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Preface

The unprecedented pursuit of ‘One Country Two Systems’
(henceforth  1C2S) demands unyielding exploration and
persistence from stakeholders. Since 1997, we have made
headway in the realization of 1C2S, but at the same time, have
also encountered many challenges. To assist full implementation
of 1C2S, in July 2017, Path of Democracy established the 1C2S
Index and released its first report in relation thereto with a view to
conduct an objective evaluation of the continued implementation
of 1C2S by reviewing the accomplishments and shortfalls of
1C2S at the 20" Anniversary of Hong Kong SAR.

The 1C2S Index is based on both local opinion and international
perception on the current state of 1C2S. In order to measure local
sentiment, we conduct periodic public surveys in Hong Kong on
aspects such as ‘Hong Kong people ruling Hong Kong', judiciary
independence, the high degree of autonomy and other important
issues. We also looked at global studies carried out by
international think tanks and how Hong Kong is being rated on
aspects like human rights, rule of law, freedom of speech and
freedom of association. These independent evaluations are also
incorporated into the Index to give a more balanced view on how
the World including Hong Kong people look at the state of 1C2S.

We also devised and introduced the 1C2S Mass Media Index
(MMI) by making use of big data analytics to measure the media
sentiment of Hong Kong towards 1C2S since 1988 with real-time
monitoring and predictive alerts. In compiling our reports, we also
sought views on current issues related to 1C2S, such as the
public's emigration plans, national security and economic
integration.

We extend our sincere gratitude to the research team involved in
the production of our sixth edition of the 1C2S Index report: Gillian
Tam, Ting Hin Yan, and lan Chan. We are also grateful to Hong
Kong Institute of Asia-Pacific Studies of the Chinese University of
Hong Kong for completing the telephone polls on our behalf.

Going forward, to better inform policy makers and the public, we
will continue to conduct public surveys and update international
indices every six months, and to monitor media sentiment
regularly to gauge the latest perceptions of the public, the
international community and the media on 1C2S.

Ray Poon
Co-convenor (Research)
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Key Findings

Before the ripple effect of the anti-extradition movement had
the chance to settle, Hong Kong was quickly met with the
COVID-19 pandemic as 2020 began. The combined impact of
political and public health crises has plunged the difficult
situation of Hong Kong deeper into a dark winter of
never-before-seen scale since the handover. On the surface,
Hong Kong recorded a negative economic growth for four
consecutive quarters and the highest unemployment rate in
fifteen years at 6.2% in July 2020. The city’s leadership
struggled throughout this challenging period with limited
governance capacity as anti-epidemic measures were often
met with resistance given the public’s general lack of trust.

The severity of the dual crises was further intensified by a
background of Sino-US international power struggle which
fuelled the already unstable socio-political climate of Hong
Kong. Not only is the duelling coronavirus blame narratives
exacerbated the showdown between Washington and Beijing,
the now-effective Hong Kong Autonomy Act also accelerates
Sino-US decoupling with US applying sanctions over Hong
Kong as well as Chinese and Hong Kong officials on the
pretext of erosion of Hong Kong's autonomy. The passage of
the Hong Kong National Security Law and the upgrading of
the central leading committee which oversees Hong Kong and
Macau affairs brought perceived increase of presence of
Beijing over Hong Kong. The general atmosphere has been
that of fear and uncertainty as some chanted a de facto
abolishment of 1C2S and an approaching wave of capital and
brain drains, catalysed by new international immigration
arrangements designed for Hong Kong residents.

All these incidents combine to reinforce the need for Hong
Kongers to confront the future of Hong Kong and 1C2S with
fortitude and determination. In our sixth edition of the 1C2S
Index report, we hope to shed light on the subject with
substantial quantitative data from our latest round of survey in
June 2020. To fully capture the socio-political reality of the
city, we also introduced new sets of questions on the
development of the social movement against the backdrop of

more explicit presence of the central authorities in Hong Kong.
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Confidence in 1C2S hung low

While the radicalism magnified by the anti-extradition
movement seemed to have died down a little in the beginning
of 2020, the unresolved demands of the protesters were quick
to resume momentum as early strategies against COVID-19
exposed the government’s unpreparedness. Concerns about
the state of 1C2S and the various rights and freedoms
guaranteed by the Basic Law were heightened by the drafting
of the Hong Kong National Security Law in late May,
prompting vigorous reactions from both local citizens and the
international communities. Under these circumstances, it is to
be expected that the briefly recovered 1C2S Index will resume
its decline. The Index fell from 5.70 at the end of 2019 to 5.58
in June 2020, just 0.07 point higher than the lowest point
recorded in October 2019.

However, while all nine dimensions from Index (A): Public
Opinion fell, only one of these declinations was statistically
significant, namely that in ‘freedom of speech’. This is hardly
surprising given China’s expulsion of US journalists affected
their work in Hong Kong, the review of RTHK's content
production procedures aroused concerns over editorial
independence, and the expeditious introduction of the Hong
Kong National Security Law also mounted worries of the
public over the freedoms promised by 1C2S.

From our past reports, we can see it has been a consistent
pattern that the Hong Kong public host higher expectations
and much more critical view on the integrity of 1C2S. Changes
in Index (B): International Perception tend to be more diverse
and less drastic. Negative adjustments were made for rule of
law, freedom of association and freedom of expression due to
time lag in the compilation of international indices, further
decline at the international level is anticipated given the
current socio-political situation. This is so notwithstanding
the historic turnout for the local district election, the rise of
citizen journalism and the relative safety in the time of global
terrorism which will be seen as positive factors in terms of
democratic participation and personal freedom.
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Overwhelming support for the continuation
of 1C2S

Despite the fall of the Index, overall support for the
continuation of 1C2S after 2047 remains overwhelmingly high
at 77.2%. Even with the social turbulence, support across all
groups with different political inclinations still maintained over
75%, including the resistance camp, who is known to be highly
critical of 1C2S. Support for other future options is marginal:
direct administration under the central government stands at
49% and Hong Kong independence at 2.3%. Though the
public’s current evaluation of 1C2S is quite critical, the
majority of them still regard 1C2S as the right system for Hong
Kong's future.

For most people, ‘maintaining a high degree of autonomy’
(69.6%) remained the most favourable condition to the
continuation of 1C2S. Consistent with one of the core
demands of the anti-extradition movement which remain
pertinent among the society at large, ‘democratising further’
(53.3%) continues to surpass ‘maintaining economic
prosperity and stability’ (51.9%) as the second most important
condition.

The conventional political divide over the issue of
‘democratizing further’ and 'maintaining national security’
resumed. This is evidenced by the fact that the former
continues to have strong support from democrats and other
non-establishment groups, and the rise in support for the
latter among both pro-establishment and moderates.
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Resurgence of political polarization

Amidst a hopeful trend of a growing population of moderates
in 2017 and 2018, the population became more polarized in
2019 and this trend unfortunately continues in 2020. While
moderates remained the largest group, this group has
embarked on a declining trend with a drop in proportion by 0.9
percentage points (from 50.9% to 50.0%) from December
2019 to June 2020. Non-establishment supporters rose by 4.2
percentage points (from 36.8% to 41.0%) in the same period
while pro-establishment supporters also experienced a slight
growth of 1.7% since the last round (from 7.3% to 9.0%).
Different trajectories displayed by the above groups also
signified further polarization, despite a subsiding momentum
of the anti-extradition movement. The number of
pro-establishment supporters regained and the growth of
non-establishment supporters continued steadily, while
moderates continued to decline.

Radicalism re-emerged among youths (aged 18 to 29), as their
political inclination tends to be particularly sensitive to social
events and fluctuates in a timely manner. Since
non-establishment supporters overtook moderates to
become the majority in late 2019, they continued to grow by
7.5 percentage points (from 55.3% to 62.8%) in the latest
round while moderates steadily decreased by 2.4 percentage
points (from 38.2% to 35.8%). Moderates do not only cease to
be the majority, their size even falls behind that of other
non-establishment supporters, accounting for 37.9%, which
also overruns democrats who claimed only 24.9% of youths
support. This is the first time yet that other non-establishment
supporters, mainly the resistance camp, become the majority
among youths. Such degree of radicalisation among 18-29
age group is a serious concern.

Up till the end of 2018, there had been encouraging signs of
de-radicalization of youths, where population of moderates
were high and rising. This trend, however, reversed abruptly
from 2079 onwards as the proportion of non-establishment
supporters  witnessed a steep rise.  Within  the
non-establishment  cohort, the resistance subgroup
surpasses democrats by a large margin. This presents a more
pressing situation than 2017 when the traditional and radical
wings were of almost equal share. This is an alarming
observation.
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Divergence of citizens’ identity as ‘Hong-
kongers’ and ‘Chinese’

Citizens' self-identification as ‘Hongkongers' and ‘Chinese’
started to diverge after a period of parallel increase. From
October 2019 to June 2020, the public’s self-identification as
‘Hongkongers' rose from 8.41 to 8.55. In the same period, that
as 'Chinese’ dropped from 472 to 4.38 with statistical
significance.

Most Hong Kong citizens are typically cognizant of their dual
identity as both ‘Hongkongers’ and ‘Chinese’. This has
gradually changed since June 2019. While over half of the
public acknowledged dual identity in earlier surveys, this had
dropped to 32.5% and was overwhelmingly surpassed by
citizens identifying themselves strongly as ‘Hongkongers
only’ (69.7%) in June 2020.

As a result of the declining dual identity, the correlation
between the two stated identities became less apparent. The
two identities used to mutually reinforce each other. Now,
there are only signs of polarization. The negative correlation
becomes statistically significant in this round. A stronger
identification as ‘Hongkonger’ now accompanies a weaker
one as ‘Chinese’, and vice versa. The loss of the mutuality of
the two identities as ‘Hongkonger’ and ‘Chinese’ risks
challenging the implementation of 1C2S in the near future.
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Implications

The decline in most indicators in our latest report suggested
that the dual crises as well as the aftermath of the
anti-extradition bill have taken a toll on the public’'s confidence
in the future of 1C2S and Hong Kong. However, we also found
that the majority of Hong Kong public supported the
continuation of 1C2S after 2047. It is difficult to reconcile the
fact that despite what appeared to be a marked decline in
confidence of the 1C2S, people of Hong Kong still
overwhelmingly indicated they were in favour of the
continuation of the same beyond 2047. A possible explanation
is that while the immediate perception is bad, the longer view
of 1C2S still holds good.

The continued polarization sent an alarming sign.
Non-establishment supporters became increasingly alienated
from the majority. Along with their weak identification as
‘Chinese’, there are high and rising emigration ratios and
diminishing enthusiasm for national development. Their
priorities for the continuation of 1C2S also diverged from
those of the majority. Particularly worrying was that
non-establishment supporters appeared to be concentrated
in the branch known to harbour increasingly radical views on
the socio-economic-political future of Hong Kong and are
deeply critical of 1C2S, the central and HKSAR governments.

While assertive responses from Beijing may introduce a
stabilizing element to the 1C2S model in the long-run, the
younger generation is beginning to accept radical means to
achieve political goals. The 18-29 age group displayed an
overall eagerness in the idea of mutual destruction (‘laam
chau’ T#8%)1) and embraced the LegCo gridlock brought by
the delay in house chairman election. It may be unfair to say
that their criticisms of 1C2S arose solely out of
misunderstanding. It is rather more appropriate to view their
disillusionment and re-radicalization as a result of prolonged
negligence of the deep-rooted problems in the
implementation of 1C2S. Both the central and HKSAR
governments need to tackle and resolve these issues with
patience and care.
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Introduction

This is the sixth edition of our ‘One Country Two Systems'’
(henceforth 1C2S) Index report. The purpose of the 1C2S
Index is to provide an objective assessment on the
implementation of 1C2S. Our first Report was released in
mid-2017, on the 20th anniversary of the return of Hong Kong
to China. We update the 1C2S Index every six months, at
mid-year and year end.

Every half year, we update the 1C2S Index through updating
Index (A): Public Opinion and Index (B): International
Perception respectively with a new public survey and with the
latest data from international indices. To complement our
Index, we also introduced a new index: 1C2S Mass Media
Index (MMI) that uses big-data techniques to measure the
sentiment of Hong Kong newspapers since 1998.

We commissioned the Hong Kong Institute of Asia-Pacific
Studies of the Chinese University of Hong Kong to conduct
telephone poll between 9th to 29th June, 2020 to compile
Index (A). On the other hand, some indicators of Index (B) can
only be updated to 2019 because international indices are
released with a considerable time lag. MMI was updated to the
end of July 2020.

In our surveys, we also included other topical issues related to
1C2S, such as the continuation of 1C2S after 2047, citizen's
identity, attitude towards emigration and public opinions on
the Greater Bay Area. In view of the introduction of the Hong
Kong National Security Law, we change one of the favourable
conditions for the continuation of 1C2S from ‘completing the
legislation of Article 23" to ‘maintaining national security’
accordingly.

It should be stressed that Index (A), Index (B) and MMI are
determined by perception and may or may not reflect the
reality. Even so, changes in perceptions of 1C2S of the Hong
Kong public, of international think tanks, and of the Hong Kong
press are nevertheless important. We will analyse the reasons
for the changes in these perceptions as they are crucial for the
implementation of 1C2S.

In our report, all scores are in a scale of 0-10. An asterisk (™)
indicates a change in scores compared with the previous
round that is big enough to be statistically significant. If there
is no mentioning of statistical significance about a score, it
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1C2S Index

The 1C2S Index is the average of Index (A): Public Opinion, the
evaluation of the Hong Kong public on different dimensions of
1C2S, and Index (B): International Perception, the evaluation of
international think tanks on various aspects of freedom and
democracy in Hong Kong. The methodology is explained in
Appendix |.

