE8.85 » KB
2.3%

BrRao+F SBNIREE—TEER R
F 1581 ] B320085895.85 FFHE201556.5
DOITED - BEEBEBAIIRFERET
THEMRIASIBNEERFBR - Bt
R2016ELQEE.429 » NET1.2% ° 35
B— [BEBRITES] 12008F897.96 £ F+
F2014F08.1951% - BE2016F NEE
8.04 NFET1.8% °

BHB — [BhREEH] (2016)

Index (B) - Freedom and Democracy Index (2016)

ABBEBIEH (2016)
Human Freedom Index
REHBH (2016) fiba)
. Democracy Index Aggregate
Y aS]as) BASB 5)
Economic Freedom Personal Freedom Aggregate
2008 9.17 (1) 8.87 (26) 9.02 (1) 5.85 (84) 7.96
2010 8.96 (1) 8.90 (26) 8.93 (1) 5.92 (81) 7.93
201 8.92 (1) 9.14 (18] 9.03 (1) 5.92 (80) 7.99
2012 8.98 (1) 9.09 (18] 9.04 (1) 6.42 (63) 8.16
2013 8.97 (1) 9.01 (20) 8.99 (1) 6.42 (65) 8.13
2014 9.03 (1) 9.08 (20) 9.06 (1) 6.46 (66) 8.19
2015 8.97 (1) 8.79 (26) 8.88 (2) 6.50 (67) 8.09
2016 9.09 8.62 8.85 6.42 (68) 8.04

ILINDEX (B): INTERNATIONAL FREEDOM AND DEMOCRACY INDICES
Il 55HB: 2ZEARARMEESEOBRENTE
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Given the adverse international reactions to recent political
events, the declines in these indices are not surprising. Hong
Kong's Personal Freedom Index, Democracy Index, and
Index (B) - the Freedom and Democracy Index, have declined
respectively by 5.1%, 1.2%, and 1.8% from their peaks. Even
though the Personal Freedom Index has the largest decline,
the 2016 score of 8.62 is still quite decent, close to those of
developed neighbouring territories.

Looking into the change in the seven sub-indices of the
Personal Freedom Index from 2014 to 2016, four sub-indices
have substantial declines, namely, rule of law, religious
freedom, freedom of association and assembly, and gender
identity and relationships. The international community does
have concerns on personal freedoms in Hong Kong.

Qurindicesareonly updatedto 2016 due to data limitations, and
they probably have deteriorated more given the controversial
events in 2017. In 2017, the scores of Hong Kong's Democracy
Index (EIU) and World Freedom Index (Freedom House] fell
another 1.7% and 3.3% respectively. As mentioned above,
though opinions of international think tanks on Hong Kong
have turned negative, opinions of the Hong Kong public on
1C2S have improved. The Hong Kong public has been positive
about the change of CE, but international think tanks have
mostly neglected this change.

Despite recent declines, Hong Kong's scores and rankings
in the Personal Freedom Index, Democracy Index, and Index
(B) - the Freedom and Democracy Index, remain way above
those of the Mainland. The fear that Hong Kong has become
‘Mainlandised’ is vastly exaggerated.

ERERMASH BB OTRNIc S RES
B - PITDASHERIREER ~ mMEIBR
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IFERIBREBRK - BE [BAEDHBHI B9
BB A - 820165 898.62 0385 » 5
SHEGVRB AT DR IBAY -

ME2014F 22016 F B - [BABBIE
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BREIRAIR - FPIBVIEBRBHE2016
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Constructing the Index

Constructing the Index requires the collection of a substantial
volume of data and detailed analysis; this study is merely
the first step in constructing a comprehensive Index. As
aforementioned, whilst the public’'s assessment of 1C2S and
international assessments of Hong Kong's democracy and
freedoms most certainly diverge, both measurements remain
valuable points for reference. As such, we synthesize both
assessments in constructing a more comprehensive index.
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1 wREFEEH0E
Constructing the Index from Public Survey

