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編者的話 From the Editor


兔年伊始，謹祝大家新春快樂！新春期間，民意研究組並沒有停止工作。除了為讀者編寫《民意快訊》外，更在農歷年初四（二月十九日）調查特首董建華的聲望，並於今期刊出。其他刊出的數據，大都屬於一月份各項定期調查的結果，但《雷霆民意》調查則屬例外。


《雷霆民意》調查系列是民意研究組自九八年六月開始與香港商業電台合作進行的民意調查，基本上在週日進行，翌日公佈。九八年十二月至九九年一月期間，《雷霆民意》進行了一個立法會直選議員民望調查系列，就二十位直選議員的表現進行測試，並按日公佈結果。由於所有《雷霆民意》的調查日後將會結集成書，所以本刊至今並沒有刊登該等調查結果。不過，由於立法會直選議員民望調查系列的性質有別於一般即時調查，而主題又類似民意研究組的定期調查，因此本刊今期特別把該項調查的結果公佈，及早供讀者參考。　

(鍾庭耀



Happy Chinese New Year!  The POP Team did not quite stop working during the holidays.  On the fourth day of the Chinese New Year, we again measured the popularity of the Chief Executive.  Otherwise the data contained in this newsletter were mainly from tracking surveys conducted in January - except that of “Supercharged 991 Poll Series” which did not appear before in our POP EXPRESS.


The series was a cooperation between the Commercial Radio and the POP Team since June 1998, whereby instant polls are conducted almost daily.  Between December 1998 and January 1999, a sub-series on the popularity of direct elected Legislative Councillors was conducted, and the results released on a day to day basis.  Because the subject matter of the series is very similar to that of our tracking polls, we have decided to carry them in this issue for our readers’ early reference.  Other results of the Supercharged Series will be compiled into combined volumes at a later date.

( Chung Ting-yiu Robert

社會指標
Social Indicators

	
	
	

	我地想請你用 0-10 分評價一下香港既社會現狀。10分代表絕對XXX，0分代表絕對唔XXX，5分代表一半半，你會比幾多分香港社會？

	Please use 0 - 10 to evaluate the present social condition in Hong Kong.  10 indicates absolute XXX, 0 indicates absolutely no XXX, 5 indicates half-half, how would you rate Hong Kong?

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	調查月份
	Month of survey
	11-12/98
	1/99
	2/99

	調查次數
	Number of surveys
	1
	1
	1

	成功樣本
	Successful cases
	511
	544
	541

	回應率
	Response rate 
	48.1%
	46.0%
	57.4%

	
	
	
	
	

	公正的法庭
	Fairness of courts
	6.84
	6.97
	6.55

	法治
	Rule of law
	6.78
	6.87
	6.12

	公平的司法制度
	Fairness of judicial system
	6.58
	6.75
	5.97

	
	
	
	
	

	自由
	Freedom
	7.43
	7.35
	-

	文明
	Civilization
	7.11
	7.00
	-

	效率
	Efficiency
	7.12
	6.85
	-

	
	
	
	
	

	治安
	Public order
	6.68
	6.81
	-

	廉潔
	Corruption-free practices
	6.75
	6.77
	-

	安定
	Stability
	6.58
	6.38
	-

	平等
	Equality
	6.30
	6.23
	-

	
	
	
	
	

	民主
	Democracy
	6.29
	6.23
	-

	社會福利
	Social welfare
	6.26
	6.20
	-

	繁榮
	Prosperity
	6.57
	5.99
	-

	公平
	Fairness
	6.18
	5.99
	-

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


自由指標
Freedom Indicators

	
	
	

	我地想你評價一下香港既自由程度。首先，請你用 0-10分評價一下香港XXX自由既程度。10分代表絕對自由，0分代表絕對冇自由，5分代表一半半，你會俾幾多分呢？
Please evaluate the extent of freedom in Hong Kong.  Firstly, please use 0 - 10 to evaluate the extent of the freedom of XXX in Hong Kong.  10 indicates absolute freedom, 0 indicates absolute lack of freedom, 5 indicates half-half.  What do you think?

	調查期間
	Period of survey
	9-10/98
	11-12/98
	1-2/99

	調查次數
	Number of surveys
	1
	1
	1

	成功樣本
	Successful cases
	529
	524
	523

	回應率
	Response rate
	45.8%
	44.0%
	47.1%

	
	
	
	
	

	信仰自由
	Of religious belief
	8.56
	8.43
	8.65

	出入境自由
	To enter or leave Hong Kong
	8.19
	8.14
	8.45

	學術研究自由
	To engage in academic research
	7.94
	7.75
	7.96

	
	
	
	
	

	文藝創作自由
	To engage in artistic & literary creation
	7.60
	7.43
	7.82

	出版自由
	Of publication
	7.31
	7.28
	7.48

	新聞自由
	Of press
	7.18
	7.23
	7.43

	
	
	
	
	

	言論自由
	Of speech
	7.06
	7.10
	7.40

	結社自由
	Of association
	6.81
	6.83
	6.95

	遊行示威自由
	Of procession and demonstration
	6.61
	6.62
	6.56

	罷工自由
	To strike
	6.44
	6.50
	6.57

	
	
	
	
	


新聞自由狀況調查
Survey on the Situation of Press Freedom

	
	
	

	調查期間
	Period of survey
	11-12/98
	1-2/99

	調查次數
	Number of survey
	1
	1

	成功樣本
	Successful cases
	502
	510

	回應率
	Response rate
	45.0%
	54.2%

	

	請你用0-10分評價香港新聞傳媒既公信力。10分代表非常可信，5分代表一半半，0分代表非常不可信，咁你會
俾幾多分？

	Please use a scale of 0-10 to rate the credibility of the news media in Hong Kong, with 10 representing absolutely 

credible, 5 half-half, and 0 being absolutely not credible.  What rating would you give the media?