Figure 1 shows the scores of the 1C2S Index since its
inception. The latest reading is 5.58 in June 2020. Compared
to last round in December 2019, the index fell by 2.2%. The
1C2S Index increased by a very moderate 0.01 from its lowest,
5.57 recorded in October 2019. Changes in Indices (A) and (B)
will be detailed in the following sub-sections.

Due to the increasing scepticism towards 1C2S and time lag in
data availability, the 2020 estimated score of Index (B) is likely
to be upwardly biased. This implies the decline in the 1C2S
Index is likely to be understated. In this respect, decision
makers in Hong Kong should take careful note of the declining
trend and its ramifications.

Figure 1: 1C2S Index
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2.1. Index (A): Public Opinion

Table 1 shows that after a slight rebound from the lowest of
3.26 to 3.53 in December 2019, the trend of recovery of Index
(A) reversed and the latest score recorded in June 2020 is
3.39. The decline in Index (A) was statistically significant.

While all nine dimensions also experienced decline in the past
six months, only one of these drops was statistically
significant, namely, the mean score given to ‘freedom of
speech’ (-7.3%). Nonetheless, this dimension also recorded
one of the biggest percentage drop since last round, together
with “full implementation of 1C2S" (-6.3%) and ““Hong Kong
people administering Hong Kong” and “high degree of
autonomy’ principles” (-5.7%).

Overall, as in previous rounds since the outbreak of the
anti-extradition movement, no items score higher than the
median of 5. The three dimensions scoring relatively higher at
over 4 are: ‘independent judiciary’ (4.16), ‘original ways of life’
(4.39) and 'freedom of speech’ (4.04). Whereas those scoring
the lowest include: "“Hong Kong people administering Hong
Kong” and “high degree of autonomy” (2.82), ‘full
implementation of 1C2S’ (2.37) and resolving differences via
dialogue and negotiation’ (2.53).

In past surveys, item ratings typically varied within a relatively
narrow band which was most plausibly due to a ‘holistic rating’
that the general public held on 1C2S. For instance, the range
recorded in June 2020 oscillates between 2 plus and 4 plus.
Normally, the narrow range implies that regardless of the
specific item surveyed, their answers would be shaped by an
overall impression, rendering the range in relation to their
answers for each specific item relatively small.

o
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Table 1 : Index (A): Public Opinion

K168 (A) (REHE
2019.6 2019.8 2019.10 2019.12 2020.6
Average T35 458 3.98 3.26 3.53 3.39 \/\ *
Original ways of life 579 5.34 428 455 439
REEERR : : : : :
Independent judiciary ] 452 427 41
B 513 5 3.93 . .16
Freedom of speech
aaa 5.27 48 4.04 4.36 4.04 *
= aff g EE
Independent legislature 481 421 4 7 -
BT .8 . 3.3 3.75 3.
Self-conduct of administrative affairs 4 1 4 4
BT IR T I .59 3.98 33 3.49 3.40
Democratisation 412 ] 5 21
R EEIE . 3.6 .90 3. 3.08
‘Hong Kong people administering Hong Kong’ and
‘high degree of autonomy’ principles 4.09 3.48 2.78 2.99 2.82
FEBAEE -~ BEBAI A
Resolving differences via dialogue and negotiation 372 29 246 263 253
HEGERATE 7 : 4 : S
Full implementation of 1C2S
2EEE —EmE 3.68 2.95 2.30 2.53 2.37
2.1.1. Generation gap and political divide 211. RERBUGEE

Figure 2 shows Index (A) by age in the past surveys. In June
2020, almost all age groups witnessed drops in their average
scores since December 2019, after a collective rebound from
their lowest in October 2019. 30-39 age group is an outlier to
this trend as the only age group with mean score recovering to
pre-extradition level.

The generation gap in the evaluation of 1C2S is obvious. The
average scores of younger age groups were lower than those
of older age groups at a statistically significant level. Though
mean scores are generally low since the outbreak of the social
movement in June 2019, residing below the median of 5, that
produced by 18-29 age group is markedly lower at 2.45. Those
aged over 70 years, which always produced the highest score,
dropped further from 4.82 in December 2019 to 4.22 in June
2020.

2 BTRIBEBET > BEFEMERTTIER (A

stm = 8 2019 4 10 A—E it =Rl
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BEFhMER BT 5 DBV > 18-29 pAEH!
By L EAMAB R BB R » AT II D% 2.45
D70 RAULWEE-—MREFIES * BE
T 2019 & 12 A#Y 4.82 DEEE 2020 F 6
8942245 o



Figure 3 shows Index (A) by political inclination in the past
surveys. While the evaluation score of moderates was
embarking on a trend of modest recovery, from 4.25 in
December 2019 to 4.32 in June 2020, the pro-establishment
against non-establishment political divide is big and widening.
The high score of pro-establishment supporters remained
significantly higher than other groups, as evident in the 2.2%
rise from 7.62 in December 2019 to 7.79 in June 2020. On the
other hand, the low score of non-establishment supporters fell
even lower, the score 1.53 is 19% lower than that recorded in
December 2019.

Statistical tests revealed that there was obvious and
consistent discrepancy in evaluation scores across all
political inclinations. In comparison with moderates, the
evaluations of pro-establishment supporters  were
significantly higher. Evaluations of non-establishment
supporters were significantly lower. From December 2018
onwards, differences between the democrats and other
non-establishment supporters began to converge at below 2.
The trend of polarisation is evident. This is a serious issue
which the HKSAR government must take note.

Figure 2: Index (A): Public Opinion (by age)
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Figure 3: Index (A): Public Opinion (by political inclination)
3:1581 (A) [ REBZE (RBUAERZRIS)
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2.2.  Index (B): International Perception 22,  E#® (B) : EKFHE
We obtain scores on Hong Kong's freedom and democracy ﬁ{Fﬂ%II@M“F% BEHAREKFERTD 4R

from international think tanks to compile Index (B). These
scores are derived from Cato-Fraser Institutes’ Human
Freedom Index, which comprises the Economic Freedom
Index and Personal Freedom Index, and the Economic
Intelligence Unit's Democracy Index. The scores and ranks of
Hong Kong since 2010 are shown in Table 2.

As international studies cover a very large number of
countries, they do not always reflect the latest conditions. We
will update the indices with data from comparable
international indicators whenever possible. The method of
updating is detailed in Appendix I.

Hong Kong has always ranked number one in Economic
Freedom Index, with a score of around 9, the drop from its
peak at 8.94 in 2010 to the estimated 8.97 in 2019 was only
0.3%. Although this is likely upwardly ‘biased’ as the credit
rating of Hong Kong have been downgraded twice by two
institutions (Moody’s and Fitch) in the span of just four
months, both indicated a ‘stable’ outlook for HK, suggesting
certain degree of economic resilience.

Hong Kong’s score in Personal Freedom Index peaked at 9.07
in 2011, dropped to an estimated score of 8.47 in 2020. Given
the adverse publicity in the international media on recent
political events in Hong Kong, the decline of 6.6% from its peak
is not surprising. Nonetheless, Hong Kong's 2019 score of
8.47 is still relatively high.

B8 (B) - :¥foEB HEOKEHERH ~ MEA
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BT ABHREH RARIERE— - 5F
DAY o BMEEH2010FREM8.940 M EE
2020FF1EERYB.91 D » BRIETRRA0.3% © #ENE
B RR AR PUE B w4 B Bl R i A e R 5 B AT
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The Democracy Index rose from 5.92in 2010 to a peak of 6.50
in 2015, rising by 9.8%, reflecting that Hong Kong has made
some progress in democratisation vis-a-vis the increase of
directly elected seats in the legislature. However, Hong Kong's
score fell t0 6.02 in 2019, falling by 7.4% from the peak in 2015,
reflecting a democratic regression originated from
‘pre-existing deficiencies’ in Hong Kong's political stability. It
should be noted that Hong Kong's 2020 score and rank are
still better than that in 2010.

Index (B) rose from 7.99 in 2010 to a peak of 8.14 in 2012, rising
by 19%, largely as a result of the rise in Hong Kong's
Democracy Index. Since then, it has embarked on a declining
trend. The latest reading came in at 7.76, representing a drop
of 4.6% from the peak.

Table 2: Index (B): International Perception

E80 TEFEE H2010EM5.923 A=
20155 6.50 0 VTEEL » F1E2A9.8% @ RIRIEE
BNEEZEESRIMENE-—TER - A&
2019%5’]5L DH2015FENSIE TFT7.4%%E6.02

JiB?Eﬁz/m ST (BEATEL o BRRE
ﬁ 3R o Ssmul( > 2019 BMENFT DR
IRl 2010£E°

5 (B) A20104p97.9977 EFAE201248.14%
ITEEE » FIBAL1.9%  TBHNEEN IExiE
B LF e HEBERHETY RMIDTERET.T6
7 BEIETE4.6% o

x2:158 (B) @ ERTE
Human Freedom Index
AR Democracy Index Aggregate
Economic Freedom Personal Freedom Sub-aggregate MRERM &9
MOEEH J MEA B DER

2010 8.94 (1) 9.11(12) 9.02 (1) 5.92(80) 7.99
2011 .90 (1) 9.14 (14) 9.02 (1) 5.92 (80) 7.99
2012 8.88(1) 9.11 (13) 8.99 (1) 6.42 (63) 814
2013 8.88(1) 8.99 (18) 8.94 (1) 6.42 (65) 810
2014 8.92 (1) 8.82 (27) 8.87 (2) 6.46 (66) 8.07
2015 8.88(1) 8.75 (28) 8.82(2) 6.50 (67) 8.04
2016 8.89 (1) 8.59 (32) 8.74 (3) 6.42 (68) 7.97
2017 8.91(1) 8.70 (27) 8.81(3) 6.31(71) 7.97
2018 8.91% 8.68" 8.80 6.15 (73) 7.91
2019 8.80" 8.47" 8.64 6.02 (75) 7.76

Note: *" denotes updates based on comparable indicators
s T AR EEENERER
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2.2.1. Components of Personal Freedom Index

Table 3 shows Hong Kong's scores and ranks in the seven
components of the Personal Freedom Index from 2010 to
2019. During this period, the score of ‘security & safety’ has
dropped by 0.04 as HK fell to the second place in the category
while the score of ‘movement’ has been constant at 10. Five
components have exhibited substantial decline in scores and
ranks since 2013, namely, rule of law’, religion’, ‘association &
assembly’, ‘expression & information’, and ‘identity &
relationships’. Since last round, ‘expression & information’
dropped further from 8.49 to 8.39. The declines show that the
international community have relatively serious concerns on
personal freedoms in Hong Kong.

Table 3: Personal Freedom Index

x3: MEABHREH

221. [EBAEHEH] WFEHR

RIFBTU2010FE20194F » BB MEABHIE
2} tEFEELNOBMNER - BB %

2] FHTH0.040 0 BEURSEZ > N8l
1 SFDENREFL0D - TEFEBMND RIS
B2013FEFETY > 818 DAl ~ TR#E
hy ~ Tt -EgrRtgsdh) ~ T5H

B & TMRBRKEGR - &H—% [EH
B 8490 HEES.397 © KKIBREREIEH S ¥
HENWEANEBRBFTERE

Association,
o ooy STINE wovmen o GiSoomy Tl dsmonpie 0300
= ze B B EER Zmod MAREREE
AR EEH
2010 7.50 (17) 9.93(3) 10.00 (1) 9.02 (35) 9.42, (25) 9.05 (42) 10.00 (1) 9.11(12)
2011 7.50 (17) 9.97 (1) 10.00 (1) 8.92 (30) 9.75 (24) 9.01 (41) 10.00 (1) 9.14 (14)
2012 739(19) 995(4)  1000(1)  9.04(24) 9.75 (24) 8.94 (45) 10.00 (1) 9.11(13)
2013 739(19) 947(39) 10.00() 919 (19) 9.75 (24) 8.86 (48) 10.00 (1) 8.99 (18)
2014 780(14) 953(35)  1000(1)  813(80) 8.00 (62) 8.74 (52) 10.00 (1) 882 (27)
2015 779(16) 954(34) 1000(1)  843(68) 8.00 (62) 77 (48) 9.00 (36) 875 (28)
2016 714(23) 953(34) 1000(1) 859 (40) 8.00 (62) 8.67 (51) 9.00 (37) 859 (32)
2017 714(23) 996(2)  1000(1) 859 (40) 8.00 (62) 8.67 (50) 9.00 (30) 870 (27)
2018 7.08" 10.00* 10.00 859+ 8.00 849" 9.00" 8.68"
2019 7.08" 10.00* 10.00 859+ 6.00 839" 9.00 847"

Note: Number in brackets indicates world ranking; ' indicates updates based on comparable indicators
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2.2.2. Comparison with Hong Kong's neighbours

As Hong Kong is a highly developed region, and given that
highly developed regions tend to have comparatively higher
scores in freedom and democracy as compared with
developing regions — we have selected certain neighbouring
developed countries and territories (namely, Japan, South
Korea, Singapore, and Taiwan) as 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, for the purpose of identifying 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 ‘neighbours’.

Table 4 compares Hong Kong and its neighbours in the
various indices of Index (B) in 2020. Hong Kong's score in
Economic Freedom was world’'s number one while its score in
Personal Freedom Index was at par with its developed
neighbours. Due to Hong Kong's superlative performance in
Economic Freedom Index, its score in Human Freedom Index
was stronger than the four developed neighbours. However,
Hong Kong's Democracy Index was lower than its developed
neighbours, except Singapore. Consequently, Hong Kong's
Index (B) score was lower than Japan'’s 8.24, Korea's 8.16, and
Taiwan's 8.19, but above Singapore’s 7.42. It was much higher
than Mainland's 4.87.