[—BIm® | SR RBIANEACIREDEHERYE [—EMF] 695HE - ERBNEREN D - HFIRAUNN=1:
HIwEHEH BREET/V

- CABEFIH (HEREDHNTLEY) HHIEH

« A TERD D] fRHIIEE

« DA TEF D] @WRHIIBH -

The 1C2S Public Survey recorded the public's assessments of nine different items under 1C2S; based on
the scores of these nine items, we adopted the following three methods in constructing the Index (see
Table 18 for the results):

«  Simple Average
Principal Component Analysis
Factor Analysis

T[T\ ERBADHHI [—EMF) | 58 (BRIHRAK - 918A)
Table 18: Score Constructed from Public Survey (Valid Sample Size: 918]

Score (1-7) Score (0-10)
NGRS S| 3.99 498
Simple Average
CA TERD DT 4R 3.99 4.99
Principal Component Analysis
LA TEF D] &bl 3964 494

Factor Analysis

—ReAmHBHRER+0EN - RARHREBNBERENTE+2EL NERENNMSEMRRE) - 2UEERE
ANAETBRNFHEEREE +0EL -

The results of all three methods are highly similar, largely due to the clustered nature of the public’'s
assessments of the nine items (cf. the distributions of the nine items are highly correlated], which causes

the core components or sub-items across all three methods to be highly similar.



MESETFIaE (NEEBRENTFN) RIS
Simple Average (of the Nine Items)

This is the most common method employed in constructing
indices - its strength lies in its parsimony and accessibility; its
weakness is that it assigns equal weighting to all items [i.e. it
assumes equal importance for all items).

CA TERMANIR] REHIIEE

Principal Component Analysis

Principal Component Analysis is a statistical method that
processes and simplifies data; it is the standard scientific
method employed in constructing indices. Through statistical
analysis, it extracts the data set's principal components
and identifies their weights in a way that best explains
the variations across the data; its flaw lies in the complex
calculations involved, which render the method inaccessible
to laypersons. After complex calculations, we have found
that there is negligible difference between results arrived at
by using the average approach, and the results acquired via
Principal Component Analysis.

W BEF5Ir] FEHEE
Factor Analysis

Factor Analysis extracts common factors from the data, and
shares a similar methodology with Principal Component
Analysis. Its strength lies in its ability to identify hidden and
representative factors amongst the many variables and group
variables of a similar nature and converting the same into a
common factor, which reduces the total number of variables.
Its weakness is that its complex calculations are difficult to
navigate for laypersons. After complex calculations, we have
found that there is negligible difference between the results
arrived at by using the average approach, and the results
acquired using Factor Analysis.

AR=RHAmAERBR T DL - HPIENR
—EMmH ] 58 -
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Given the similarity of the results from all three methods, we adopted the simplest and most commonly

used method - i.e. the average of the nine items - in constructing the Index.

[II. CONSTRUCTING THE INDEX
i el [ —Em sl 58
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Comparison of Two Rounds of The Index

The Index, which is the average of Indices (A) and (B), is 6.54.
As mentioned before, this is not directly comparable with that
in the first Report. Table 20 compares the scores of the Index
using a fully comparable methodology across the two rounds.
Survey results of the first and second rounds are 4.88 and 4.84
respectively (calculated by the 8 identical questions, see Table
1). The 'Freedom and Democracy Index’ in the first report is
8.19 with data from 2014. Since we have updated the ‘Freedom
and Democracy Index’ to 2016 from international databases,
both rounds of 1C2S Index should employ the latest estimates
of 8.04. Using a fully comparable index construction method,
the Index declined from 6.46 to 6.44, falling by a negligible 0.02
or 0.3%.