	
	
	

	
	
	11-12/98
	1-2/99

	 平均分
	Average marks
	6.10
	6.33

	 認知度
	Awareness level
	95.6%
	94.7%

	

	 你滿唔滿意而家香港新聞自由程度？ Are you satisfied with the existing freedom of press in Hong Kong?

	

	
	
	11-12/98
	1-2/99

	非常滿意
	Very satisfied
	3.5%
	)
	4.6%
	)

	幾滿意
	quite satisfied
	64.3%
	) 67.8%
	61.0%
	) 65.6%

	一半半
	Half-half
	17.6%
	
	20.7%
	

	幾唔滿意
	Quite dissatisfied
	12.7%
	)
	11.2%
	)

	非常唔滿意
	Very dissatisfied
	0.6%
	) 13.3%
	0.6%
	) 11.8%

	難講
	Hard to say
	1.3%
	
	2.0%
	

	

	 你認為而家香港新聞傳媒既報導負唔負責任？
 Do you think the news media in Hong Kong are responsible in their reporting?

	

	
	
	11-12/98
	1-2/99

	非常負責任
	Very responsible
	0.2%
	)
	0.6%
	)

	幾負責任
	Quite responsible
	12.6%
	) 12.8%
	16.5%
	) 17.1%

	一半半
	Half-half
	37.3%
	
	33.9%
	

	 幾唔負責任
	Quite irresponsible
	38.8%
	)
	38.4%
	)

	 非常唔負責任
	Very irresponsible
	4.6%
	) 43.4%
	3.2%
	) 41.6%

	 唔知/難講
	Don’t know
	6.6%
	
	7.3%
	

	
	
	
	

	 你覺得香港新聞傳媒係批評XX政府既時候有冇顧忌？
 Do you think the news media in Hong Kong have any scruple about criticizing the XX Government?

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	中國 Chinese
	香港 Hong Kong

	
	
	11-12/98
	1-2/99
	11-12/98
	1-2/99

	有
	Yes
	61.9%
	65.3%
	28.5%
	28.3%

	冇
	No
	25.8%
	25.0%
	64.2%
	65.5%

	難講
	Hard to say
	12.3%
	9.7%
	7.2%
	6.3%

	

	 你覺得香港新聞傳媒有冇XXX？ Do you think the news media in Hong Kong have XXX?

	

	
	自我審查
practised self-censorship
	充份發揮言論自由
given full play to the freedom of speech
	誤用或濫用新聞自由
misused or abused the

 freedom of press

	
	
	11-12/98
	1-2/99
	11-12/98
	1-2/99
	11-12/98
	1-2/99

	有
	Yes
	39.3%
	37.6%
	65.7%
	64.3%
	74.8%
	69.3%

	冇
	No
	44.9%
	44.2%
	25.0%
	23.1%
	18.4%
	19.2%

	唔知/難講
	Don’t know/Hard to say
	15.8%
	18.2%
	9.3%
	12.6%
	6.8%
	11.5%

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


十大立法會議員評分
Ratings of the Top Ten Legislative Councillors
	調查日期 Date of survey

第一階段訪問日期（提名）
First stage (naming):

19-20/1/99
	九九年一月份調查結果
 Results from the survey in Jaunary 1999


	累積過去八個月(四次)調查結果Accumulated results in the past 8 months 

(4 surveys)  

	第二階段訪問日期（評分）
Second stage (rating):

26/1/99
	支持度Support 

rating
	標準誤差Standard error
	總人數Total sample
	評分人數No. of raters
	認知度Recognition 

rate
	上榜次數No. of time 

on the list 
	平均支持度Average 

support rating   
	平均認知度Average rate of recognition

	劉千石
	Lau Chin-shek
	63.9
	0.9
	533
	452
	84.8%
	4
	65.1
	86.5%

	陸恭蕙
	Christina Loh
	63.6
	0.9
	533
	423
	79.4%
	4
	64.1
	83.7%

	李卓人
	Lee Cheuk-yan
	63.5
	1.0
	533
	435
	81.6%
	4
	64.2
	84.1%

	劉慧卿
	Emily Lau
	61.9
	1.0
	533
	445
	83.5%
	4
	63.1
	86.0%

	李柱銘
	Martin Lee
	60.8
	1.0
	533
	453
	85.0%
	4
	61.9
	87.6%


	司徒華
	Szeto Wah
	59.7
	1.1
	533
	457
	85.7%
	4
	60.0
	88.5%

	周梁淑怡
	Selina Chow
	59.5
	0.8
	533
	428
	80.3%
	4
	59.4
	83.9%

	黃宏發
	Andrew Wong
	57.7
	0.8
	533
	411
	77.1%
	4
	58.2
	81.8%

	曾鈺成
	Jasper Tsang
	55.1
	0.9
	533
	383
	71.9%
	2
	55.2
	76.6%

	范徐麗泰
	Rita Fan
	53.0
	1.1
	533
	441
	82.7%
	4
	53.1
	85.7%

	首五名平均分
	Top 5 Average
	62.7
	
	
	
	82.9%
	
	
	

	首十名平均分
	Top 10 Average
	59.9
	
	
	
	81.2%
	
	
	


十大大陸及台灣政治人物評分
Ratings of the Top Ten Political Figures in Mainland China and Taiwan

	調查日期 Date of survey

第一階段訪問日期（提名）:

First Stage (naming)

14-15/1/99
	九九年一月份調查結果
Results from the survey in January 1999
	累積過去十二個月(三次)調查結果 Accumulated results in the past 12 months

(3 surveys)



	第二階段訪問日期（評分）:

Second Stage (rating)

19-20/1/99
	支持度Support

rating
	標準誤差Standard error
	總人數Total sample
	評分人數No. of raters
	認知度Recognition

rate
	上榜次數No. of time on the list
	平均支持度Average support rating
	平均認知度Average rate of recognition