Table 5 compares the 2019 Personal Freedom Index of Hong
Kong with its neighbours. Hong Kong's scores were in the
same league as those of our developed neighbours (Japan,
Korea, Singapore, and Taiwan), and were much higher than
those of the Mainland. Hong Kong's aggregate score of 8.47
was much higher than that of Singapore’'s 7.47 but slightly
lower than Japan’s 8.77, Korea's 8.83, and Taiwan’s 8.93.

In comparison with its four developed neighbours, Hong Kong
was relatively strong in ‘security & safety’ and ‘movement’, but
relatively weak in ‘rule of law’ and ‘association, assembly &
civil society’. Hong Kong was more or less at par with others in
the remaining four components, namely, religion’, ‘expression
& information’, and ‘identity & relationships’. Hong Kong's
relatively low score in rule of law’ and ‘association, assembly
& civil society’ nevertheless warrants concern.

222 LEEHNAE

—fems > FEMENERERTRE > a0
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Table 4 : Index (B): International Perception of Hong Kong and neighbours (2019)
x4 HBEAME 1SS (B) | BEFRHME (2019)

Human Freedom Index

AR Democracy Index Aggregate
Economic Freedom Personal Freedom Sub-aggregate MREIRE D
M B MEABH | D
Hong Kong &7 8.80 8.47 8.64 6.02 (75) 7.76
Mainland ChinamRE Py 6.61 5.75 6.18 2.26 (153) 4.87
Japan H7< 7.97 8.77 8.37 7.99 (24) 8.24
Korea §2[ 7.61 8.87 8.24 8.00 (23) 8.16
Singapore ¥ 8.77 7.47 8.12 6.02 (75) 7.42
Taiwan&7% 7.90 8.93 8.42 7.73 (31) 8.19
Note: Updates based on comparable indicators
5 | B ERENEIEREIR
Table 5 : Comparing Personal Freedom Index of Hong Kong and neighbours (2019)
x5 IEREBEIAMEZ MEAABHESH  (2019)
Security & ﬁzzzg‘it'l;g E i Ider] tity&
RuI? of Law Safetzll Movement Religion  civil Society Iz?gfrisgzgﬁ ReIatloﬁnsfjlps Aggregate
#A e BHES FEES gy geR  mpay 000 @
ARME S R

Hong Kong &7 7.08 10.00 10.00 8.59 6.00 8.39 9.00 8.47
Mainland China/ Elpy ] 4.43 9.04 5.00 3.67 1.00 5.16 9.00 5.75
Japan H7 7.92 10.00 10.00 8.09 7.50 9.12 8.17 8.77
Korea #2[E 7.69 9.74 8.33 9.35 9.50 8.90 9.00 8.87
Singapore ¥ 7.73 9.57 8.33 6.11 3.50 6.13 7.33 7.47
Taiwan 878 7.01 9.31 10.00 9.36 10.00 9.13 10.00 8.93

Note: Updates based on comparable indicators

5t BATE RN B IEIR

2.3. 1C2S Mass Media Index

Media sentiment is an important factor in the formation of
public opinion. We attempt to use big data techniques to
measure media sentiment towards 1C2S and monitor how
1C2S is conveyed in the mass media to provide a timely
barometer of public sentiment. 1C2S MMI is a net sentiment
index of newspaper articles over a given time. To dovetail with
our main Index, we compile the MMI half yearly. We have
mined over 153,000 news articles and around 76 million
words from 21 local daily newspapers to compile the MMI
(See Appendix | for details). MMI is set at 100 in the base
month of July 2017, the 20th anniversary of Hong Kong's
return to China.

23.  [—EWmH] BFEEH
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In the longer run, subject to resource availability, 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 significance on media sentiment, or to compare
sentiments in the local and overseas media.

Newspaper is only part of the media, and the MMI does not
cover news reported by traditional electronic media such as
television and radio, nor 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 thus confine our
study to newspaper articles on 1C2S.

It should be noted that 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, namely, printed newspapers, as a
general representation of sentiment in mass media.

2.3.1. Recent trend

1C2S encountered one of the most severe challenges in the
beginning of 2016 when 1C2S MMI plummeted to 73 points.
The ‘Causeway Bay Bookstore’ incident aroused widespread
media attention in January. The civil unrest in Mongkok
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.

MMI bottomed out and rose strongly when Carrie Lam was
elected as Chief Executive. Despite the NPC Standing
Committee’s interpretation of the Basic Law in response to the
oath-taking row in the LegCo in November 2016 and the
‘democracy walls’ incidents in universities in September 2017,
1C2S MMI still rose to a peak of 105.0 points in March 2018
under the new administration of Carrie Lam. However, an

REME » MERFA - BBEIEFESRELA
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KRS (FINEA) - EFIUBEREELRS
HHIERISHENTE » SEBAM REIMEER

154E o

RMRZHEBHN—8 D - BIBEHTEEER
BEOSHERBETEERENTE A BEME
FEFTREHE - HRNBHENESREEZENX
AYEE > AU EHEEMIMEEEIFSE
o MEMERENBREINERERSER M
DA IEEREE o b » REFEE G E=R
MBIRES > BEIEZEEA > MEERRARE A
REMRENETE o BUL > WAINVAESERER
g T—Elmf]) BRIBIIRMAE -

BEIBENRE > N OROANBEEL - FHRELD
ZMELIENERE o BEE LENREEENRIAR
KKRZAER > FrAERZERSAE LRE - B
RORREERBREHZT - Bl BEEHR
BERRBEN—EES IO ——EIRIERME - XL
SHERREE RS o

2.3.1. IHIEE

r—EIm ) E2016F ) HERRAE - BiEts
BEERRE3R - TIREEES) SMHELRS
HREREZRT  EARET2EEENERR
TR BNLBUER (+F) F4HER &
T—Eml) R P28 o

MBRAGBESTHREER @ BEREKAER
B BE2I6FILEZBARNEEZEMIIEEE
EREKREZE » 201TF9RB B ASMR T BHIR

D) 1855 R2018FHIEAERE EAVE A
I < BEEHIRSEE - TBAE201843
AEZE105.08 > 282009F URMBE -

1C2S Index

T—Em) 52



‘ONE COUNTRY TWO SYSTEMS' INDEX [ —EIf%) 1520 |

alarming downward spiral started in July 2018 with the storm of
controversies on the disbanding of the pro-independence Hong
Kong National Party and the rejection of visa renewal for Victor
Mallet. MM fell to a lower range around 90 points in the second
half of 2018, a decline of about 15% from the peak in March.

Although the promulgation of the Outline Development Plan
for the Guangdong-Hong Kong-Macao Greater Bay Area
sparked hopes for future economic growth, Beijing's 1C2S
ambition over Taiwan also drew public attention as to
whether Hong Kong is a flawed example of the experiment.
The anti-extradition movement emerged abruptly and
caused the worst governance crisis since the Handover in
June 2019 which dragged MMI from 91.6 to 84.5 points in
the first half of 2019 before plummeting further to 67.2 as
2079 drew to a close.

Year 2020 began with personnel change in the central
government responsible for Hong Kong affairs, involving the
upgrade of the central committee on Hong Kong and Macau
affairs  from ‘coordination group’ to ‘leading group)
restructuring of the Hong Kong and Macau Affairs Office and
new directorship of the Hong Kong Liaison Office. After this
massive wave of news coverage pushed MMI upward to 73.0,
it showed a minor drop as COVID-19 crisis management
aroused debates over cross-border visitor control, followed by
sentimental speculations about the impact of National
Security Law which dwindled MMI to 66.7 in June 2020.

Based on the latest data from July 2020, MMI showed little
sign of improvement and edged down further to 65.5.

Figure 4: 1C2S MMI (2018-2020)
B4: '—Emil 2iEiEe (2018-2020)
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2.4. Evaluations of 1C2S

1C2S is unprecedented in history. There have always been
doubts if Hong Kong can remain a free city as part of a
country ruled by a communist party. Problems and difficulties
in the implementation of 1C2S are thus to be expected.

23 years after Hong Kong's return to China, despite some
declinesin scores in selected international indices, Hong Kong
stills ranked world’s number one in Economic Freedom, and
ranked reasonably well in Personal Freedom. According to the
2019 Human Freedom Index, Hong Kong ranked world's
number three after New Zealand and Switzerland. It is a fact

that Hong Kong is still one of the freest territories in the world.

Though Hong Kong's Index (B): International Perception
declined somewhat lately, Hong Kong's 2019 score at 7.76 was
still relatively high. We are still in the same league as our
developed neighbours: above Singapore, but slightly lower
than Japan, Korea, and Taiwan. The gaps between Hong Kong
and the Mainland in all the above Indices on freedom and
democracy remained very big, showing that allegation of
‘Mainlandisation’ is unfounded.

The latest Index (A): Public Opinion was recorded at 3.39. The
mean score of the nine items continue to be pessimistic and
for the third consecutive rounds, none of the nine items
received scores higher than the median of 5. ‘Original ways of
life’, which always obtained the highest score in past surveys
fell to just 4.39 and represented the highest score of all
dimensions in June 2020. Some other items that usually
scored less favourably in previous rounds of survey witnessed
an even sharper decline, conditions such as ‘the successful
implementation of the “Self-Governance, High Autonomy”
principles’, ‘full implementation of 1C2S" as well as ‘resolving
differences via dialogue and negotiations’ continue to score
below 3.

In comparison to the evaluations of international think tanks,
the evaluations of the Hong Kong public are less positive.
Though the moderate decline in ‘expression & information’
appear to align with Hongkongers and the international
community’'s concern of the socio-political future of Hong
Kong, it should be acknowledged that the public is more
demanding in their assessments due to their high
expectations of 1C2S. Hong Kong's people’s starting point is
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a system with a sophisticated legal system that enshrines
both rule of law and personal freedoms, and gradual
democratisation that had already been in progress prior to
the return to China. These in turn induced greater
expectations amongst the public with respect to the high
degree of autonomy and human rights enshrined by the Basic
Law.

Changes in scores in the indices are likely to be affected by
significant political events and other landmark events that
occurred since December 2019. Listed below are the major
events that occurred since the last report from January to
June 2020. The major events that occurred in previous
reports from mid-2017 to late 2019 are listed in Appendix II.

Table 6: Significant events (2020 H1)
®R6:EAEH—E (2020HI1)
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213

The State Council restructured the Hong Kong and Macau Affairs Office and
appointed Xia Baolong as the new director and the directors of Liaison Offices
in Hong Kong and Macau as deputy directors.

2.1-7

In fighting the COVID-19 crisis, staff of the Hospital Authority went on a
five-day strike in the attempt to push for complete closure of border with
mainland. HKSAR implemented border closure to some borders and ordered all
arrivals to observe fortnight-long quarantine order.

2.28&4.18

A group of pan-democrat leaders, including Martin Lee, Jimmy Lai, Margret Ng,
Lee Cheuk-yan and Yeung Sum, were charged with participation in
unauthorized assembly in relation to the anti-extradition bill movement.

3.18

US-China media row deepened after five Chinese media agents in the US were
declared propaganda outlets and the opinion piece titled “China is the real sick
man of Asia” was published by the Wall Street Journal in February. China
expelled US journalists in retaliation and barred them from journalism in Hong
Kong and Macau. Four more Chinese media entities were designated as
foreign missions by the US in June.

49

Countering High Court’s ruling last year of the unconstitutionality of anti-mask
ban, the Court of Appeal ruled that the ban was constitutional at unlawful
gatherings.

413,417 & 4.21

The Hong Kong and Macau Affairs Office and the Liaison Office in Hong Kong
issued statements condemning LegCo member Dennis Kwok for preventing
the House Committee from electing a chairman for more than six months. The
pro-democracy camp challenged that the two Offices were violating Article 22
of the Basic Law by intervening the internal operation of LegCo. In the
subsequent statements, they positioned that they were bodies authorised by
the central government to handle Hong Kong affairs, leading to further
controversy over the applicability of the Article. The filibustering ended in May
with the appointment of election host by the LegCo president after seeking
external legal advice.
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4.20

Fitch downed the investment grade of HK twice within the past 7 months to
AA-, the HKSAR government expressed disappointment at Fitch’s exaggeration
of the ongoing political issues in its rating.

427 &5.25

In response to the controversial district court verdict that expressing sympathy
with a knifeman who was jailed over triple stabbing, Chief Justice Geoffrey Ma
warned that judges should refrain from unnecessary political views to maintain
the public's confidence in the impartiality of the judiciary.

5.14

The People’s Bank of China, the China Banking and Insurance Regulatory
Commission, China Securities Regulatory Commission and State Foreign
Exchange Administration of the State Administration of Foreign Exchange
promulgated “Opinions on Financial Support to the Development of
Guangdong-HK-Macau Greater Bay Area” promoting financial cooperation,
openness and innovation in the area.

5.15-22

An HKDSE history question on Sino-Japanese relations in a period including
Japnese invasion of China in World War Il was criticized to have provided
‘biased’ sources that were overwhelmingly positive of Japan. The question was
subsequently withdrew. Xinhua News Agency stated that Hong Kong should
establishment a new education system in accordance to 1C2S.

5.28

The Commerce and Economic Development Bureau announced the
establishment of a task force to review the governance and management of
RTHK, inviting concerns over political censorship after suspected police insult
in an episode of ‘Headliner" and infringement of the one-China principle in ‘The
Pulse’.

5.28

The US State Secretary, Mike Pompeo, submitted the 2020 Hong Kong Policy
Act Report to Congress, certifying that HK no longer warrants separate
treatment from mainland China under US laws.