TN EWmER [—EMmE ] FE8EETED

Table 19: Comparison of Two Rounds of The Index

[—EmH ] EHRIEHAREBN T -
B16.54 - WHEIFTI  MRRENBEE R
8 o T NETEIUNOLRE RS [
—EMH ] BENTD - £— ZRRHA
HENRIR 4885484 (BFE2OTHH)\
BIREFHE  FIBERER—) - F—RKREM

[BHRIEH] RB2014FMER - B
PNE8.19 o WEASRMIRBEEE RN E Hxis
2 552016 F NS N RB.04 » MEMRSEL
EZEBERRFNMGE - BIA =R
HOR » E—RREN [—ERMHI] E2E
22646 0 ERREAIR6.44 » FERUNRE
0.028%0.3% » BV A RE °

FREBN (BEMB%)
Sub-Item Scores (Equal Weighting Assigned)

95
. Average
BHA RRHBS 588 [BHBREBH
Public Survey Freedom and Democracy
Index
2017.6 4.88 8.04 6.46
2017.12 4.84 8.04 6.44
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Hong Kong's Scores and Ranks in Freedom House's 'Freedom in the World'

Apart from Cato and Fraser Institutes’ Economic and Personal
Freedom Indices, which provide part of the basis for our Index,
the 'Freedom in the World" survey conducted by Freedom
House is also a commonly used indicator for freedom. While
our Index is not based on this index, we think it is perhaps
necessary to comment on it given the recent negative news
on Hong Kong's decline in this index. The 'Freedom in the
World consists of two ratings, namely political rights and civil
liberties, divided into seven scores (Table 20).

According to the 2018 'Freedom of the World" (reflecting
the situation in 2017), Hong Kong has a rating of 2 in civil
liberties (1 representing the freest and 7 the least free] and
5 in political rights, giving an overall rating of 3.5. Ranking
111th in the world, Hong Kong is placed below Japan, Taiwan
and South Korea, yet above Singapore. The aggregate score
of Hong Kong (the total of all 7 scores, higher the freer) fell
continuously by 2 points a year from 67 in 2013 to 61 in 2016,
and fell further to a record low of 59 in 2017.

bRy RILAFRPIFOFELHFPAEN BB
B8l Kk [EABSDEH] - 18B2R]
g1 B8R BBEH ] hE—EBBRSIAMR
SEBSMHIEIR - AFINBH - 2ENAE
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‘Freedom of the World" has a relatively low rating for Hong
Kong, which is different from our ‘Freedom and Democracy
Index’. The 'Freedom and Democracy Index’ isa more balanced
and comprehensive index than the ‘Freedom of the World'.
The former has three main components, namely economic
freedom, personal freedom (similar to Freedom House's civil
liberties) and democracy index (similar to Freedom House's
political rights]. Each component has 1/3 weight. The latter
neglects economic freedom completely (zero weight] and
considers only civil liberties (similar to personal freedom in
the Index] with a weight of 0.6, and political rights (similar to
our democracy index) with a weight of 0.4.

Further, Freedom House's "Civil Liberties’ Index only includes
four main components, while Cato and Fraser Institutes’
‘Personal Freedom Index’ includes seven main components
(Table 14). The latter is thus more comprehensive in scope.

Our Index and Freedom House's ‘Freedom of the World" Index
are not contradictory. In our 'Freedom and Democracy Index’,
Hong Kong has a high ranking for personal freedom and but
only ranked 68th in the ‘Democracy Index’. This is similar to
Freedom House's result (relatively high rating for civil liberties
but low rating for political rights). In addition, part of the data
in two components of the ‘Personal Freedom Index’ (‘Freedom
of Association and Assembly’ and 'Freedom of Expression’)
comes from Freedom House's data (see Appendix I]. It
therefore follows that the widely publicised decline of Hong
Kong in this index does not invalid our results.

Tt [BHZR] O [EREDBEH] WEBHTE (2016)
Table 20: Hong Kong's Scores in Freedom House’s ‘Freedom in the World" (2016)
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Ratings (1-7) Scores
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Electoral Process 3/1 2
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Functioning of Government
SwRE08®H
Freedom of Expression and Belief 1 2/1 6
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Civil Liberties B
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Personal Autonomy and Individual Rights
TR f:Pa)
Overall Rating 3.5 Aggregate Score 61/100
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1C2S Mass Media Index (1C2S MMI)

News sentiment influences public opinion. By mining over
123,000 news articles and 61 million words from 20 local
daily newspapers, 1C2S MMI monitors how “One Country Two
Systems” ("1C2S”) is conveyed in the mass media to provide
a timely barometer of public sentiment towards 1C2S. The
MMI complements our 1C2S Index as media sentiment is an
important factor in the formation of public opinion. To dovetail
with our main Index, we will compile the MMI half yearly.