	朱鎔基
	Zhu Rongji
	71.6
	0.7
	510
	409
	80.2%
	3
	71.3
	77.2%

	趙紫陽
	Zhao Ziyang
	68.1
	0.8
	510
	354
	69.4%
	3
	67.2
	68.2%

	馬英九
	Ma Ying-jeou
	64.9
	1.0
	510
	228
	44.7%
	1
	64.9
	44.7%

	錢其琛
	Qian Qichen
	63.7
	0.7
	510
	363
	71.2%
	3
	63.4
	71.8%

	江澤民
	Jiang Zemin
	63.1
	0.8
	510
	391
	76.7%
	3
	62.9
	73.9%

	魯平
	Lu Ping
	57.3
	0.9
	510
	380
	74.5%
	3
	57.9
	72.9%

	喬石
	Qiao Shi
	54.8
	1.1
	510
	233
	45.7%
	3
	55.9
	44.3%

	陳水扁
	Chan Shui-bian
	54.4
	1.0
	510
	213
	41.8%
	1
	54.4
	41.8%

	李登輝
	Lee Teng-hui
	54.1
	1.1
	510
	317
	62.2%
	3
	52.1
	60.6%

	李鵬
	Li Peng
	46.2
	1.0
	510
	385
	75.5%
	3
	46.2
	75.9%

	首五名平均分
	Top 5 average
	66.3
	
	
	
	68.4%
	
	
	

	首十名平均分
	Top 10 average
	59.8
	
	
	
	64.2%
	
	
	


市民對特區政府表現的評價
People’s Evaluation of the Performance of the SAR Government

	
	
	

	調查月份 Month of survey : 1/99
	成功樣本 Successful cases : 523
	回應率 Response rate : 47.1%

	調查月份 Month of survey : 12/98
	成功樣本 Successful cases : 519
	回應率 Response rate : 44.1%

	調查月份 Month of survey : 11/98
	成功樣本 Successful cases : 1,040
	回應率 Response rate : 46.4%

	

	你對特區政府既整體表現滿唔滿意？ Are you satisfied with the overall performance of the SAR Government?

	

	
	
	11/98
	12/98
	1/99

	滿意
	Satisfied
	26.1%
	28.8%
	22.2%

	一半半
	Half-half
	37.6%
	32.5%
	42.0%

	唔滿意
	Dissatisfied
	30.7%
	36.9%
	31.9%

	唔知/難講
	Don’t know/Hard to say
	5.7%
	1.7%
	3.8%

	
	
	
	
	



	
	
	

	調查月份 Month of survey : 1/99
	成功樣本 Successful cases : 523
	回應率 Response rate : 47.1%

	調查月份 Month of survey : 12/98
	成功樣本 Successful cases : 519
	回應率 Response rate : 44.1%

	調查月份 Month of survey : 11/98
	成功樣本 Successful cases : 1,040
	回應率 Response rate : 46.4%

	

	你對特區政府係維持繁榮方面既表現滿唔滿意？
Are you satisfied with the SAR Government’s performance on the maintenance of economic prosperity?

	

	
	
	11/98
	12/98
	1/99

	滿意
	Satisfied
	15.7%
	22.6%
	19.5%

	一半半
	Half-half
	27.8%
	21.6%
	28.5%

	唔滿意
	Dissatisfied
	50.9%
	53.2%
	46.1%

	唔知/難講
	Don’t know/Hard to say
	5.5%
	2.7%
	6.0%

	

	你對特區政府係XXXX既表現滿唔滿意？Are you satisfied with the SAR Government’s performance on XXXX?

	
	
	

	
	改善民生方面 The improvement of people’s livelihood

	

	
	
	11/98
	12/98
	1/99

	滿意
	Satisfied
	17.9%
	20.3%
	21.0%

	一半半
	Half-half
	30.2%
	31.4%
	34.4%

	唔滿意
	Dissatisfied
	44.3%
	44.3%
	40.8%

	唔知/難講
	Don’t know/Hard to say
	7.6%
	4.0%
	3.8%

	
	
	

	
	維護人權自由方面
The protection of human rights 

and freedom
	推行民主步伐
The pace of democratic 

development

	

	
	
	11/98
	12/98
	1/99
	11/98
	12/98
	1/99

	滿意
	Satisfied
	28.2%
	38.1%
	33.6%
	21.1%
	26.2%
	27.3%

	一半半
	Half-half
	37.8%
	29.0%
	30.2%
	32.5%
	28.9%
	28.1%

	唔滿意
	Dissatisfied
	25.8%
	27.8%
	28.7%
	37.8%
	38.5%
	36.1%

	唔知/難講
	Don’t know/Hard to say
	8.1%
	5.2%
	7.5%
	8.7%
	6.4%
	8.5%

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


	
	
	

	調查月份 Month of survey : 1/99
	成功樣本 Successful cases : 523
	回應率 Response rate : 47.1%

	調查月份 Month of survey : 12/98
	成功樣本 Successful cases : 519
	回應率 Response rate : 44.1%

	調查月份 Month of survey : 11/98
	成功樣本 Successful cases : 1,040
	回應率 Response rate : 46.4%

	

	你對特區政府XXX既整體表現滿唔滿意？Are you satisfied with the overall performance of the XXX?