6.4
Enactment of the Anthem Law.

6.30

The Hong Kong National Security Law was introduced, passed and enacted.
The Office for Safeguarding National Security of the Central People’s
Government of the HKSAR will be established. The self-determination group
Demosistd announced its dissolution shortly after the enactment.
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Though the 1C2S Index did not recover to the pre-extradition
level of around 6.3 to 6.4, it was still well over the median of 5.
While 1C2S has problems in implementation, as could be
expected of any unprecedented system, it is clearly not
unworkable. The decline in this report should be viewed in
this context.
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2.4.1. Impact of internal governance

Internal governance issues that are not strictly related to 1C2S
appear to have important effects on evaluations of the Hong
Kong public and media, but do not affect international
evaluations as much. It is important to bear this in mind when
reading the findings identified in this Report.

For example, in the period before mid-2018, both MMI and
Index (A) performed well despite the disqualification of six
LegCo members from late 2016 to mid-2017, and the
sentencing of the 3 student protestors in the Civic Square
occupation to prison by the Court of Appeals on August 2017.
The announcement of CY Leung in late 2016 that he would not
run for a second term and the subsequent election of the new
CE had strong positive effects on MMI that outweighed the
effect of the above controversies. The honeymoon period of
the new administration from mid-2017 to mid-2018 also
appeared to have an important positive effect on Index (A).

The sharp declines in Index (A) and MMI starting from late
2018 can be attributed to political controversies over the
disbandment of the pro-independence Hong Kong National
Party, the rejection of work visa for Victor Mallet and the
anti-extradition movement. At the same time, the waning
approval ratings of the government reflected that internal
governance issues surrounding the Lantau Tomorrow Vision
reclamation project and the proposed increase of age
threshold for elderly welfare payments also affected Hong
Kong's public and media negatively.

2.4.2. Impact of international situation

The attitude of the West towards China has been shifting from
engagement to confrontation as the West increasingly fears
that its supremacy would be challenged by the rise of China.
Evaluations of international think tanks may not be free of
western ideological biases against the rise of China, but they
may also reflect genuine weaknesses in the implementation
of 1C2S. Furthermore, their effects on international investors
cannot be underestimated as Hong Kong is an easy target in
the ‘New Cold War’, as evident in the passage of the Hong
Kong Human Rights and Democracy Act of 2019 in November.
The existential ambiguity of Hong Kong presents a real
vulnerability.
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Much of the negative international evaluation on the rule of
law in Hong Kong can be attributed to a misunderstanding of
the fundamental concept of 1C2S: Hong Kong is not an
independent country. Itis part of a civil law country but with an
independent judiciary that practices common law in relation
to self-autonomy issues. The Hong Kong judiciary also has
power to deal with constitutional issues but it must defer to
interpretations of the national Constitution and the Basic Law
by the Standing Committee of the National People's
Congress. This is different in nature from courts of common
law countries but not uncommon in civil law countries. This
suggests the Hong Kong judiciary has a higher level of
independence and judicial function than many courts at the
district level of other civil law countries. This is not a weakness
of the Hong Kong judicial system but rather a unique
characteristic of the Hong Kong Court under 1C2S that the
HKSAR Government needs to emphasize in the international
arena.

Western think tanks have downgraded Hong Kong's scores on
‘rule of law’, citing the interpretation of the Basic Law by Beijing
in 2016. However, interpretation of the Basic Law first
occurred in 1999 and it is nothing new. The Hong Kong
judiciary is still the same judiciary which had received high
scores from western think tanks until 2015, and it is as
independent as always as demonstrated by recent
prosecutions and convictions of a former Chief Executive and
other high-ranking officials of the HKSAR Government. It
appears that western perceptions of China and Hong Kong
have changed more than Hong Kong has.
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2.5. Suggestions

Given the biases and misunderstandings identified above, it is
important for the HKSAR Government to consider
spearheading a concerted effort involving all sectors of Hong
Kong including the business community, the academia,
professional bodies, and like-minded think tanks and NGOs to
promote the image of Hong Kong under 1C2S. Such effort
may include:

- Setting up a broadly representative committee to advise
the HKSAR Government on all issues relating to 1C2S;

- Setting up a dedicated office under a relevant policy
bureau to explain and address the concerns of and
answer any queries regarding the National Security Law
from the public including the international business
community;

- Establishing a semi-official high-level think tank on
external relations to undertake various private initiatives
such as being responsible for mounting and coordinating
outreach efforts, mobilizing support from all sectors of
our and international communities, and enhancing Hong
Kong's presence in APEC related networks;

- Setting up an early warning system within the
government to alert and manage expectation of public on
all possible issues which might affect 1C2S or the
perception of quality of governance;

- Setting up a system whereby international media would
be timely, fully and properly briefed on issues affecting
1C2S;

- Paying more attention to the education of young
members of the public in relation to issues such as
understanding of the 1C2S, true meaning of rule of Law,
human rights and related freedoms, moral standards,
broadening of societal as well as international
perspectives, and increase awareness of national issues;

- Promoting, assisting and encouraging local think tanks to
conduct periodical exchanges with influential foreign
think tanks interested in Hong Kong affairs, especially the
Heritage Foundation and the CATO-Fraser Institutes,
which are sympathetic to Hong Kong as they value
economic and personal freedoms highly;
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Motivating Hong Kong's business communities from
western countries who are willing to defend Hong Kong in
the international arena; and

Enhancing Hong Kong's presence in APEC related
networks and forums, e.g., the APEC Business Advisory
Councils (ABAC), APEC Study Centres, the Pacific
Economic Cooperation Council (PECC), and other
tripartite  forums that involve business people,
academics, and NGOs in the Asia-Pacific. As a free
economy and global city, Hong Kong should find a
sympathetic hearing in the vast APEC related networks in
the Asia-Pacific.
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Resurgence of Radicalism

Figure 5 shows the composition of Hong Kong population by
political inclination. Moderates (which include centrists and
those without specific political inclination) remained the
largest group (50.0%), followed by the non-establishment
supporters (41.0%), and pro-establishment supporters (9.0%).
Non-establishment supporters are further divided into
democrats (28.0%) and ‘others’ (13.0%), which are mostly the
resistance camp.

From mid-2017 to December 2018, the proportion of
moderates supporters in the population rose while that of
non-establishment supporters declined. Since then, however,
there was a reversal of trends which accentuated in 2019 and
continued into 2020. The political rift is consolidating as
moderates continued to decrease by 0.9 percentage points
(from 50.9% to 50.0%) between December 2019 and June
2020.

The growth trends of the two juxtaposing political
inclinations, pro-establishment and non-establishment, were
reinforcing as they continued to expand steadily. With a
modest rise of 1.7 percentage points in the first half of 2020,
pro-establishment recovered to 9.0%. Non-establishment
supporters grew by the largest amount, as the cohort
increased by a total of 4.2 percentage points (from 36.8 % to
41.0%). Among non-establishment supporters, the proportion
of democrats and others rose by 2.1 percentage points, (from
25.9% to 28.0%), and 2.1 percentage points (from 10.9% to
13.0%) respectively.

Most of these changes took place abruptly since June 2019
amidst a hopeful trend of de-radicalisation and the rise of
moderation all  through 2018. The number of
pro-establishment supporters regained and the growth of
non-establishment supporters grow steadily, while moderates
continued to decline. These trajectories signified further
polarization, despite a subsiding momentum of the
anti-extradition movement.
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Figure 5: Political inclination of population
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3.1. Re-radicalisation of youths

Figure 6 shows the change in the composition of youths
(aged 18 to 29) by political inclination. The proportion of
moderates dropped from 38.2% in December 2019 to 35.8%
in June 2020 (a decrease of 2.4 percentage points) while the
proportion of the non-establishment group rose from 55.3%
to 62.8% (rising by 7.5 percentage points). Within the
non-establishment group, the proportions of democrats
dropped from 28.5% to 24.9% (decreasing by 3.6 percentage
points) while other non-establishment rose from 26.9% to
379% (rising by 11 percentage points). This is the first time
other non-establishment supporters claiming dominance
within the 18-29 age group.

Up till December 2018, there had been encouraging signs of
de-radicalization of youths, where population of moderates
were high and rising. This trend, however, was reversed most
notably from June 2019 onwards, as the proportion of
non-establishment supporters witnessed a steep rise,
surpassing moderates for some time. At the same time,
within the non-establishment group, other non-establishment
supporters overtook democrats by a large margin. This
presents a more pressing situation than 2017 when the
traditional and radical wings were of almost equal share.

It must be stressed that the political inclination of youths
tends to move swiftly as although the changes were
unambiguously notable since the latter half of 2019, the exact
relationship between the radicalization of youths and the
various politicized events needs further examination.

13.0%  (121%)

3.1. EEEFENEBEL
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20194 12 BE 2020 F 6 B » JBHIKEVEE B
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HIKBILEBIE 55.3% EINE 62.8% (L£F 7.5 @
B o JERSNKF > REIRBILLAIH 285% T
[£% 24.9% (NEk 3.6 EEDE) » EMIFESIK
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Figure 6 : Political inclination of youths
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Continuation of 1C2S after 2047

An issue of utmost importance for the future of Hong Kong is
the continuation of 1C2S after 2047. Table 7 shows that 77.2%
of the public still agreed to the continuation of 1C2S after
2047. While those who chose ‘should’ remained steady, there
had also been a decrease in ‘should not’ to 11.3%, leading to
an increase in the net value of support by 6.4 percentage
points to 65.9% from its lowest recorded in October 2019,
resuming to pre-extradition level.

Figure 7 shows the net value of support produced by
respondents of different political inclinations. Even after the
vigorous public reaction against the imposition of the
National Security Law, support across all groups with
different political inclinations in Hong Kong still maintained
over 75% and a net value of at least 54%, including the
resistance camp, who are known to be highly critical of 1C2S.
Though the public’'s current evaluation of 1C2S is quite
critical, the majority of them still regard 1C2S as the right
system for Hong Kong's future.

The net value of support generally reached over 60% across
most age groups and political inclination, with the exception
of the following cohorts: those ageing 18-29 years (57.7%)
and other non-establishment supporters (54.2%).

37.9% (1 11.0%)

2047 FRES®EST =Wt hEETEE
BIARAVRAIREZRRE o &R 7 Bm 17.2% mREREE
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NEZFEREFTFE Ra RE AR E
11.3% » ERZFHEFEN 2019 F 10 AREQ
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7 BT ARIBEUAIKRIBI S EFEEIE o B
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Table 7: Attitudes towards the continuation of 1C2S after 2047
RT:2047 FHEBETEREST T—EmH)

2018.12  2019.6 2019.8  2019.10  2020.6

Should f&z% 76.5% 75.5% 75.5% 73.5% 77.2%

Should not RE&EsZ 8.1% 8.6% 10.1% 14.1% 11.3%
Should not: Direct administration under CPG &% : Rt EEE - - - - 4.9%
Should not: Complete independence &% : Se&IBIL - - - - 2.3%

Don't know FEX1E 15.4% 15.8% 14.4% 12.4% 11.5%

Net value J${& 68.4% 66.9% 65.4% 59.5% 65.9% *

Net value: Percent who chose ‘Should’ less percent who chose ‘Should Not’
HME 3RS TR MBS BZER% TRz Bt

Figure 7: Net Value of support for continuation of 1C2S by political inclination
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Continuation of 1C2S after 2047
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4.1. Alternative future arrangements for Hong Kong
In view of the re-emergence of the debate around possible
futures of Hong Kong, new options were offered to
respondents choosing ‘should not’. We carefully limit the
options to only widely debated alternatives, that is, 'direct
administration under CPG' and ‘complete independence’.
Interesting patterns arises. Of the 11.3% voting ‘should not’, a
majority (accounting for 49% overall) chose ‘direct
administration under CPG , followed by an overall 2.3%
supporting ‘complete independence’, suggesting both
options, but particularly ‘independence’, do not appear to be a
viable option for many despite recurring and intensifying crisis
of confidence in 1C2S.

Table 8 : Support for alternativefuture arrangement after 2047 (by age)
& 8:2047 FRHEMAGEENZIFE (REHRED)

41. BEANWHEHMAIREE
HeRENHEBENEMARER  AHATE
204TEBELIES [—EmG) WESEMH » &
DHEEE (FAEZ  BRHABEMBEN R
BEIE o R EAERMDEEREZSRA AR
7% TPotEE) & (52210 © 11.3%30
ATEZIEE T—EmG N2HET > BEA
B TR EEE ) o (HEEEB4.9% 0 EEE [R2)8
I BORLEERE2.30% o REE T—EWE S0
HELUNS - BREMEEL SRR

o | SO omes oo Difutiosy
At E FEREIL - s :
18-29 3.5% 6.8% 1.2% 2.7%
30-39 32% 1.6% 0.0% 3.2%
40-49 4.4% 1.0% 0.0% 3.0%
50-59 3.9% 1.8% 0.9% 1.8%
60-69 8.7% 2.3% 0.0% 1.6%
= 70 5.7% 0.9% 0.0% 2.1%
All respondentsFi B 5H& 4.9% 2.3% 0.4% 2.4%
Table 9 : Alternative future arrangement after 2047 (by political inclination)
R 9:2047 FREMATAEENSIFE (RBUAERES)
o e, ot ontan ity
AEU=E TREIL - = :
Pro-establishment E&k 14.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Moderates ;RF0J& 5.7% 0.6% 0.2% 2.2%
Non-establishment FEEEI& 2.0% 4.8% 0.7% 3.3%
Non-est.: Democrats FFZHIK | REIk 1.8% 2.6% 0.3% 3.2%
Non-est.: Others JEEHIIK : Hfth 2.6% 9.3% 15% 3.6%
All respondents FTEZs5%& 4.9% 2.3% 0.4% 2.4%




4.2. Favourable conditions to the continuation of
1C2S after 2047

If respondents agreed to the continuation of 1C2S after 2017,
they were then asked to choose what conditions would be
favourable to the continuation of 1C2S from the following list
(they were allowed to choose more than 1 item):

- Political system democratizng further;

- Maintaining national security (previously appeared as:
Completing legislation of Article 23);

- Maintaining a high degree of autonomy;
- Maintaining economic prosperity and stability; and
- Others (please specify).