This represents our initial attempt to use big data techniques
to measure media sentiment towards 1C2S. In the longer
run, subject to resource availability, the MMI opens up many
opportunities of further research in public opinion formation.
The MMI can be compiled at high frequency intervals (e.g.
monthly) as it is not subject to the long time lags of surveys. It
is also possible to investigate the effect of specific significant
events (e.g., co-location arrangement for the Express Rail
link] on media sentiment, or to compare sentiments in the
local and overseas media.

1C25 MMl is a net sentiment index of newspaper articles over
a given time. Newspaper is only part of the media, and the
MMI does not cover news reported by traditional media such
as television and radio, as well as news carried by new media.
Measuring the sentiments of news reported by television and
radio is very difficult as there is no comprehensive text-based
data base available. Measurement of sentiments of new media
is also very difficult as it will be very demanding on resources.
Furthermore, while widely accepted credibility ratings of
different newspapers are available through regular opinion
polls, comparable ratings on the credibility of different new
media outlets are not available. We will thus confine our study
to newspaper articles on 1C2S.

[tshould be notedthat many newspapers have also broadcasted
their news through online outlets such as websites and mobile
apps. In so far as the news articles of these online outlets are
the same as their printed versions, the sentiments of these
articles are already included in our MMI regardless of whether
they are printed or broadcasted online. 1C2S MMI currently
only gauges sentiment of an important subset of mass media,
printed newspapers, as a general representation of sentiment
in mass media.
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IC2S MMI (Half-Yearly)

2017 NHF0) [—BIMH) | EIBEBEUR07.14 » L EHFH99.966E I Nk » B LIS 8BIRMER Bk -

The 1C25 MMl index in the second half of 2017 comes in at 97.14, a slight decrease from 99.96 recorded
in the previous 6 months. This is consistent with the decrease of the main Index.

Ko+ — 1 [—EOMH] BIBEE (HFS)
Table 21: 1C2S MMI (Half-Yearly)

2016 H2 2017 H1 2017 H2

84.04 99.96 97.14

5t [—EmF] BBEEHENEHBIR017F78 - MIRFOQH0EFIER
Note: The base month of 1C2S MMl is set at July 2017, 20 years after the establishment of Hong Kong Special Administrative Region.
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Comparison of Historical Performance of 1C2S MMI

The big data era opens doors to new modes of public opinion
research. Through sentiment analysis, a technique that
combines natural language processing, text analysis and
computational linguistics, researchers can establish the
overall attitude conveyed by a speaker or writer. A Hong Kong
study in 2013 suggests that sentiment analyses lead telephone
surveys by about 2 weeks.!"

sH1:

BRIREHRERS - KBIRSAFR BB
ROHE - BREDIMBEERBSRIE -
XORDIFilst BB SE0RM - HFREREH
EXRPBRIFENEREE - BEL  —
IRHESEETHNRERR - BREDITHGER
BRICBDASKOMBE O -

Note 1: Fu, K. W., & Chan, C. H. (2013). Analyzing online sentiment to predict telephone poll results. Cyberpsychology, Behavior, and Social

Networking, 16(9), 702-707.
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Fig 5 juxtaposes 1C2S MM with survey results regarding views
towards 1C2S by two organizations, namely Radio Television
Hong Kong (RTHK] and Public Opinion Programme by the
University of Hong Kong (HKUPOP).?® Remarkably, these
series depict a similar overall trend of public views - albeit
with some quantitative differences across the 3 samples. All
three series rose in the early 2000's to a peak around 2007;
then fell to a trough around 2014-16 with Occupy Central and
the civil unrest in Mongkok, and then recovered thereafter.

As for quantitative differences, 1C2S MMI tends to reveal the
immediate effect of speeches and activities of high-ranking
officials, especially those of the Chinese leaders which have
extensive coverage in mass media. Survey-based indicators
might be affected by events with no direct relevance to 1C2S
such as the re-election of Donald Tsang with high popularity
in 2007. 1C2S MM also serves as a better proxy for cases with
high newsworthiness, while survey-based indicators trace
incidents which impose more universal impacts. For example,
1C2S MMI gives a more negative rating during the civil unrest
in Mong Kok, which came as a shock yet affected only limited
parties. Survey-based indicators, on the other hand, show a
more negative rating during the “Occupy Central” movement,
which affected the general public in various aspects.