	
	
	

	
	係處理與中央政府關係方面
SAR Government’s handling of its relation with the Chinese Government
	司級官員
SAR Government 

policy secretaries

	

	
	
	11/98
	12/98
	1/99
	11/98
	12/98
	1/99

	滿意
	Satisfied
	49.0%
	48.8%
	49.0%
	22.6%
	26.2%
	24.6%

	一半半
	Half-half
	22.9%
	21.6%
	22.0%
	31.0%
	31.1%
	33.9%

	唔滿意
	Dissatisfied
	13.3%
	18.1%
	13.4%
	34.8%
	34.7%
	32.4%

	唔知/難講
	Don’t know/Hard to say
	14.8%
	11.5%
	15.5%
	11.6%
	8.0%
	9.2%

	
	
	

	
	行政會議成員
Members of the SAR Executive Council
	立法會成員
Members of the Legislative Council

	

	
	
	11/98
	12/98
	1/99
	11/98
	12/98
	1/99

	滿意
	Satisfied
	14.7%
	17.9%
	18.6%
	21.8%
	27.3%
	23.7%

	一半半
	Half-half
	34.3%
	30.3%
	32.1%
	37.0%
	33.5%
	38.7%

	唔滿意
	Dissatisfied
	29.9%
	33.3%
	29.4%
	22.8%
	27.0%
	21.5%

	唔知/難講
	Don’t know/Hard to say
	21.1%
	18.5%
	19.8%
	18.5%
	12.2%
	16.1%

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


特首董建華評分
Ratings of the Chief Executive Tung Chee-hwa

	調查月份 

Month of survey
	調查日期 

Date of survey
	支持度 

Support rating 
	評分人數
Raters
	標準誤差
Standard error
	按月平均分 

Monthly average

	九九年一月 January 1999
	5/1/99
	56.8
	528
	0.72
	

	
	19-20/1/99
	54.5
	492
	0.80
	55.6


	九九年二月 Feburary 1999 
	1/2/99
	55.8
	503
	0.78
	

	
	19/2/99
	56.7
	477
	0.88
	56.2


	社研調查之樣本數據  Contact information for POP polls conducted

	
	
	九九年一月份 January 1999

	
	
	第一次 

First poll
	第二次 

Second poll
	第三次 

Third poll
	第四次 

Forth poll

	日期
	Date of surveys
	5/1/99
	14-15/1/99
	19-20/1/99
	26/1/99

	訪問對象
	Target population
	十八歲或以上之香港市民 Hong Kong population aged 18 or above

	調查方法
	Survey method
	電話訪問 Telephone survey

	
	
	

	抽樣方法
	Sampling method
	 從住宅電話簿中隨機抽出號碼，再用電腦配套另一部份。當成功接觸目標住戶後，  

 再用出生日期抽取其中一名被訪者接受訪問。
 Telephone numbers were selected randomly from telephone directories and additional  

 numbers generated by the computer.  If more than one subject had been available, the 

 one who had his/her birthday next was selected.

	
	
	

	成功樣本
	Successful cases
	544
	523
	510
	533

	回應率
	Response rate
	46.0%
	47.1%
	54.2%
	46.3%

	抽樣誤差
	Standard error
	2.2%
	2.2%
	2.2%
	2.2%


	

	   香港大學社會科學研究中心  Social Sciences Research Centre, The University of Hong Kong

   民意研究計劃  Public Opinion Programme
	

	『雷霆民意』調查系列 之 立法會直選議員民望調查
“Supercharged 881 Poll Series”: Popularity of Direct Elected Legislative Councillors
	

	

	

	*『雷霆民意』乃香港商業廣播有限公司經營之雷霆881商業一台自九八年六月一日起播出之時事節目。

	* “Supercharged 881 Poll” is broadcast since 1 June 1998 on Channel FM881 of Commercial Radio operated     by the Hong Kong Commercial Broadcasting Co. Ltd.

	


樣本資料
Contact Information

	

	
	
	
	第一部分 

Part 1
	第二部分 

Part 2
	第三部分 

Part 3
	第四部分 

Part 4

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	調查日期 Date of survey
	：
	23-29/12/98
	30/12/98, 4/1/99
	11-12/1/99
	18/1/99

	
	回應比率 Response rate
	：
	44%
	45%
	51%
	50%

	
	成功樣本 Successful cases
	：
	526
	504
	513
	511

	
	抽樣誤差 Standard error
	：
	< 2%
	< 2%
	< 2%
	< 2%

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	調查對象 Target population
	：
	十八歲或以上操粵語的香港居民  Cantonese-speakers aged 18 or above

	
	
	
	

	
	調查方法 Survey method
	：
	由訪問員直接進行電話訪問  Telephone survey with interviewers

	
	
	
	

	
	抽樣方法 Sampling method
	：
	從住宅電話簿中隨機抽出號碼，再用電腦配套另一部份。當成功接觸目標住
戶後，再用出生日期抽取其中一名被訪者接受訪問。
Telephone numbers were selected randomly from telephone directories and 

mixed with additional numbers generated by the computer.  If more than one 

subject had been available, the one who had his/her birthday next was selected.

	
	
	
	

	
	研究設計 Survey design
	：
	『雷霆民意』系列之各項調查由香港大學社會科學研究中心民意研究組獨立
設計及執行，不受香港商業電台之編輯方向影響。
The questionnaire and fieldwork were designed and conducted independently by the POP Team, unaffected by the editorial policy of the Commercial Radio.

	
	
	


第一部分：李柱銘、劉慧卿、曾鈺成、陸恭蕙、黃宏發
Part 1: Martin Lee, Emily Lau, Jasper Tsang, Christine Loh, Andrew Wong

	

	1.  不論你是否認同XXX的政治立場，你覺得XXX有冇忠於自己既政治理念？
    Regardless of whether you agree to XXX’s political position, do you think XXX is devoted to his/her political ideals?

	

	
	
	李柱銘
Martin Lee
	劉慧卿
Emily Lau
	曾鈺成
Jasper Tsang
	陸恭蕙
Christina Loh
	黃宏發
Andrew Wong

	

	有
	Yes
	58%
	63%
	37%
	57%
	44%

	冇
	No
	12%
	12%
	26%
	12%
	25%

	唔知/難講
	Don’t know/Hard to say
	31%
	25%
	37%
	31%
	31%

	

	2.  你認為XXXX能否幫助香港改善現時既經濟及就業情況？
    Do you think the XXXX, could help improve the economy and employment condition in Hong Kong?