Figure 8 shows the percentages of respondents who chose
each of the five conditions. For all respondents, ‘maintaining a
high degree of autonomy’ (69.6%) remained the most
important items, while 'political system democratizng further'
(53.3%) encountered a slight drop of 2.8 percentage points
since October 2019 and secured its second place for the
second time. ‘Maintaining economic prosperity and stability’
(51.9%), which always occupy the second place in the list,
remained the third most important condition but rose by 4.3
percentage points since October 2019. ‘Maintaining national
security’, which previously appeared as ‘completing legislation
of Article 23’, was recorded at 10.1%. It must be noted that the
change of name is to reflect the development of the matter
and does not imply any direct comparability of the two
conditions these names refer to.

Figure 9 shows how the pattern of choice differed by political
inclination and the increasingly stark contrast among groups
of different political inclinations. While non-establishment
continues to be supportive of ‘political system to democratize
further’, the democrats did not cease supporting ‘maintaining
high degree of autonomy’ (78.6%) as being more important
than ‘political system democratize further’ (75.9%). The other
non-establishment remained the only cohort prioritizing the
said condition (86.8%). Among the moderates, ‘political
system to democratize further’ witnessed a dramatic drop of
6.1% in just 8 months' time, reaching a record low of 39.4%.

On the other hand, pro-establishment continues to demonstrate
overwhelming support for ‘maintaining economic prosperity
and stability’ (78.8%) while ‘maintaining national security’
(88.5%) and for the first time, overtaking ‘maintaining a high
degree of autonomy’, which dropped to its record low of 35.7%.

42 2047THEREBEET [—EmH ]
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BsEREHMEMREMs > #ReEBA]
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BRI LLBENREME o [AOBHTES
BE) (51.9%) B2019F108KA43EESD
B KEERA  BRNE= o THEBRRZZ
(BI#4 T5Epi23RiE) ) FAE10.1% @ BIHAHE
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o FEHEBAHFERZLE
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Figure 8 : Favourable conditions for the continuation of 1C2S after 2047
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Figure 9 : Favourable conditions for the continuation of 1C2S after 2047 (by political inclination)
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Citizens’ Identity

We also surveyed how citizens identify themselves, whether as
‘Hongkongers' or ‘Chinese’. Figure 10 shows that members of
the public continue to identify themselves much more strongly
as ‘Hongkongers' than as ‘Chinese’. The identities started to
diverge after a period of parallel increase. From October 2019
to June 2020, the public’s identification as 'Hongkongers' rose
from 8.41 to 8.55, the highest yet recorded. In the same period,
that as ‘Chinese’ dropped from 4.72 to 4.38 with statistical
significance, also the lowest recorded since mid-2017.

The extent to which the public identified themselves as
‘Hongkonger’ and ‘Chinese’ can be better demonstrated by
Figure 11, a graph mapping the mix of identities rated by
respondents against time. On the 0 to 10 scale, the median is
5, which indicates a moderate level of identification. Ratings
that are higher than the median indicate relatively strong
identification; ratings that are lower than the median indicate
relatively weak identification. These levels of strength can be
grouped into four categories, dual identity (strong in both
identifications), stronger identification as ‘Hongkongers/,
stronger identification as ‘Chinese’, and others which include
those without a dominant identity.

Itis relatively clear that most Hong Kong citizens were typically
cognizant of their dual identity as both ‘Hongkongers’ and
‘Chinese’, though this has gradually changed since June 2019.
While the patterns from earlier surveys were very similar, in
which a majority of the public (between 55.9% to 57.3% before
December 2018) had relatively strong identification as both
‘Hongkongers’ and ‘Chinese’, dual identity further declined to
32.5% in June 2020 and 'Hongkongers only’ remained the
dominant identity surpassing the ‘Hongkonger/Chinese’ dual
identity.

Identification as ‘Chinese’ may not be the same as patriotic,
but identification as both ‘Hongkongers' and ‘Chinese’ is a
pre-requisite for ‘devotion to China and Hong Kong'. The fact
that the proportion of Hong Kong people with dual identity
continues to decline within the past 8 months points to the
adverse impact of the current socio-political climate has on
the implementation of 1C2S. We have not overlooked a
possibility that current persistent international condemnation
of China also has an impact on how Hongkongers look at
themselves. The importance or otherwise of this will hopefully
become clearer in time.
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Figure10: Citizens’ identity scores
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Figure11: Citizens’ identity mix
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5.1. Rank correlation

As a result of the declining dual identity of both ‘'Hongkongers'
and ‘Chinese’, the correlation between the two stated
identifications became increasingly less apparent. The two
identities used to mutually reinforce each other but currently,
there are signs of polarization instead. The rank correlation
coefficient decreased slightly from -0.02 in October 2019 to
-0.06 in June 2020, which is statistically significant. A stronger
identification as ‘Hongkonger’ now accompanies a weaker
one as ‘Chinese’ (see Table 10). The converse, on the other
hand, also holds. The loss of the mutuality of the two identities
as ‘Hongkonger’ and ‘Chinese’ risks challenging the
implementation of 1C2S in the near future and one must take
careful note of this.

Table 10: Rank correlation of citizens’ identity
® 10 : TRNF DR RAFHRIERMAE

51. EREBEERE

BELEHHBEATUR > EMES D BIEE
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2017.6 201712 2018.6 2018.12 2019.6 2019.8 2019.10 2020.6
Correlation #ERFHES 0.13 0.18 0.17 0.17 0.12 -0.02 -0.06
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Topical Issues

6.1 Responsibility of conflicts

Responsibility of conflicts. Table 11 shows the allocation of
blame between the Mainland and Hong Kong when conflicts
arise in the implementation of 1C2S. In June 2020, 50.1% of the
public suggested that the Mainland would be responsible while
8.4% assigned the responsibility to Hong Kong, both of these
values were at their most extreme since mid-2017 while those
who chose ‘equally responsible’ fell from its usual £50% to a
record low of 35.7% in June 2020. The sentiment implied by
this swing towards blaming the Mainland is worrisome.

Net values rose across all subgroups, suggesting an overall
tendency to attribute blame towards Mainland in cases of
conflicts, with the exception of the 30-39 age group, although it
still stands relatively high at 40.5%, almost doubled that
recorded in December 2018. Furthermore, several increases in
net value were atypical, including a first-ever positive net value
found in the 70 or above age group and a rise of 6.6 percentage
points in the pro-establishment group, where the latter was
also the only negative net value across all subgroups.

The results suggest that both the central and Hong Kong
governments ought to reflect on its own responsibility for
deadlocks and conflicts between government and people.

Table 11: Responsibility for conflicts

F® 11 HRFERNVEE

6.1. HRTFENEME

*11 BnEsE T—Emf) HRFER  BR
BEERAMEEE 2020 F 6 AFAEHET
50.1% TR AEEBEINAM > 8.4% RIEEREE
BIREE > MERLRTZ 2017 FhLERERITE
MESR o MEHh o BEE T BOABE £50%
ZF2020F 6 BB 3L T% HME » EHZAFFE
BEERBIAM o

FTEMRINZEENIFRELA  KREZARFE
EEEEIR A o BIER30-39m AR B EBE/\E
B2B T > 405%DA%ES > B2018F 12818
815 o fRILZ N BRRAR 0B LR ENE
ETFAER > BEf—HET  FIERF66ERD
BTHE > BERENREERE > RTMENTE
ERRF G BRSSP o

PARFEEBEBEMBFNTRZENESN
FEREBBSEE -

2017.6 2017.12 2018.6 2018.12 2019.6 2019.8 2019.10 2020.6
The Mainland A3t 24.1% 26.5% 26.1% 27.2% 29.0%  34.0% 45.4% 50.1%
Hong Kong &7& 15.4% 19.0% 18.1% 17.4% 16.1% 12.4% 11.5% 8.3%
Equally Responsible—3#3 54.5% 49.0% 50.7% 50.8% 501%  47.3% 36.4% 35.7%
Don’t Know IBHIE 6.0% 5.5% 5.1% 4.7% 4.8% 6.4% 6.7% 5.8%
Net Value J${& 9.3% 7.9% 8.0% 9.8% 129%  21.6% 33.8% 41.8%
Mean Score 953 5.02 4.92 4.98 5.06 512 5.77 6.21 6.53 *

Net Value: Percent who chose ‘The Mainland’ less percent who chose ‘Hong Kong’

FE BAE TR EDLLRE BAE TEE NED

Mean Score goes from 0 to 10. Scores higher (lower) than 5 means greater responsibility lies with the Mainland (Hong Kong)

FHEABE0E L D DEEK (B 5 2R&AH (F8) RaRAEE



6.2. Emigration and confidence in 1C2S

Table 12 shows public’'s emigration plans. Those who have no
plans’ to emigrate remained the majority (62.5%), over those
who ‘have plans’ (34.5%). The former dropped by 6.8
percentage points while the latter rose by 59 percentage
points. Net value changed from -40.7% in October 2019 to
-28.0% in June 2020. The change in net value was statistically
significant.

Table 12: Public’s emigration plans
x 12 TRBRBIMNIETE

6.2. BRBIIE[-BE®H] F0

x12 BTTRAIBREE - MEITE BREIA
guEEiEE (B8 & DA 62.5% A
34.59% ° [E#X 2019 4F 10 B > TEITE ) #9ARUH
M 68 EEDE > M BHE) BILT 59 @
Bk FEHE -40.7% EFE 2020 F 6 BHY
-28.0% » EREMET LRAE KT o

2017.6 2017.12 2018.6 2018.12 2019.6 2019.8 2019.10 2020.6

Have Plans 13.6% 12.6% 13.0% 14.99 18.0% 24.19 28.69 4.59%
BT 3.6% 6% 3.0% 9% 8.0% 1% 8.6% 34.5%
Have Plans: Because ofconfidence in 1C2S 5.8% 8.0% 9.0% 1192 144% 208% 954% 30.5%
BITE | EH—EmRsE0ERM = = e e e o e o
No Plans #3TH 853% 86.4% 86.1% 84.0% 791% 733% 6093% 62.5%
Don't Know FENiE 1.0% 0.9% 0.9% 1.2% 29% 2.6% 2.1% 3.0%
Net Value /3& “T17% -74.5% -73.1% -69.1% -611% -49.2% -40.7% -28.0% *

Net Value: Percent who chose ‘Have Plans’ less percent who chose ‘No Plans’
FE RS TBITE) vafatt B3 B8] Nant

Table 13 and Table 14 show the percentages of age groups and
groups of different political inclination who plan to emigrate
due to lack of confidence in 1C2S (the emigration ratio).
Between October 2019 and June 2020, the emigration ratio of
the public continued the trend of growth and rose by a modest
5.1%. For moderates and non-establishment supporters, the
ratios also increased, from 21.2% to 25.0%, and from 36.4% to
43.6% respectively. This left pro-establishment supporters and
the 30-39 age group the only exceptions to the said trend, while
the former recorded 2.6% and the latter countered the upward
current as the ratio dropped by 2.8% since the last round to
34.8%. More than half of other non-establishment supporters
attributed their decision to confidence in 1C2S. The 18-29 age
group also obtained a record high emigration ratio (42.9%).

& 13 &3k 14 BT RER RECATKRS T—
BmH) R=E0MmtB8BEMNMNESL (BR
EEZ) ©2019F 108 E2020F6 8 f5f » B R
FERAE  ERR DA 1EB DR o /A
KR IR R & BB REERFEE LA > DY
FH21.2%%25.0% /2 H36.4%%F43.6% « RAEG
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Table 13 : Emigration ratio (by age)
x 13 BRIEE (RERES)

2017.6 2017.12 2018.6 2018.12 2019.6 2019.8 2019.10 2020.6
18-29 80% 71% 109% 124% 168% 231% 301% 42.9%
30-39 115% 12.4% 158% 13.3% 245% 34.0% 37.6% 34.8%
40-49 116% 119% 11.6% 154% 13.0% 22.0% 27.7% 29.8%
50-59 11.3% 7.8% 89% 148% 159% 215% 269% 30.2%
60-69 6.2% 44%  58% 6.0% 91% 142% 203% 26.3%
=70 1.6% 3.6% 2.3% 2. 7% 4.8% 71% 74% 17.9%
All respondents FREZ:H& 88% 80% 92% 112% 144% 20.8% 254% 30.5%
Table 14: Emigration ratio (by political inclination)
= 14 BRIEE (BBUGERSEID)
2017.6 201712 20186  2018.12  2019.6 2019.8  2019.10  2020.6
Pro-establishment 2!k 1.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2.7% 71% 2.6%
Moderates JRF1IK 7.9% 5.8% 6.8% 9.3% 13.3% 18.6% 21.2% 25.0%
Non-establishment FEE2 Ik 14.3% 16.8% 19.9% 23.8% 25.3% 32.5% 36.4% 43.6%
Non-est.: Democrats JFE#HIK : REIK  14.0% 14.3% 14.9% 21.8% 22.6% 30.5% 34.0% 37.3%
Non-est.: Others JEEHIIK : E At 15.3% 24.6% 34.3% 30.3% 36.6% 39.2% 41.3% 57.1%
All respondents FREZ:HE 8.8% 8.0% 9.2% 11.2% 14.4% 20.8% 25.4% 30.5%




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. Caution should therefore be
exercised in interpreting the above findings, though they still
provide valuable reference of the degree and extent of concern.
Amongst 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
and/or SAR governments, but also — on the other hand -
disillusionment towards perceived instability caused by the
non-establishment supporters; the latter may cause
disaffection amongst the moderates due to the perceived
damage of rational politics on the rule of law and Hong Kong's
economy. Neither of the possibilities above could be ruled out.
Furthermore, the laxing of immigration requirements by
‘popular’ countries in response to the implementation of the
Hong Kong National Security Law might also mean that plans
to emigrate might not necessarily be induced by a lack of
confidence in 1C2S or the socio-political situation of Hong
Kong but simply seen as ‘opportunities not to be missed’ by
those who wanted to immigrate in any event.