Bhtr® [—EmH] BISESERmEE S
R [—EmH ] NRRARS - NIk
EREBEESMNEBREBRRMAE® - 45
KRBT BE-BERCHFTLEE=R
BE2INMUNEEBE - ZHAHF9H
2000F FA#E E A ZERIB2007F0V]A%S -
BEE MW PIR] MBEAREL NEE2014-
16N - BEEOFH -

M=IRBROEEMS - [—EIWMH ] RIS
BEBAERMBSREBFEDBNTHNRTE
£ NHEXRERZRENPHREA -
RBMATRNERTRRNEIEZEE
—EIMm ] EEEREERNBHETE - FI2

F
&8
ESTNBEEBA2007FEFBRSETHE
B @HRIVRRREAZIKE - [—EmRF]
BBIBHIREZINMELESHNSH - MR
HBUBRNES BT ENSBM - fI90 - R
MEANEERDERNIEMREDN - [—&
Ml RBIBHGT FBEdsHE - Mz
SHEBFERALTRYN [MERPIR] EH
b BRBHOT FBEBHNE -

|7

512 SEBEEFLATRANAMNSBIRRNAIKETRHE - BREMER [BOBURSERERROVT=E
Note 2: RTHK commissions the Hong Kong Institute of Asia-Pacific Studies (HKIAPS) to conduct annual surveys on 1C2S. The related question

is: "Satisfactory to the overall development of Hong Kong after the handover”

13 BBAERTMRABOFE-ELMDRY [—HMH] SLETRS - BEMER [HEERRE - RE—EMHIEHAHE/L7]

Note 3: HKUPOP conducts quarterly surveys on 1C2S. The related question is: “Generally speaking, are you confident in "One Country, Two

Systems’?”

Bh : & [—EWmH] BEEHRAEMRBER
Fig 5: 1C2S MMI and Other Survey-Based Indicators

tkEx [—Embl] BFEsaREMRAZSSE
1C2S MMI and Other Survey-Based Indicators
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Table 22: Time Series of 1C2S MMl since 2014

[—EM® | BEE% (20175F78=100)

1C2S MMI (2017-Jul = 100)

F17 Year H4F Half-Year  Bf{7 Month
B#& Monthly HFEFIYE 6-Month
2014 H1 —HA Jan 79.97 7914
B Feb 7417 78.94
=H Mar 96.57 79.17
83 Apr 81.99 82.34
1B May 73.21 82.29
N8 Jun 84.30 81.70
H2 + 8 Jul 83.46 82.28
J\A Aug 88.12 84.61
18 Sep 84.98 82.68
+8 Oct 81.82 82.65
+—H8 Nov 85.67 84.73
+_H Dec 92.29 86.06
2015 H1 —BA Jan 75.30 84.70
B Feb 77.80 82.98
=B Mar 94.43 84.55
V98 Apr 87.11 85.43
h A May 84.35 85.21
738 Jun 69.72 81.45
H2 +8 Jul 85.16 83.10
J\A Aug 71.31 82.01
8 Sep 93.72 81.89
+A8 Oct 119.39 87.27
+—H Nov 105.59 90.81
+_H Dec 86.43 93.60
2016 H1 —A Jan 85.41 90.31
“AFeb 62.97 88.92
=H Mar 84.60 87.40
88 Apr 67.90 78.82
1B May 90.49 76.30
738 Jun 67.87 73.21
H2 A Jul 8253 76.06
J\B Aug 74.79 78.03
8 Sep 90.05 78.94
+8 Oct 90.74 82.75
+—8 Nov 71.54 79.59
+_H8 Dec 9474 84.06
2017 H1 —H Jan 100.73 87.10
B Feb 86.41 89.03
=B Mar 96.44 90.10
VS8 Apr 107.89 92.96
T8 May 104.60 98.47
N8 Jun 103.72 99.96
H2 +A Jul 100 99 84
J\A Aug 86.38 99 .84
A Sep 81.64 97.37
+8 Oct 103.44 96.63
+—H8 Nov 104.57 96.63
+_H Dec 106.79 97.14
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The Construction of 1C2S MMI

Our sample consists of around 123,000 newspaper articles
related to 1C2S from 20 local daily newspapers that were
published between April 1998 and December 2017.