	

	
	
	李柱銘領導下既
民主黨
DP, under the leadership of 

Martin Lee
	劉慧卿領導下既
前線
Frontier, under the leadership of 

Emily Lau
	曾鈺成領導下既
民建聯
DAB, under the leadership of 

Jasper Tsang
	陸恭蕙領導下既
民權黨
CP, under the leadership of Christina Loh
	黃宏發
Andrew Wong

	

	能夠
	Yes
	24%
	28%
	26%
	28%
	25%

	唔能夠
	No
	61%
	53%
	51%
	49%
	54%

	唔知/難講
	Don’t know/Hard to say
	15%
	19%
	23%
	23%
	22%

	

	3.  你認為XXX係代表邊個社會階層既利益？  【訪問員讀出首五項答案；可選多項】
    Which social stratum/strata do you think the XXX political party/XXX is fighting for? 【Interviewers to read out the first 5 

    answers; multiple responses allowed.  The figures for this question refer to percentage of respondents.  Their totals could be 

    more than 100%】

	

	
	
	民主黨
DP
	前線
Frontier
	民建聯
DAB
	民權黨
CP
	黃宏發
Andrew Wong

	

	上層
	The upper class
	3%
	2%
	4%
	3%
	13%

	中上層
	The upper-middle class
	15%
	7%
	10%
	8%
	25%

	中層
	The middle class
	28%
	24%
	27%
	30%
	29%

	中下層
	The lower-middle class
	39%
	40%
	32%
	30%
	12%

	下層
	The lower class
	12%
	15%
	17%
	11%
	4%

	所有階層
	All of the social strata
	3%
	2%
	2%
	2%
	3%

	任何階層都唔係
	None of the social strata
	8%
	7%
	5%
	4%
	5%

	唔知/難講
	Don’t know/Hard to say
	6%
	17%
	17%
	25%
	20%

	

	4.  如果XXX下屆立法會響你果區出選，你會唔會選佢？
    If XXX were to run in the next Legco election in your district, would you vote for him/her?

	

	
	
	李柱銘
Martin Lee
	劉慧卿
Emily Lau
	曾鈺成
Jasper Tsang
	陸恭蕙
Christina Loh
	黃宏發
Andrew Wong

	

	會
	Yes
	50%
	50%
	24%
	42%
	31%

	唔會
	No
	31%
	34%
	57%
	39%
	53%

	唔知/難講
	Don’t know/Hard to say
	19%
	16%
	19%
	19%
	16%

	


數據分析
Data Analysis

	

	第一部分立法會直選議員民望調查包括了五名領袖級立法會議員，即民主黨主席李柱銘、前線召集人劉慧卿、民建聯主席曾鈺成、民權黨主席陸恭蕙、及曾任立法局主席的黃宏發。調查發現，以是否忠於自己的政治理念而言，不論被訪者是否認同各人的政治立場，最多人應為劉慧卿能忠於自己的政治理念，數字高達六成三。李柱銘及陸恭蕙分別以五成八及五成七排名第二及第三，兩者不相北伯仲。黃宏發得四成四排第四，曾鈺成得三成七排第五，但兩者都不過半數，惟亦比負面答案者多。五人中以曾鈺成的形象最含糊，有三成七回答「唔知/難講」，劉慧卿最鮮明，有二成半「唔知/難講」，其餘三位都是三成一。至於五位議員及其領導的政黨能否改善香港目前的經濟及就業情況方面，所有人士及政黨都得不到三成認許，證明市民對所有政黨都不存厚望。負面答案中以民主黨最多，得六成一，民權黨最少，但亦高達四成九。關於黃宏發及各大政黨代表那個社會階層的利益方面，民權黨的形象最含糊，有二成半回答「唔知/難講」，民主黨則最清晰，只有六個百分比回答「唔知/難講」。論有意見者而言，前線及民主黨均被認為最能代表社會中下層利益，有四成左右。民建聯則屬於中下層偏上，民權黨則在中層及中下層不相伯仲，而黃宏發則被視為代表中層及中上層。最後，調查要求被訪者回答倘若五位人士下屆立法會選舉在被訪者所屬選區出選，被訪者會否投其一票。結果顯示，李柱銘及劉慧卿各有五成支持率。陸恭蕙得四成二，黃宏發得三成一，而曾鈺成則只有二成四。

	


第二部分：何俊仁、劉江華、司徒華、譚耀宗、楊森
Part 2: Ho Chun-yan, Lau Kong-wah, Szeto Wah, Tam Yiu-chung, Yeung Sum

	

	1.  
	你認為XXX係唔係一個政治立場堅定既人？    

Do you think XXX stands firm in his political position?

	

	
	
	何俊仁
Ho Chun-yan
	劉江華
Lau Kong-wah
	司徒華
Szeto Wah
	譚耀宗
Tam Yiu-chung
	楊森
Yeung Sum

	

	係
	No
	30%
	11%
	78%
	45%
	53%

	唔係
	Yes
	11%
	14%
	8%
	20%
	8%

	唔知/難講
	Don’t know/Hard to say
	60%
	75%
	14%
	35%
	38%

	

	2.  
	你覺得XXX做事係以公眾利益定係以佢個人利益行先？     

In your opinion, does XXX regard as the top priority of his work the interests of the public or of his own?