BATAE > TRATFBBERHAZ > iz
HBELBERHAH RBAEREE —E2FE
B B2/NOMEE - BNKEBEEOMTEZ
B> — 7 EESHTREFREGIRT®H > 5
— I EIRFEREOIFRFIKEIRLERTE ©
MBSHEBARERETBEEIEE > ME
FIAEME BT AEHERR o BRIE 250 > BUBRBEZER
it 0 ZEILBER RFIEBIERME » TAEHF
BREANGRZ S TRERANEE > T HA—EH T—
BImbl) KEELRIKRIR

Topical Issues
HPIEE
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6.3.  Attitudes towards the Greater Bay Area (GBA)

Table 15 shows that more disagreed on Hong Kong's
participation in the development of the GBA, as 33.5%
supported and 47.0% opposed, leading to a negative net value
of -13.5% for the first time and its record low since mid-2018.
The change in net value recorded in June 2020 compared with
last round’s was also statistically significant.

Table15: Should Hong Kong participate in the development of the GBA?
®15 EARS2HEBAXNEERE ?

63 EBREAME

x15 BTRERETREBSENERERE > X
FFRERE 33.5%  RERAERD 47.0%  FES
-135% 0 7 2018 FREE - LWMESHFEZL
EARET R FREE KT o

2018.6 2018.12 2019.6 2019.8 2020.6
Agree ¥ 56.4% 54.0% 47.9% 42.6% 33.5%
Disagree & ¥} 23.6% 24.7% 30.4% 35.3% 47.0%
Don't Know FENiE 7.0% 7.2% 5.9% 5.5% 6.7%
Net Value /3 {&E 35.4% 31.6% 17.6% 7.3% -13.5%
Mean Score 9% 6.30 6.27 5.79 5.22 4.44 *
Net Value: Percent who chose ‘Agree’ less percent who chose ‘Disagree’
FERA TEE) NEstt BXRA TRE) Nastt
Mean Score goes from 0to 10. Higher score means stronger agreement
F99HE 0 £ 10 9 > e AREsH
6.3.1. Willingness of living or working in other cities 6.3.1. AEEBRAEZEHAMEHEEIS
of GBA BRNER

Table 16 shows that those who are ‘willing’ to live or work in
GBA resumed to pre-anti-extradition level in June 2019,
reaching 11.9%, and those ‘unwilling’ remained high at 72.6%,
leading to an increase of a net willingness to -60.7% and the
change was statistically significant.

Table 17 highlights the willingness of living or working in other
cities of GBA by age. For youths (age 18 to 29), those ‘unwilling’
reached the highest yet recorded. Their net willingness was
-78.8%, which rose by 15.1 percentage points from August
2019. Nonetheless, the rise in net willingness to live or work in
GBA among the 30-39, 60-69 and 70 or above age groups 8.7,
15.5 and 32.9 percentage points respectively was statistically
significant.

* 16 MTEgERATABRIZHERLIE 2019
F 6 BHAGEHRIKT > E 11.9% > TEEEBH
MRS EI 72.6% > BELAZE -60.7% > B1CE

xR 1T EBTREF (18E29%) b LAKB&RE(EE
EHNERRE - TEZBHNLEXERFHS > 2EF
BEE-78.8% > tE2019F 88 15. MEH D& © It
9h > 30-3975% ~ 60-695% K2 70757 8 A = =B F e 48
MgEEIt tERNEENFEDA LFS.T
15532 9B B DEL - FHIREM SR LBEKT -



Table 16 : Willingness of living or working in the GBA
®16 ! AT EBRXEREINEENEE

2018.6 2018.12 2019.6 2019.8 2020.6
Willing & & 12.2% 13.0% 12.9% 7.8% 11.9%
Notwilling F&Z& 63.1% 62.6% 67.6% 73.9% 72.6%
Maybe / Don’t Know B& / FEENE 24.7% 24.4% 19.6% 18.2% 15.6%
Net Value J$#& -51.0% -49.5% -54.7% -66.1% -60.7% *

Net Value: Percent who chose ‘Willing’ less Percent who chose ‘Not willing’

BE: TgEE WaSL BE TMegEE) Nastt

Table 17 : Net willingness of living or working in the GBA (by age)
RIT ! pIEEERAOSEAMBTEEINEENERTE (RERED)

2018.6 2018.12 2019.6 2019.8 2020.6

18-29 -52.9% -33.9% -51.7% -65.3% -78.8%

30-39 -44.9% -48.8% -57.6% -71.0% -62.3% *

40-49 551% 52.5% -41.7% 58.0% 59.8%

50-59 -50.5% -45.8% -46.7% -60.0% -63.1%

60-69 -46.0% -55.0% -59.9% -65.6% -50.1% *

270 57.1% 64.4% 77.0% 81.4% -48.5% *

All respondents FiE™ R -51.0% -49.5% -54.7% -66.1% -60.7% *
6.4.  Recent political controversies 6.4. AHIBUREE
6.4.1. Acceptance of Legislative Council standstill 6.4.1. B EEFLETIEIFENES

B2E

Table 18 shows public’s acceptance of the Legislative Council R 18 BNAREEAF BERLEGEINETY
standstill for over seven months due the delay in the election of ETERBEEEA Eﬂz&iﬁzf KEBD=ZhE
house committee chairman. Generally, 54.5% found it (54.5%) RATHERES  ZFZHMG 36.7% 0 FE

unacceptable while 36.7% had the opposite opinion. The net %5 -17.8% o
value is recorded at -17.8%, as half of the surveyed public found
it unacceptable.

Table 18: Acceptance of Legislative Council standstill
K 18 I B FEFIETIOA TRRRZIEE

All respondents FRE%:h&

Acceptable %% 36.7%
Unacceptable R%5 54.5%
Don't know / Difficult to say FER1iE / 17 &8 8.8%

Net Value J$#& -17.8%

Net value: Percent who chose ‘Acceptable’ less percent who chose ‘Unacceptable’
FE D ER) WES BX TRER) NEaskt

Topical Issu
H
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6.4.2. Acceptance of mutual destruction tactics

Similar to the rejection of the Legislative Council gridlock,
public’s view of the mutual destruction (‘laam chau’ T&#)))
tactics to coerce the SAR government to give in to political
demands is also generally negative. Over half of the public
(53.9%) found the mutual destruction tactics unacceptable
while only 33.4% found it acceptable. The net value is recorded
at-20.5%.

Table 19 : Acceptance of mutual destructiontactics

®19 1 H MW pERIZE

6.4.2. ¥ [EY| NEZREE
ABRERABEU B HEBERFEZR
AR o BB —HZFE (53.9%) SR ATHERES
BREIME 33.49% 0 J#ER -20.5% ©

All respondents FRES#HE

Acceptable s2[F]
Unacceptable R&3[E]
Don't know/ Difficult to say PERIIE / {7 EHE

Net Value JB{E

33.4%
53.9%
12.6%

-20.5%

Net value: Percent who chose ‘Acceptable’ less percent who chose ‘Unacceptable’
FE D [T NESt HE TRER) WESLE

6.4.3. Impact of HKMAO and LOCPG'’s statements

Regarding the uncommonly more out-spoken role of the Hong
Kong and Macau Affairs Office and the Liaison Office over
Hong Kong affairs, an overwhelmingly negative impact on
1C2S is received, accounting for 59.2% overall. Less people
reportedly felt that there is a positive impact on 1C2S from the
two offices’ behaviour than those who suggested no impact,
which account for 13.7% and 17.4% respectively.

Table 20 : Impact of HKMAO and LOCPG's statements on 1C2S
R20 : AR R R EE R — A 8

NEa—

BERBETEBEAY [—EWm
B e

6.4.3.

BRI EBEBEE > HREARNS
W I—Emt) SREEFE 14 59.2% R
IEEEARERRNZFHEDNE 13.7% &
17.4% o

Allrespondents FiES &

Positiveimpact IFE 52

Negativeimpact & E &£

No impact BEF £

Don't know / Difficult to say PERiE / 17 &4

Net Value H{&

13.7%
59.2%
17.4%

9.7%

-45.6%

Net value: Percent who chose ‘Positive impact’ less percent who chose ‘Negative impact’

FE: TEEFE) Naftt wETaEs2E) Nastt



6.4.4. Impact of the National Security Law

NPC's decision to introduce the National Security Law has
been unpopular as 61.5% of the public found it negative
towards 1C2S and 12.3% the opposite. More people found the
new law brings no impact than positive impact, as the two
options record 21.1% and 12.3% respectively.

Table 21: Impact of the National Security Law on 1C2S
K21 FTUBBERZEREH—EMGINTE

644, MY (BEEBIZZE) @ [—EMW
B e

AKFTIL CBEREIZ %) » ABO T RIERDSH

—Emi HRerFE 615%) R
123% ZHEDAATATE - AFRBELARER
WAL BSAEEXENS > MEEED
21.1% 52 12.3% °

All respondents FRE =&

Positiveimpact IFE 572

Negativeimpact & E &£

No impact BEF £

Don't know / Difficult to say PERIiE/ 47 &%

Net Value JE{&

12.3%

61.5%

21.1%
5.1%

-49.2%

Net value: Percent who chose ‘Positive impact’ less percent who chose ‘Negative impact’

FE: NEEFE Naoth FXTaEmgs) Nastt

6.4.5. Generation gap and political divide

Table 22 and Table 23 are summaries of the net value
generated from different topical questions about recent
political controversies, further categorized by age and political
inclination.

While most age groups and groups of political inclination
display a general lack of support for severely disruptive
behaviour in the Legislative Council and mutual destruction
tactics, the 18-29 age group and non-establishment group
(democrats and others) recorded positive net values. Other
non-establishment groups recorded the highest positive net
value, this stands in stark contrast to the of pro-establishment
supporters.

The public tends to believe HKMAO and LOCPG's statements
on HK's affairs and the abrupt gazetting of the National
Security Law as causing negative impact to 1C2S. Negative net
values are recorded across almost all categories of
classification, where the only positive net values are found in
pro-establishment group. It is clear that the sense of unease
with stronger Beijing presence is shared amongst the majority
of the surveyed population, except the pro-establishment
group, which produced the only positive net value of 49.3%.
The anxiety found among the moderates should not be
overlooked.

6.4.5. RKEBERBCEERE

722 FR 23 BEITIRBUA S S - WIRFE KRIEL

BIERE S e

BEPAR BB D F i REUA AR RITH & B

MBI TRAXTTEZHARE - LU R
BIEFME | 1829 BACFEAIR:FE (RTIRK
HZERFIK) - B EMIFRFIKERT RS F
B BRI EERGk -

AREBR A BRRRPENIMEEFTHEE
Bk (BEEwE) IEEd B I—EWws)
WREETE - B PTA FRANBURIERIERS
8%E RERVIKRESELESZE > MEaN
IR HIREE BT AR
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Table 22 : Generation gap over recent political controversies (by age)

®22: HILHABUA T EC B (REERED)

Statements from

LegCo standstill Mutual destruction HKMAO and LOCPG National Security Law
g E R D | B2 B (BEEZX)
18-29 16.2% 11.8% -73.9% -71.4%
30-39 -11.0% -156.5% -50.8% -57.3%
40-49 -17.3% -18.1% -43.5% -50.9%
50-59 -26.3% -28.2% -39.4% -42.4%
60-69 -36.0% -36.4% -36.1% -37.0%
=70 -31.3% -37.3% -31.0% -36.3%
All respondents FiEZ:hE -17.8% -20.5% -45.6% -49.2%

Table 23: Political divide over recent political controversies (by political inclination)
R23 I HILHABCATEEZBUAEE (EBUAERES)

Statements from

LegCo standstill Mutual destruction HKMAO and LOCPG Natiqnal Security Law
NE ER T ) e ER (BEEZE)
Pro-establishment Z & -89.5% -85.1% 46.7% 49.7%
Moderates;BF1ik -49.4% -51.0% -37.2% -40.3%
Non-establishment JFEEHIK 38.1% 31.5% -76.1% -81.2%
Nonrest.: Democrats JEEHIK : REK 26.0% 16.6% -74.0% -78.3%
Non-est.: Others JEZEHIIK : E At 63.9% 63.6% -80.6% -87.6%
Allrespondents FRESHE -17.8% -20.5% -45.6% -49.2%
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1. STy ik

I. Methodology

1. Construction of 1C2S Index

To understand the implementation of 1C2S comprehensively,
we measure how the public in HK evaluate the current
situation from various dimensions. International perception of
freedom and democracy in HK is also pivotal as these are core
components of 1C2S. Hence, we give an equal weight to
scores obtained from the following two indices:

- Index (A): Public Opinion: Hong Kong public’s evaluation of
1C2S compiled from telephone polls on 9 dimensions of
1C2S; and

- Index (B): International Perception: Compiled from relevant
indices produced by international think tanks on various
dimensions of freedom and democracy in HK.