Each article undergoes a “tokenisation” process whereby
articles are segmented into words/phrases (often referred
to as tokens) via a computer algorithm. In the sample period
of approximately 20 years, our text corpus contains some 61
million tokens. From this massive dataset, common words
that are inconsequential to the understanding of news
articles, such as “F", “fR”, "B9", are first removed before
further analysis.

Todeterminethe sentiment of anarticle, words are categorised
as: “positive”, "negative” or “neutral” (not a sentiment word).
A positive word is then given a sentiment score of 1, a negative
word is assigned a score of -1, and a neutral word has a
score of 0. The classification scheme adopted is given by the
sentiment dictionary for Traditional Chinese words developed
by Ku et al. (2009).4

The positive, or negative as the case may be, sentiment of a
paragraph is quantified via a count of the number of positive
[negative] words it contains, adjusted by the its total word
count. The sentiment score of an article is calculated as the
average difference between positive and negative proportions
among constituent paragraphs. Table 23 reveals substantial
differences in the number of news articles published by
newspapers during the sample period. Article count of a
newspaper alone could be an insufficient representation
of its influence and perceived importance among readers.
To ensure 1C25 MMI's reliability, the sentiment score for
each newspaper is further weighted by public perceptions
of its credibility based on the survey “Public Evaluation on
Media Credibility” conducted by Centre for Communication
Research, The Chinese University of Hong Kong. Finally, 1C2S
MM is derived as an index that captures the weighted average
sentiment score among newspapers in a given month.

514 ¢

[—EIMmH ] REBEHNEMBHBXE
A BIS1998F 48 E2017F123HR -
REARM20N BWEAR [ —BIMH ] - £
123,000fnREN5T5H - #16,1008FANS (
BRBRFR24)

SRXEBBET (D59  (tokenization)
BPBERHIENMHANEEG] (token » 17
BB59XK@s8) o FPIMMBHI20FHVE R A
BINE - BISKK61008@555) o HE—
TNMis@EEREREZE - BRIRE
BB EMEREE (0 MF) ~ TR -
[l ) -

R —RXENEE  BOHRAEGR
ME®mJ) ~ Tpizl GEBRE) X8
|l - [E@E! 893EHIs1n - Thizl 80
n- [aml 519 - WRADBSmE - O
1EHERIREA (2009) FAZBVERPIEHE
?5}14)0

APt ESREMBEISHE - EBBHIH
2 BRYXENBEINIRSEREEF
HHBENFE - [—EIWH | BISTEHE]
REBMBXENFTAHBRBND - XK=
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B=R - At - RERXEHEAREIAZIR
NORELBSERNTES - REROSE
% RIEBREIRABEBPIXAREEEER
BRSSP [HREBIRLESHHFD ]
REHRSNISETD R