	

	
	
	何俊仁
Ho Chun-yan
	劉江華
Lau Kong-wah
	司徒華
Szeto Wah
	譚耀宗
Tam Yiu-chung
	楊森
Yeung Sum

	

	公眾利益
	The interests of the public
	31%
	14%
	62%
	41%
	42%

	個人利益
	The interests of his own
	8%
	8%
	11%
	12%
	8%

	兩者皆有
	Both
	9%
	7%
	10%
	13%
	8%

	唔知/難講
	Don’t know/Hard to say
	52%
	71%
	18%
	35%
	42%

	


	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3.  
	你認為XXX與市民既關係如何？ 

How do you think is the relationship between XXX and the public?

	

	
	
	何俊仁
Ho Chun-yan
	劉江華
Lau Kong-wah
	司徒華
Szeto Wah
	譚耀宗
Tam Yiu-chung
	楊森
Yeung Sum

	

	好好
	Very good
	2%
	)
	1%
	)
	15%
	)
	4%
	)
	6%
	)

	幾好
	Quite good
	40%
	) 42%
	18%
	) 19%
	60%
	) 75%
	49%
	) 53%
	45%
	) 51%

	唔係幾好
	Not quite good
	11%
	)
	11%
	)
	10%
	)
	16%
	)
	11%
	)

	好差
	Very bad
	0%
	) 11%
	0%
	) 11%
	0%
	) 10%
	1%
	) 17%
	1%
	) 12%

	唔知/難講
	Don’t know/Hard to say
	47%
	
	69%
	
	14%
	
	31%
	
	37%
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	4.  
	如果XXX下屆立法會響你既選區出選，你會唔會選佢？    

If XXX were to run in the next Lego election in your district, would you vote for him?

	

	
	
	何俊仁
Ho Chun-yan
	劉江華
Lau Kong-wah
	司徒華
Szeto Wah
	譚耀宗
Tam Yiu-chung
	楊森
Yeung Sum

	

	會
	Yes
	27%
	9%
	56%
	30%
	38%

	唔會
	No
	25%
	38%
	25%
	36%
	25%

	唔知/難講
	Don’t know/Hard to say
	48%
	53%
	20%
	35%
	37%

	


數據分析
Data Analysis

	

	第二部分立法會直選議員民望調查包括了五名立法會議員，即民主黨的何俊仁、司徒華、楊森、和民建聯的劉江華和譚耀宗。就個人政治立場是否堅定而言，調查發現，五位議員之中司徒華獲被喻為立場最堅定，數字高達七成八。楊森排名第二，但只得五成三，遠遠不及司徒華。接著是第三名的譚耀宗，得四成半。何俊仁得三成排第四，劉江華則只得一成一排第五。五人中以劉江華的形象最含糊，有七成半回答「唔知/難講」，而何俊仁亦有六成「唔知/難講」。五人之中除劉江華外所得評價都是正面居多。至於五位議員做事的處事方法是以公眾利益先行還是以個人利益先行？劉江華再次以七成一「唔知/難講」印證其含糊的形象，惟是有意見者中都是以「公眾利益先行」為多。其他人士方面，六成二被訪者認為司徒華以公益先行，楊森與譚耀宗分別得四成二及四成一，不相伯仲。何俊仁則只得三成一，「唔知/難講」達五成二。與市民既關係方面，七成半認為司徒華與市民既關係「好好」或「幾好」，譚耀宗與楊森分別得五成三及五成一，再次不分高下。何俊仁則只得四成二，劉江華則只有一成九。五人所得的評價都是以正面居多。最後，一如以往，調查要求被訪者回答倘若五位人士下屆立法會選舉在被訪者所屬選區出選，被訪者會否投其一票。結果顯示，司徒華所得的支持率最高，達五成六。楊森得三成八排第二，譚耀宗得三成排第三，何俊仁得二成七排第四，而劉江華則只得九個百分比排第五。

	


第三部分：梁耀忠、李卓人、鄭家富、陳婉嫻、劉千石
Part 3: Leung Yiu-chung, Lee Cheuk-yan, Andrew Cheng Kar-foo, 

Chan Yuen-han, Lau Chin-shek

	

	1.  
	整體黎講，你認為XXX發動既各項遊行、示威、請願、抗議等行動屬於激進、溫和、定係適中呢？ 

Overall speaking, do you think the demonstrations, strikes, petitions, protests, and other actions initiated by XXX were aggressive, mild, or appropriate?

	

	
	
	李卓人
Lee Cheuk-yan
	鄭家富
Andrew Cheng 

Kar-foo
	劉千石
Lau Chin-shek
	陳婉嫻
Chan Yuen-han
	梁耀忠
Leung Yiu-chung

	

	激進
	Aggressive
	36%
	19%
	33%
	10%
	18%

	適中
	Appropriate
	35%
	24%
	35%
	34%
	36%

	溫和
	Mild
	12%
	14%
	16%
	26%
	12%

	唔知/難講
	Don’t know/Hard to say
	17%
	43%
	17%
	31%
	33%

	
	
	
	
	
	

	2. 
	你認為XXX係處理香港既社會同經濟問題上係屬於激化社會矛盾多D，定係調和社會矛盾多D？
Do you think XXX arouses or reconciles dilemma in society in his/her handling of Hong Kong’s social and economic problems?

	

	
	
	李卓人
Lee Cheuk-yan
	鄭家富
Andrew Cheng 

Kar-foo
	劉千石
Lau Chin-shek
	陳婉嫻
Chan Yuen-han
	梁耀忠
Leung Yiu-chung

	

	激化社會矛盾多D
	Arouses dilemma
	33%
	17%
	28%
	12%
	28%

	調和社會矛盾多D
	Reconciles dilemma
	33%
	29%
	41%
	48%
	25%

	兩樣都唔係
	Neither of the two
	9%
	8%
	8%
	8%
	8%

	唔知/難講
	Don’t know/Hard to say
	25%
	47%
	23%
	32%
	39%

	

	3.  
	如果XXX下屆立法會響你既選區出選，你會唔會選佢？
If XXX were to run in the next Legco election in your district, would you vote for him/her?