1.1. Index (A): Public Opinion

Index (A) is the average of sub-scores obtained from nine
dimensions on different dimensions of 1C2S in our telephone
polls conducted by the Hong Kong Institute of Asia-Pacific
Studies of the Chinese University of Hong Kong. Each round,
about 1,000 individuals will be randomly sampled by the CATI
(computer assisted telephone interviewing) system, all aged
18 or above; all of them spoke either Cantonese or Mandarin.
To better represent the distribution of the Hong Kong
population, all data were weighted by the proportion of gender
and age of people aged 18 or above (excluding foreign
domestic helpers) according to the Census and Statistics
Department. Table 24 shows the statistical and scientific
standards of each survey.

In the telephone polls, many questions employed 1 to 7 as the
rating scale in the survey process, with 4 as the median. This
scale, which is known as the Likert scale, is commonly adopted
for psychological assessments. This scale was used instead of
a 0to 10 scale as the latter is deemed too finely graduated and
cumbersome for respondents to choose from. However, to
better conform to existing indices — which tend to be expressed
on a 0 to 10 scale (with 5 as the median) — we converted the
results mathematically into the popular 0 to 10 scale.

1. W [—EmS] ER

RIEGREEESBEE [—Em6 89BN
HrREEGETRYHBRKVNE - SHEA
RIZ I—Emf WEETER  BRTEHE
BEERIEENERITLEEZ AL T—
Bl AEEA NIRRT D4a TAERILLE ¢

- B A REPFE-EETRISEAD
Y AE T—EmE) #EETD ;K

- E# (B) [ BRTE-E
EEIEIﬁ@PﬁﬁﬁﬁizE’\]ﬁn °

REEHEBNE

1.1.  BE (A)  RERE

58 (A) REBTRERY —EME NEET
B mEEBER RPEEEBEIXALRE
BOAMEFTETEERS  SHUBKSBHE
SERIRA 0 B - SHRIAML,000A 0 25
EBISRIL L EREREREES - BT
B > SISk BETRE BN 18R L1
RIREBDH IMIERERT) (ENEE
B UEHAEBAONMHNEEIER - & 248
TERBENSEFIRIEEE o

BaEmaT  ZHEERBLIET NI RE
L4n s - BROEEEANNERE > 18
AEFHFER (Likert scale) o BIFHERIEEE
HAIEI0 DHRE » EENEBENIE > TR
BEDUERE - Tisn 7 BIRTTHEHITE - 2L
FMABEH ERBEEERERASERN0ELD
RE (LSO APRAE) o



For a more extensive report on the survey results, please see NMESERBENFEER > F2RRTIR
Survey Results: Frequency and Percentage Distribution, which EE LW FEEER: ﬁé QA= sl el
can be found on the webpage of Path of Democracy (http://www.pathofdemocracy.hk/1c2s-index/) ©

(http://www.pathofdemocracy.hk/1c2s-index/).

Table : 24 Survey details
R24 RERER

- Survey Period Number of Responderis Response Rates Confidence Level Sampling Error
Round §5:X BEEH SBHAY Bl BT iR
2017.06 23/5-3/6 1,002 36.8% 95.0% +3.1%
2017.12 11/12 -23/12 1,006 39.5% 95.0% +3.09%
2018.06 23/5-2/6 1,004 37.2% 95.0% +3.09%
2018.12 3/12-12/12 1,001 38.8% 95.0% +3.1%
2019.06 27/5-6/6 1,002 38.0% 95.0% +3.1%
2019.08 24/7-7/8 1,001 39.5% 95.0% +3.1%
2019.10 17/10 -31/10 1,002 38.0% 95.0% +3.09%
2019.12 10/12 -20/12 1,000 40.8% 95.0% +31%
2020.06 9/6-29/6 1,001 39.5% 95.5% +3.1%
1.1.1. Alternative methods of constructing Index (A) 1.1.1. EH (A) HTRFEHRAN
Conceptually, there are different ways to compute the nine 521 (A) BEEATRY [—EmMG NEETHE -

dimensions into a composite score as Index (A). We have B EEE ﬁﬂ BN ESETEAIES (A)
chosen the method of simple average, which is the most B4R E T D ?ﬂﬁ% FBTRER WA T
common method employed in constructing indices. Its BEREHERRRNBE VY BHEBER
strength lies in its parsimony and accessibility. It may not be ABHAE - Bem - ~EWBAEE ~ELLE >
the best method as it assigns equal weighting to all items (i.e. BB ANERETNEE ST BURME
assuming equal importance for all items). Here, we compare BRI RS B IR 0 DA
the method of simple average to two alternatives methods that F AR50 0 M7 BRER F D AT o

are more sophisticated, namely, principal component analysis

and factor analysis.

Principal component analysis is a statistical method that D AT B — D A RS (CER BV AR ST R »
processes and simplifies data; it is the standard scientific Euﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁkﬁwf/ FE o BERER
method employed in constructing indices. Through statistical BEHEFIRETERSRE  UESHEENFEELR
analysis, it extracts the data set’s principal components and DETMPIEE > BHERBEEIENNIEHE
identifies their weights in a way that best explains the WM UT ARFE SRR EAME

variations across the data.
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Factor analysis extracts common factors from the data, and it
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.

Table 25 shows the negligible difference in scores acquired by
the three methods. The results of all three methods are highly
similar, largely due to the clustered nature of the public's
assessments of the nine dimensions (cf. the distributions of
the nine dimensions are highly correlated), which causes the
core components or sub-items across all three methods to be
highly similar. Both alternative methods involve complex
calculations, which render the methods inaccessible to
laymen. Given the similarity of the results from all three
methods, we adopted the simplest and most commonly used
method - ie. the average of the nine dimensions — in
constructing Index (A).

B DT = i BUR PR AV A I R F R ST 75 0%
BRI D DT EL HEREN UELRE
BRRHREREBAXRUENRATF > BHEEEXE
WEER A —EXTF > M SEEE -

=25 BRSNS HIER > RAMTRE
MWER - —BHANER+HEI > BEZHEN
m RENEELBHTOEEEC (RN LEHER
DifrEEARR)  EUNEEBENTIER D NEE
Kl E+ 33T > TR DT REFDELSE
MEE —RABUAEB AR =EHIVERIE
BERToEE > RMEREBEERNT %
BN BB ETI8RER T—Emf) 5
8o



Table 25 : Index (A): Public Opinion computed by different methods
R25:158 (A  REAEUFEA R FEH

Simple Average

Principal Component Analysis

Factor Analysis

o
Round &% B8 EHH D BT 5
2017.06 484 483 482
2017.12 498 4.99 494
2018.06 5.05 5.06 5.00
2018.12 484 484 476
2019.06 458 458 453
2019.08 398 3.96 391
2019.10 326 323 318
2019.12 353 351 3.47
2020.06 3.39 3.37 3.30
1.2.  Index (B): International Perception 1.2,  1E# (B) :ERHME

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 Economic
Intelligence Unit. The average of the Economic Freedom Index
and Personal Freedom Index is known as the Human Freedom
Index, which is the most comprehensive index of freedom
available.

As the Human Freedom Index covers a very large number of
countries, the latest Economic Freedom Index and Personal
Freedom Index only reflect conditions two years ago. These two
indices are updated based on the latest comparable indicators
from other international think tanks. When updating is not
possible, the relevant figures are assumed to be unchanged.

521 (B) 2RI EEHIEEL VEABHIEEU LR

FE8 ZIBREN TS c EMIBEIEHEBE R
B ZEFR (Cato Institute) X IEIDBEZERT (Fraser
Institute) #RE > F=ISEHEHLESZ NS ER
B MBmAHEH M MEABHEH HNFH
DiiEA TANEEHEH  EERIEERHNTE
HhR2EN—TE -

Mt TASRERER BEABER > EEER
BH & MEABBESE IRERMERTERT
BEWEE R AR BEIRIERER - TR
o RARREEHETE -
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1.2.1. Comparable indicators

To obtain the updated scores of Economic Freedom Index and
Personal Freedom Index, we first calculate the percentage
changes in the comparable indicators for the respective years;
then we apply these changes to the latest Economic Freedom
Index and Personal Freedom Index of CATO-Fraser. The
comparable indicators for the Economic Freedom Index and
each of the 7 components of the Personal Freedom Index are
listed in Table 26

Table 26 : Comparable indicators of Index (B): International Perception

#® 26 158 (B) : EIMHEZAEREIEIR

1.2.1. 1EFEEE

AEH KEAMIEE & MBEASHES &
PIEt EARMEEEMERENHNED LBIL > LK
2 ERREHEMERRIED A T48% 8 i
EH & MEABHBIEH - £ 26 BT (KBS
RisgL & MEABMESR TtEEBENERE

FERE o

Indicators 512

Comparable Indicators FAFEHSIZ

Economic Freedom Index

BEREH

Rule of Law %78

Security and Safety 2%

Movement BB B

Religion SR¥EEH

Association, Assembly, & Civil
Society

B EER2ARMEHA

Expression and Information

SimEH

Identity and Relationships
T RBE KRR 15

The Heritage Foundation’s Index of Economic Freedom

ERESEEEBHEH

World Justice Project’s Rule of Law Index — ‘Procedural Justice’, ‘Civil Justice’ and
‘Criminal Justice’

HREREE DEaEH — BFA%) - TREEE Kk TRIERA

World Justice Project’s Rule of Law Index - ‘Order and Security’
HRERER NERIEEL — THEFEBRZ)

Freedom House’s Freedom in the World Report - ‘G1. Do individuals enjoy freedom of
movement, including the ability to change their place of residence, employment, or
education?’

BHZR MtABHBAETRS) — 6. ARREZHEEAH - BENEEM ¥
HEEHIBES ?

Freedom House's Freedom in the World Report — ‘D2. Are individuals free to practice and
express their religious faith or nonbelief in public and private?’

BHZR MtRAEHBERS) — D2 REUSMHIEED 2.

Freedom House's Freedom in the World Report — ‘E. Associational and Organizational
Rights’
BHEZR tREHRATHREG) — TE SR ASEN)

Reporters Without Borders’ World Press Freedom Index

mEIRCE T2IHEBEBREE

Freedom House’s Freedom in the World Report — ‘G3. Do individuals enjoy personal
social freedoms, including choice of marriage partner and size of family, protection
from domestic violence, and control over appearance?’

BHZR MtAEHAERE) — 163 ARESFAEAMREH » SEEEERY
SRREAH - RREMBENREEREININR? )




1.3. Refinement and Estimation

After the first survey in June 2017, one out of the nine
dimensions, namely the score on Question 4 (‘original way of
life remained unchanged’), is not comparable with subsequent
ones due to refinements of survey questions. The refinement
only affects one question in the nine questions used to
compute Index (A). Scores of the other eight questions are
directly comparable as they are identical in all surveys.

To adjust for the time lag of international indices, scores of
Index (B) in previous reports were estimated with data
available then. In every report, scores will be revised with latest
updates from international think tanks.

For the convenience of comparison, Table 27 shows Index (A)
computed by nine questions and by the identical eight
questions, the estimated and revised scores of Index (B), and
the 1C2S Index constructed by the combination of them. The
results suggest that the differences in scores of Index (A),
Index (B) and 1C2S Index due to question change and updating
are at most 0.13 and therefore negligible.

Tabl e 27: Refinement and estimation of 1C2S Index

=27 T—EmH) EHETRAE

1.3. {BFTEMGE

12017 F 6 AE—#HAER > BREFET/IERE
EHENFREE (MERATEAIN) KBE
51 0 P LUERERISE D TR E R RS B EIZ LR o
EETRFEEH (A) F1 - NESLBRHT—FRE
B HINIRBEEEAREEIER > SR L
B o

BH (B) BETOHERERIENEEMEL -
DEEBEBIERER - ZEBEERINHEBRR
EREHMHERIS BB

DUELE® » 2R 27 BV B8R\ EE R SRt
BiEs (A~ HEREFTTNES (B) 0 UEH
TR T—EmGl 168 - A RBTRIEH

(A) ~ 1581 (B) & I—Em%) E8iEAEEE
SIMBHEEHMERNEERZR 013 AR
i o

Index (A): Public Opinion Index (B): International Perception 1C2S Index
} 58 (A) I REHRZE 580 (B) : EIPR:HE —ERsl) a8 Difference

Round #%% - - - - - - - —

8 Dimensions 9 Dimensions Estimates Revised Maximum Minimum =B
AN 2l FLEES E 1&:T =AE &=/IVME

2017.06 4.88 - 8.04 7.97 6.46 6.43 0.03
2017.12 484 498 8.04 7.97 6.51 6.41 0.10
2018.06 490 5.05 8.01 7.91 6.53 6.41 0.12
2018.12 470 4.84 7.89 7.91 6.38 6.30 0.08
2019.06 4.43 458 7.87 7.76 6.23 6.10 0.13
2019.08 3.81 3.98 7.87 7.76 5.93 5.84 0.09
2019.10 313 3.26 7.87 7.76 5.57 5.50 0.06
2019.12 3.40 3.53 7.87 7.76 5.70 5.58 0.12
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2. Construction of 1C2S Mass Media Index

Our sample consists of around 153,000 newspaper articles
related to 1C2S from 21 local daily newspapers that were
published between April 1998 and December 2019. The
number of articles processed in each newspaper is listed in
Table 28.

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 22 years, our text corpus contains around 76
million tokens. From this massive dataset, common words
that are inconsequential to the understanding of news articles,
such as ‘B, 15, '8Y, are first removed before further analysis.
To determine the sentiment of an article, 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 the Natural Language
Processing and Sentiment Analysis Lab, Institute of
Information Science, Academia Sinica. The number of words
processed each year since 1998 is given in Table 29.