Note 4: Ku, Lun-Wei, Ho, Hsiu-Wei and Chen, Hsin-His (2009). Opinion Mining and Relationship Discovery Using CopeOpi Opinion Analysis
System, Journal of American Society for Information Science and Technology, volume 60, number 7, pages 1486-1503, July 2009.
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Table 23: Data Source of MMI Table 24: Number of Words
HRE XERH F1n F¥
Newspaper Number of Articles Year Number of Words
A¥R A Daily 81 1998 669,676
am?730 1,750 1999 2,498,254
ARB I Apple Daily 7,801 2000 2,320,584
ZR1& B ¥R Headline Daily 847 2001 2,640,690
B IR Hong Kong Commercial Daily 11,817 2002 2,545,546
¥R Hong Kong Daily News 4,476 2003 2,713,403
& ¥z Hong Kong Economic Journal 8,607 2004 4,801,621
&35 B3 ¥R Hong Kong Economic Times 3,690 2005 2,874,994
N 1IE¥R Hong Kong Globe 194 2006 1,879,834
#Brh B Metro Daily 1,187 2007 2,797,512
8 Ming Pao Daily News 10,138 2008 1,446,629
875 8% Oriental Daily News 6,904 2009 1,815,839
PR Sharp Daily 152 2010 1,880,198
AYER Sing Pao 4,600 2011 2,040,824
2858 Sing Tao Daily 6,424 2012 3,441,893
B Sky Post 385 2013 3,312,415
K Ta Kung Pao 24,710 2014 5,386,835
KR The Sun 4,828 2015 4,411,567
KXBIR Tin Tin Daily News 452 2016 5,590,354
X &R Wen Wei Po 24,226 2017 6,204,647
881 Total 123,269 81 Total 61,273,315

IV. 1C2S MMI (MASS MEDIA INDEX]
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Accuracy of 1C2S MMI Index

1C2S MMI index is underpinned by a lexicon-based model
which treats each paragraph as a bag of words and as a result
may detract from the overall context of the paragraph. For
instance, the model may not be able to detect nuances in
writing such as sarcasm and therefore do not understand fully
the true meaning of a paragraph. Nonetheless, whilst this may
be a limitation when analysing publications such as novels,
this is less of an issue for news articles which are written in a
more direct manner.

To ascertain the accuracy of this lexicon-based method in
identifying the sentiment of a paragraph, two researchers
manually categorised around 18,000 paragraphs randomly
drawn from the text corpus into “positive”, “neutral” and
“negative” categories. References to which newspaper a
paragraph came from were removed before the paragraph was
presented to our team of researchers. If these two researchers
classified a paragraph differently, a third researcher would be
asked to make the final verdict.

In this accuracy test, sentiment labels given by the first two
researchers coincided with each other around 80% of the
time. As shown in Table 5, 2,363 paragraphs were considered
as “positive” whereas 1,472 were classified as "negative.”

Sentiment scores for each group of paragraphs were then
derived by the same lexicon model used in the construction
of 1C2S MMI. In our model, the sentiment of a paragraph
is assumed to be encapsulated in the proportion of positive
words minus that of negative words - the higher the sentiment
score, the more positive a paragraph is expected to be.

Table 25 also shows the average sentiment scores of these
3 groups of paragraphs. In particular, “positive” paragraphs
identified by the team of researchers have an average
sentiment score of 21.76%, around 7.5 times as high as
“negative” paragraphs. In addition, the differences in average
sentiment scores among these 3 groups are tested to be
statistically significant via a multivariate regression model,
suggesting that results given by the lexicon model are largely
in line with judgements made by human researchers.
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Table 25: Results of Accuracy Test

[E® Positive 17 Neutral & Negative
BAMREH BBV 2,363 14,202 1,472
No. of Paragraphs Classified by Human Researchers
BREFE (BRNADRELE) 21.76% 14.42% 2.92%

Net Value

5 r—@mH) |EEY (2012-2017)
Recent Performance (2012-2017)

Fig 6 illustrates the changes of 1C25 MMI from 2012 to date.
1C25 MMI reached its peak of more than three years when
President Hu Jintao visited Hong Kong in June and the new
government took office in July 2012. A steady decline followed
the "Reclaim Sheung Shui” movement in September which
stirred up the discussion on "Hong Kong independence”. The
MMI dropped further with the shortage of infant milk power
caused by parallel traders in January 2013, reaching a nadir
in October at the time of the TV licence row.

@< [—Emfl] Bi5EH (2012-2017)
Fig 6: 1C2S MMI (2012-2017)
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As the public consultation on constitutional reform started in
December 2013, 1C2S MMI regained support. Although the
knife attack on Kevin Lau and the ""Reclaim Yuen Long" and
"Reclaim Tuen Mun” movements led to some fluctuations in
the MMI between 2014 and 2015, the overall level was relatively
stable because the media did not present a one-sided view
of the 'White Paper on "One Country, Two Systems™, the
NPC Standing Committee’'s "8.31" decision and the ""Occupy
Central” movement.