	

	
	
	李卓人
Lee Cheuk-yan
	鄭家富
Andrew Cheng 

Kar-foo
	劉千石
Lau Chin-shek
	陳婉嫻
Chan Yuen-han
	梁耀忠
Leung Yiu-chung

	

	會
	Yes
	41%
	25%
	49%
	41%
	30%

	唔會
	No
	32%
	34%
	26%
	27%
	33%

	唔知/難講
	Don’t know/Hard to say
	28%
	42%
	25%
	32%
	37%

	

	4.  
	如果你遇上勞資糾紛，需要尋找協助，你會搵以下邊一位或幾位議員幫手？【訪問員請讀出首五項答案；可選多項；追問「仲有呢？」。本題數字乃被訪者百分比，相加可大於100%。】   

If you experience disputes in employer-employee relations and need help, which of the following councillors would you approach? 【Interviewers to read out the first 5 answers; multiple responses allowed; follow with “Anybody else?”.  The figures for this question refer to percentage of respondents.  Their totals could be more than 100%.】

	

	李卓人
	Lee Cheuk-yan
	
	
	27%
	

	劉千石
	Lau Chin-shek
	
	
	27%
	

	陳婉嫻
	Chan Yuen-han
	
	
	24%
	

	梁耀忠
	Leung Yiu-chung
	
	
	12%
	

	鄭家富
	Andrew Cheng Kar-foo
	
	
	6%
	

	唔會搵以上任何一個
	Will not consult any of the above
	
	
	21%
	

	唔知/難講
	Don’t know/Hard to say
	
	
	12%
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


	

	5.  
	若果香港成立工黨，以下邊一位議員最適合做黨領袖？【訪問員請讀出首五項答案；只選一項】   

If a labour party were to be established in Hong Kong, which of the following councillors is most suitable to be the leader?      【Interviewers to read out the first 5 answers; single response allowed】    

	

	劉千石
	Lau Chin-shek
	
	
	22%
	

	李卓人
	Lee Cheuk-yan
	
	
	16%
	

	陳婉嫻
	Chan Yuen-han
	
	
	12%
	

	梁耀忠
	Leung Yiu-chung
	
	
	6%
	

	鄭家富
	Andrew Cheng Kar-foo
	
	
	2%
	

	全部都適合
	All of them are suitable
	
	
	7%
	

	冇一位適合
	None of them is suitable
	
	
	12%
	

	唔知/難講
	Don’t know/Hard to say
	
	
	24%
	

	


數據分析
Data Analysis

	

	第三部份立法會直選議員民望調查包括了五名經常組織民間抗議行動的議員，即李卓人、鄭家富、劉千石、陳婉嫻，和梁耀忠。調查發現，市民一般都不認為五位議員所發動的各項抗議行動屬於激進，最甚者亦只是李卓人的三成六及劉千石的三成三。認為鄭家富及梁耀忠行動激進者分別只有一成九及一成八，而陳婉嫻則更低至一成。觀乎各人所得的評價，除鄭家富可能因知名度不足而得四成三「唔知/難講」外，共餘都有接近五至六成被訪者謂其抗議行動屬於「適中」或「溫和」。這個情況與另一題的結果可謂互相呼應。被訪者在評價五位人士在社會上的角色是屬於激化矛盾還是調和矛盾，則只有少數被訪者選擇前者。很多被訪者可能因為不認識鄭家富而不能給予評價，數字達四成七。梁耀忠次之，達三成九，其他人士則約在二成半至三成之間。倘若以有意見者而論，則較多被訪者認為梁耀忠是激化社會矛盾，陳婉嫻、劉千石、及鄭家富是調和社會矛盾，而李卓人則剛好一半半。倘若被訪者遇上勞資糾紛需要尋求協助，調查發現，李卓人、劉千石、及陳婉嫻都最受被訪者愛戴，各佔四分一左右，而很少被訪者會向梁耀忠及鄭家富尋求協助。倘若香港成立工黨，超過二成被訪者認為劉千石最適合當黨魁，李卓人的支持率排第二，得一成六。陳婉嫻排第三，得一成二。最後，調查要求被訪者回答倘若五位人士下屆立法會選舉在被訪者所屬選區出選，被訪者會否投其一票。結果顯示，劉千石所得的支持率最高，達四成九，李卓人及陳婉嫻並排第二，各得四成一，梁耀忠得三成排第四，而鄭家富則得二成半排第五。

	


第四部分：涂謹申、何秀蘭、程介南、李華明、李永達
Part 4: To Kun-sun, Ho Sau-lan, Cheng Kai-nam, Li Wah-ming, Lee Wing-tat

	

	1.  
	你對XXX議員最深刻既印象係： 【訪問員請讀出首八項答案；可選多項。本題數字乃被訪者百分比，相加可大於100%。】
Your most profound image of XXX is:  【Interviewers to read out the first 8 answers; multiple response allowed.  The figures for this question refer to percentage of respondents.  Their totals could be more than 100%.】

	

	
	
	涂謹申
To Kun-sun
	何秀蘭
Ho Sau-lan
	程介南
Cheng Kai-nam
	李華明
Li Wah-ming
	李永達
Lee Wing-tat

	