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. 1C2S MMI is derived as an
index that captures the weighted average sentiment score
among newspapers in a given month. The base month of set
at July 2017 to indicate 20 years after the establishment of
Hong Kong Special Administrative Region. Since there are
substantial differences in the number of news articles
published by newspapers during the sample period, the article
count of a newspaper alone could be an insufficient
representation of its influence and perceived importance
among readers. To ensure 1C2S 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.

2. mE [ —EWmH ] BEER

T—Emsl) BSESNENEREXSER
B E1998F 48 F2019F 12 F 8 » 2REAH2]
DA T—EMmE) > 49153,00017 ¥R E k5
o R 2BBTEBNREMEBHXEHE -

B ESREEET 1981 (tokenization) >
i EE @%H#XE%@E@ZD Bl (token > BEEH
EEEE) o BRI BANENE R AAMERNE
B8 AK7,6008EER o TiE—FDITEEREA
WEREZ A RMAELMRENEECENS
BEm @ TF) ~ TRy ~ T80 ) o BT H
Bl — R EWNIELE  HMIRAHR G E R R
BN SR EABE RBRERSTERE
FENERDIEETFH BEGH8EA TE
@y~ iy GEEREA) = Temy o TE
EJ HEHIS1D > TPl 500> Taml 8
o RIBETNESEMBENNFHE o

BT ESEREMBESNE - 8BEEMHS
RXENEET DA EREEFHAEEDN
FE e T—Embl) BBEHASERMEXE
BTG D - EHBFIB201TETH - BHA
100 > LURSSEIFR20B FRIE D © RN EIREFT
TENXEHEABREER > Fit » REEXE
HETERUZERTAREHNEBEGRNTE S -
HIERAIEN  AEEREABREBERIXKREE
HEREFETL [HRAFELQE D)

AENHWMEBLVEET D INE



Table 28 : News sources of 1C2S MMI
®R28 . T—EmEl BHIEEHZRERIR

Table 29 : Number of words processed

+}29 : RIBERITE

Year Number of Words
F5 FE
1998 669,676
1999 2,498,254
2000 2,320,584
2001 2,640,690
2002 2,545,546
2003 2,713,403
2004 4,801,621
2005 2,874,994
2006 1,879,834
2007 2,797,512
2008 1,446,629
2009 1,815,839
2010 1,880,198
2011 2,040,824
2012 3,441,893
2013 3,312,415
2014 5,386,835
2015 4,411,567
2016 5,590,354
2017 6,204,647
2018 4,932,978
2019 7,086,984
2020 H1 3,109,115
Total 4884 76,307,622

Newspaper Number of Articles
HRE XERE
A Daily A 3§ 81
am730 2,501
Apple Daily 3585R H#R 10,451
Headline Daily EE{&R %R 1,282
Hong Kong Commercial Daily 14876
EBER ’
Hong Kong Daily News ¥R 4,476
Hong Kong Economic Journal

- 10,918
%R

Hong Kong Economic Times

S AR 4375
Hong Kong Globe AIE#R 194
Lion Rock Daily &#&{F 392
Metro Daily #Bm H#R 1,436
Ming Pao Daily News BE#R 12,747
Oriental Daily News 575 H#R 8,999
Sharp Daily 3&#R 152
Sing Pao k¥R 5218
Sing Tao Daily EE&H#R 8,450
Sky Post BE#R 582
Ta Kung Pao K2R 30,257
The Sun X%k 4,828
Tin Tin Daily News XXB#R 452
Wen Wei Po X EE#R 30,621
Total 4225 153,288
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2.1. Accuracy test

1C2S MMI 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 30, 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 30 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.

2.1. EHRERBE

T—EIWS ) BEEHEREEN AR RHERRIE
B WBRAEESEEA —EFBFER - MMk
BREXERIRLE - Hh —ENREF BEEE M
AR FR T AMT T2 ERES —E
BENAESZ - BEBBEDTNRKEXBEIE
mBs AR A BARE » BEH N B FFZRERZMN
EXEMS @ BETE—EARME -

AEEUINZERMAISENERE > KAWL
B ZE S AL EE R E R FE 4R EY T 4918,00018 E%5% »
HMENES TEm) ~ T8E) M Pz > B
RAEEALR  c SEENHETATHEE
AIESWIERE o BUMmBMEE B R — BTSN
IBAENMA R - -2 BT EELEL Y
B o BREET > MAMEEFEANN\BLNIER
NIBEEHAERIBI I ©

HPFAE T—EWmH BIBEHEENARER
BBIFERENBESD - ERET  BETD
AIE~ BEAEENFE U AsHKRE
HRIEE  RI0BTH AR EIEET
73 02,3631 AT2EESE D BIRFIRA TIEH) &
TEm) - Wk EXE R TEm) NEE 15
T D #2176% 0 M7 TEE) BENTSE B
Z > NEZEERIRON » =@ EESTD
HRAMAB LAREER > BEFEEERNG
BERERMARENAFHE—H -



Table 30 : Results of accuracy test

®30: BEER

Neutral
hva

Negative

=]

No. of Paragraphs Classified by Human Researchers
B AR EHIFERFIER

14,202

14.42%

1,472

2.92%
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I HRH—H
IT List of Significant Events

The significant events which may have affected evaluations of
1C2S that occurred in the previous reports (mid-2017 to
late-2019) are listed below.

2017 H2

2017TERE2019F K[ » DI EH [——IW
Bl FHEBRMERSEMMETINT

714
Disqualification of four LegCo members by the High Court

815&8.17

Prison sentences of the "13+3" protestors in relation to the
demonstration against the Northeast Territories Development
and the Civic Square occupation. The court also gave new
tougher sentence guidelines for future cases of large-scale
unlawful assemblies involving violence

9.1
China’s enactment of the national anthem law

10.19
Emphasis on ‘overall jurisdiction over Hong Kong' in the Work
Report of 19th CPC National Congress

11.15
LegCo’s passage of the non-binding motion on the high-speed
rail co-location arrangement

1215
Amendment of the Rules of Procedure of the Legislative
Council to restrict filibustering

714

SEERHREMRIDEERETERY

8.15&8.17

REARIERTRELRTEALNRESTE
By T13+3) REERFIAR - LEEESREEE
BEHNEMNENFRRIRBNOREIFEES

1

9.1
FREIST 37 B IE
10.19

PH+NATFRERBES BN (2E@EA
e

1115
ILEGEBRENSE W) LUPFENR

NEZE

1215
ILEEEBERTHERRIRGIE



2018 H1

1.27

Agnes Chow Ting, a pro-democracy activist, was banned from
running for the LegCo by-election on the grounds that her
party, Demosisto, had called for ‘self-determination’

2.6

The case of the three student leaders was brought to the
Court of Final Appeals (CFA). The CFA overturned the prison
sentences on the trio on a technicality but ruled that the Court
of Appeals was entitled to give tough sentence guidelines for
future cases of large-scale unlawful assemblies involving
violence

6.11

Edward Leung, leader of Hong Kong Indigenous, was given a
prison sentence of 6 years on June 11 for his role in the civil
unrest in Mongkok

6.14
LegCo’'s passage of the co-location bill on June 14 after
protracted debates

1.27
AERXEBRSRELZEBEERmENF
FE o WHESBEREZEY

2.6

M8 —71 ) 2 LHERE AR « BEERL
BERERE LR AR - BRIF LFoER B ARk
BRBINARE R ZEGRNFIRENERE
FIMFES|

6.11
AT RIAGEMBRKIZS T AR RHEC

R

6.14
IDEEKIEERFmE BB [ hmik) &R
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2018 H2

8.14 8.14

Andy Chan Ho Tin, convenor of the pro-independence Hong 257 BE) NEBRIEEAEANBERZEN
Kong National Party, delivered a speech hosted by the Foreign BRI E BER

Correspondents' Club

9.24 9.24

The Hong Kong National Party was banned on national ERMEERZE  SEREGRERRZILEF
security grounds

10.5 10.5

Visa renewal of Victor Mallet, the Financial Times' Asia News
Editor and Vice President of the Foreign Correspondents Club
(FCC), was rejected. He had chaired a talk by
pro-independence activist Andy Chan Ho Tin, convenor of the
Hong Kong National Party, at the FCC

1012

Lau Siu Lai, a Democrat who had called for Hong Kong
self-determination, was barred from running the LegCo
by-election

10.23
Opening of the Hong Kong-Zhuhai-Macau Bridge

11.14

The United States-China Economic and Security Review
Commission recommended the US Congress to assess its
export policy on technology with regard to Hong Kong's status
as a separate customs area

11.19
Trial of 9 key figures of the ‘Occupy Central’ movement started

12.4

Public education campaigns to promote the country's
Constitution and Hong Kong's Basic Law were initiated on the
National Constitution Day

124

Corruption investigation against Leung Chun-ying, former
chief executive of HKSAR, for receiving a HKS50 million
payment from an Australian engineering firm was dropped
due to lack of sufficient evidence

(ERER) DMREE BBIEGCEGE T
FERINERENELE - MFHEHITR 18
B NEBREESEARERNEBIINETE
SN

1012
RIEEE TER) HIRIIKEEADNENRILE
TREFHNREERZEN

10.23
BEORABEE

1114
EPKERZEEELZEENZHEERE &
MERSBREOBE  sHEE BB LARE
Euins

11.19
MERAF) REE

12.4
TBEIREEH) BB ELS
) HEB (BEE)

mE HEER (E

12.4
Al TT&% = xﬁ?ﬁfﬁlﬁuyﬁy/f/ HI%E‘ /\15 OOO%
BT ZHRBEA RN ETIRE



2019 H1

12

Xi Jinping marked the 40" anniversary of the ‘Message to
Compatriots’ by upholding 1C2S as the best solution to
cross-strait unification

218
Promulgation the Outline Development Plan for the
Guangdong-Hong Kong-Macao Greater Bay Area

3.28
Kaohsiung mayor and Taiwan leader hopeful Han Kuo-yu's
visited the central government’s Liaison Office in Hong Kong

49

The ‘Umbrella nine’ (key leaders of the Occupy Central
movement) were found guilty as the District Court ruled that
civil disobedience was an invalid defence

511-514

Attempts to start bills committee proceedings in LegCo for
the controversial amendments to the extradition law erupted
into chaos

517-5.21

Han Zheng, Vice Premier of the State Council, and Wang
Zhimin, Director of the central government’s Liaison Office,
both confirmed that the central government was supportive of
the extradition law amendments

6.9, 615&6.16

Record-setting demonstrations against the extradition law
were staged. The government eventually announced the
suspension of the amendment bill

6-11

Accusations of police misconduct accentuated after major
collisions, including the 6.12 LegCo protest, 7.21 Yuen Long

incident, 8.31 Prince Edward station incident, 10.1 and 11.11

gunshot incidents, confrontation in the Chinese University of
Hong Kong and the siege of Hong Kong Polytechnic University

1.2
BTN (E0B8REBE) ERI0BFLTEE
T—EmS AmESR—RES

2.18

(BBRAEELRGEAE) &6

3.23
SHEHHE
Rk

BEBHEAFIREABERESS

49
BIEERBE AT AT T SBHARY®
BT EEER

511-514
UEEEREES

£ BEFR

FEREZE (RIBERG) EF]

517-5.21
Bl 75 P Bl AR IR 58 IF Ko &
B (RRIRIRGI) 1257

BB TEESRER

6.9,615&6.16
REFAETESERABALE  BIFRERE
RRIED

6-11

HEREES| BN ERERIENKES > 61F
6.1230 kg E ~ 121 cRISE M ~ 831K F 5=
101 KR1L1IIBESH - B8R NAREHRK
HRBET ABEHE
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2019 H2

71 &7.21

Protesters broke into the LegCo Chamber and vandalized the
Hong Kong emblem on 1 July and laid siege to the central
government'’s Liaison Office and defaced the Chinese emblem
on 21 July

8-9

Protesters called for a general strike and began a new
campaign to paralyze the airport, inflicting citywide and
international disruptions in transportation

9.4
Carrie Lam officially announced the withdrawal of the
amendment bill of the extradition law

10.4 & 1118

The government enacted the anti-mask law under the
Emergency Regulations Ordinance but was ruled
unconstitutional by the High Court

11.4&11.14

Carrie Lam met with Xi Jinping for the first time since the
eruption of the social unrest. Xi said the most pressing task is
to end violence and restore order. The message was reiterated
in his speech in the BRICS summit in Brazil

11.24
Pan-democrats scored a landslide victory in the District
Council election with the highest voter turnout of 71.2%

11.27
US President Donald Trump signed the ‘Hong Kong Human
Rights and Democracy Act’

1219
The bank account of Spark Alliance, fundraising platform for
protesters, was froze due to accusation of money laundering

71 & 7.21
TEEDFTALIBR2IBEA N EE RaEHh
B AIE > RIS EBEE R TR

8-9
TEEES =8 TRERES > 45tk
BIfR Az B2 8

9.4
MEBMIEXNEMRHEE (RICHEA) EaT%

10.4 & 11.18
BeBFSI A (B2ERBOEED) 571 (K&
A  REBEHSELARHTCES

11.4&11.14

B VPRREFRMREEEXNEMEE S
H o ERIERFEARETES > LEEHET
BRI E LB

11.24
wRIRN &EEERFE
BT71.2% > mERES

BREIMERER » IR

11.27
EERBMISHEREE (FBARARIER)

1219
RIEGIZESHHNERTEEXNEAMBRITAO > P
RO R SERURAS
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