Premier Li Kegiang's government work report started another
upward trend since March 2015. His report reiterated that
Hong Kong will continue to enjoy a high degree of autonomy.
The upsurge was supported by the adjustment of the policy on
multiple-entry permit in April. Despite the controversy over
Chinese Football Association’'s poster in June, the proposal
of the "13th Five-Year Plan” promulgated by the Central
Government in November ensured Hong Kong's strategic
positions and boosted 1C2S MMI substantially to a new peak
since 2012.

1C2S encountered the most severe challenge in the beginning
of 2016 when 1C2S MMI plummeted to the lowest level ever
since the handover. The "Causeway Bay Bookstore™ incident
aroused widespread media attention in January. The civil
unrest in Mong Kok evolved into a clash between civilians and
the police in February. The award of the independent film "Ten
Years"” as the best film in Hong Kong Film Awards in April
aggravated the negative sentiment in the mass media.

Zhang Dejiang, chairman of the NPC Standing Committee,
visited Hong Kong in May 2016, and the MMI bottomed out
in June. The MMI has risen strongly since December 2016,
when CY Leung announced that he would not run for a second
term. Hong Kong and Shenzhen concluded the development
plan for the Lok Ma Chau Loop in January 2017. In the same
month, Carrie Lam and John Tsang announced to run for
Chief Executive. Carrie Lam was appointed as CE and met by
President Xi Jinping. Though the NPC Standing Committee’s
interpretation of the Basic Law in response to the oath-taking
row in the Legislative Council in November 2016 and "Hong
Kong independence” slogans were found posted in universities
in September 2017, MM still rose to a peak in the second half
of 2017 under the new administration of Carrie Lam.
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Appendix |: Sub-components of the
“Personal Freedom Index”

L3R5 Sub-components IR Sources

= =fVAN
/0

Rule of Law

Procedural Justice

Civil Justice Rule of Law Index, World Justice Project

Criminal Justice

Global Study on Homicide, UN Office

Homicide on Drugs and Crime
Disappearance Human Rights Data Project, CIRI
Intensity of Violent Conflicts Uppsala Conflict Data Program, Uppsala University
23 Level of Organized Conflict Global Peace Index, Institute for Economics
Security (Internal) and Peace
Terrorism Fatalities Global Terrorism Database,
Terrorism Injuries University of Maryland
W .S it Gender, Institutions and Development
OMen's Securty Database, OECD
Freedom of Foreign Movement
----------------------------- Human Rights Data Project, CIRI
SBAE Freedom of Domestic Movement
Movement T TTTTTTTTTTTmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm CTTTTTTTTTTTTTmTTmmmmmmm e
Women's Freedom of Movement Gender, Institutions and Development
Database, OECD
Freedom to Establish
Religious Organizations
RHBB d J Institutional Profiles Database,
Freedom of o French Ministry of the Economy
Religion Autonomy of Religious
Organizations
Freedom of Association
Freedom of Assembly
and Demonstration
_____________________________ Institutional Profiles Database,
@sHeda o French Ministry of the Economy
Autonomy of Organizations
Freedom of

Association ”

Freedom to Establish
Organizations
Associational and

Organizational Rights Freedom of the World, Freedom House

APPENDIX
by 8%
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SR Sub-components

IR Sources

Press Killed

Laws and Regulations
that Influence Media Content

Ssic&H 000 T
Expression and Political Pressures and
Information Controls on Media Content

Freedom of Access to
Foreign Information

State Control over Internet Access

Committee to Protect Journalists

Freedom of the Press, Freedom House

Institutional Profiles Database,
French Ministry of the Economy

R E R RIE Same-sex Relationships

Gender ldentity = cc e e e

and Relationships  Parental Rights

Divorce

State-Sponsored Homophobia Report,
International Lesbian & Gay Association

Gender, Institutions and Development
Database, OECD

PR BEEERERMIBRENT ERBEDEBCR [ERESHRS ] BT

* The component is replaced by Freedom House’s "Freedom of the World" as the Institutional Profiles Database is out-of-date
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