	誠實正直
	Honest and upright
	27%
	6%
	23%
	18%
	21%

	虛偽滑頭
	Hypocritical and cunning
	4%
	1%
	9%
	5%
	5%

	勤政親民
	Hardworking and cordial
	18%
	6%
	25%
	19%
	20%

	敷衍塞責
	Superficial and perfunctory
	2%
	0%
	3%
	2%
	3%

	敢作敢言
	Courageous and outspoken
	27%
	7%
	20%
	21%
	31%

	唯命是從
	Unconditionally obedient
	2%
	3%
	7%
	3%
	3%

	精明能幹
	Smart and competent
	12%
	4%
	19%
	10%
	11%

	庸碌平凡
	Mediocre and common
	7%
	3%
	11%
	5%
	6%

	唔知/難講
	Don’t know/Hard to say
	42%
	79%
	27%
	52%
	41%

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2. 
	你認為XXX於政治、經濟、民生事務上，邊一項既表現最令你滿意？ 【訪問員不讀答案；只選一項】
Regarding XXX’s performance on political, economic, and public affairs, with which are you most satisfied?  【Interviewers not 

to read out the answers; single response allowed】

	

	
	
	涂謹申
To Kun-sun
	何秀蘭
Ho Sau-lan
	程介南
Cheng Kai-nam
	李華明
Li Wah-ming
	李永達
Lee Wing-tat

	

	政治
	Political affairs
	14%
	4%
	14%
	6%
	11%

	經濟
	Economic affairs
	1%
	1%
	5%
	2%
	4%

	民生
	Public affairs
	28%
	10%
	31%
	31%
	32%

	其他
	Others
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	冇一項滿意
	None
	11%
	8%
	15%
	9%
	9%

	唔知/難講
	Don’t know/Hard to say
	46%
	77%
	35%
	53%
	45%

	

	3.  
	你認為XXX既言行主張能唔能夠反映你既訴求？
Do you think XXX’s words, deeds and views reflect your needs?

	

	
	
	涂謹申
To Kun-sun
	何秀蘭
Ho Sau-lan
	程介南
Cheng Kai-nam
	李華明
Li Wah-ming
	李永達
Lee Wing-tat

	

	能夠
	Yes
	18%
	7%
	23%
	24%
	27%

	一半半
	Half-half
	22%
	7%
	24%
	15%
	19%

	唔能夠
	No
	15%
	9%
	23%
	10%
	11%

	唔知/難講
	Don’t know/Hard to say
	44%
	77%
	31%
	51%
	43%

	


	

	4.  
	如果XXX下屆立法會響你既選區出選，你會唔會選佢？
If XXX were to run in the next Legco election in your district, would you vote for him/her?

	

	
	
	涂謹申
To Kun-sun
	何秀蘭
Ho Sau-lan
	程介南
Cheng Kai-nam
	李華明
Li Wah-ming
	李永達
Lee Wing-tat

	

	會
	Yes
	34%
	12%
	35%
	31%
	33%

	唔會
	No
	20%
	23%
	28%
	18%
	19%

	唔知/難講
	Don’t know/Hard to say
	46%
	66%
	37%
	51%
	47%

	


數據分析
Data Analysis

	

	第四部分（亦即最後一部分）立法會直選議員民望調查包括了五名立法會議員，即涂謹申、何秀蘭、程介南、李華明、和李永達。調查發現，市民對五位議員的印象都是正面居多，但對何秀蘭的印象明顯是非常朦糊，七成九被訪者對其沒有印象。此外，李華明的形象亦不鮮明，五成二被訪者沒有印象。其餘三人之中，若以二成半為分水嶺，則李永達給人的印象主要是敢作敢言，涂謹申給人的印象是誠實正直和敢作敢言，而程介南給人的印象則主要是勤政親民。其他描述，如虛偽滑頭、敷衍塞責、唯命是從、精明能幹、和庸碌平凡等，似乎都不適用於五位議員。至於五位議員在政治、經濟、民生事務上的表現如何？調查發現，大部分市民都是回答「唔知/難講」或「無一滿意」。在少數表達意見者之中，各議員都是以民生事務表現最佳，除何秀蘭外都是在三成左右（何秀蘭只得一成）。那末，究竟五位議員的言行主張又能否反映市民的訴求？調查的結果基本上與上題一致。大部分市民都是回答「唔知/難講」或「一半半」，而在少數持肯定意見者之中，李永達所得評價最高，有二成七。李華明排第二，得二成四，程介南得二成三排第三，涂謹申得一成八排第四，而何秀蘭則只得七個百分比排第五。調查最後要求被訪者回答倘若五位人士在下屆立法會選舉中會在被訪者所屬選區出選，被訪者會否投其一票。結果顯示，程介南、涂謹申、李永達、和李華明所得的支持率都相當接近，都是在三成一至三成半之間。何秀蘭則只得一成二排第五。

	


被訪人士背景資料
Demographic Profile of Respondents

	

	
	第一部分 Part 1
	第二部分 Part 2
	第三部分 Part 3
	第四部分 Part 4

	性別 Gender
	
	
	
	

	男 Male
	54%
	54%
	55%
	54%

	女 Female
	46%
	46%
	45%
	46%

	
	
	
	
	

	教育 Education
	
	
	
	

	小學或以下 Primary
	17%
	16%
	16%
	17%

	中學 Secondary
	61%
	63%
	61%
	63%

	大專或以上 Tertiary
	22%
	20%
	23%
	21%

	
	
	
	
	

	年齡 Age
	
	
	
	

	18 - 20
	11%
	11%
	12%
	14%

	21 - 29
	20%
	17%
	20%
	17%

	30 - 39
	27%
	32%
	28%
	29%

	40 - 49
	24%
	20%
	22%
	22%

	50 - 59
	9%
	8%
	10%
	12%

	60+
	9%
	12%
	8%
	7%

	
	
	
	
	

	職業 Occupation
	
	
	
	

	專業/半專業 Professionals/semi-rofessionals
	26%
	21%
	23%
	22%

	文職/服務 Clerical/service workers
	22%
	24%
	22%
	24%

	工人 Production workers
	18%
	13%
	15%
	16%

	學生 Students
	9%
	10%
	11%
	11%

	全職主婦 Housewives
	13%
	17%
	17%
	15%

	其他 Others
	12%
	15%
	12%
	12%
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