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編者的話
From the Editor


還有二百多天，香港便正式成為中國的特別行政區。在今期《民意快訊》報導的各項調查之中，不難發現市民開始以樂觀態度面對主權回歸。董建華當選特區行政長官後得到七十分的支持度；三分二市民對平穩過渡表示信心；接近四成市民估計香港明年的發展會更好；連頗具爭議性的臨立會也漸被市民接受…。這些數據，相信都為不少期待回歸的人士打下強心針。

對回歸持保留態度的人士可能認為這些數字不能反映香港人的憂慮，他們可能會著意港人對中國政府的低信任度（二成半），或董建華的得分不及陳方安生，或十大籌委的平均分低於合格分數，甚至質疑數字是否反映市民的理性選擇…。

對筆者而言，這些是非褒眨都毫不重要。筆者重視的，只是調查方法的科學性、數據的真確性、代表性、和分析的全面性。沒有單一的民意調查能夠全面分析各項事物，亦沒有單一的研究能夠提供終極的答案。數據的演譯有賴研究者的功力。數字的運用，全靠從政者的價值取向。

特首推選前後，坊間出現了大量意見調查。正面的發展，是不同的學術機構經已掌握了民意調查的技術而開始向傳媒市場投產，一如筆者兩年前在《香港另類年報》中預測，學術機構將漸次成為香港民意調查機制的骨幹，為該等調查的質素提供起碼的保證。負面的發展，是大量不合乎規格的意見調查在九五年下旬開始萌芽，九六年中大量湧現，特首推選前後更成行成市，而一般傳媒或統計學者都沒有對該等不科學的調查進行批判，使該等噱頭式的調查結果能夠被反覆引用，魚目混珠，大有集非成是的趨勢。這點是所有社會科學研究者共同的憂慮。希望該等現象能盡快變成過去，否則便有損民意調查的公信力，不利日後發展。
(　鍾庭耀Chung Ting-yiu Robert


In less than 200 days, Hong Kong will become a Special Administrative Region under China. According to surveys reported in this POP Express, people have become more optimistic about the transition. Tung Chee-hwa’s record popularity of 70.1 marks upon his election to become Chief Executive, 66% of respondents to our recent poll demonstrated confidence in a smooth transition, 37% in our year-end poll believed that Hong Kong will become better in 1997, even the problematic Provisional Legislature appears to be gaining public acceptance... All these findings are, no doubt, a boost to those who waited heartily for the return of Hong Kong to the motherland.


Those with reservations about the change of sovereignty might pick on polls which demonstrated people’s lack of faith in the Chinese government (at 25%), Anson Chan’s higher popularity than Tung Chee-hwa, and perhaps the below-passing popularity ratings of the Top Ten HKSAR Preparatory Committee members.


To us, these are all pseudo-questions. As social scientists, we are only concerned with the validity of the research design, the accuracy and representativeness of the research data, and the comprehensiveness of the interpretations. No single piece of research can answer all questions. It would be up to policy-makers to put research data to their proper use.


The crave for data before and after the selection of the Chief Executive has stimulated the appearance of many opinion surveys. On the professional level, a number of academic institutions have become key producers of opinion data, as predicted by the editor two years ago in The Other Hong Kong Report 1994. Such organisations will, in the long run, become core units of opinion research in Hong Kong, setting their own standards. On the non-professional level, many sub-standard surveys have also appeared and escaped the criticism of media scholars and statisticians. These so-called surveys made their first appearance in the latter half of 1995, and flourished in 1996. The selection of the Chief Executive was a catalyst for their further growth. This is a most worrying phenomenon for all serious researchers, and the sooner they go away, the better.
一九九六年回顧調查
1996 Year-end Survey


每年年尾，本研究小組都會進行一次全年總結的調查，以瞭解市民對過去一年的整體滿意程度及對未來一年的展望。今年的調查發現，市民於九六年基本上生活快樂（佔六成九被訪者，不快樂的只有一成一）及滿意九六年的發展（佔五成四被訪者，不滿意的有二成三）。九七年對香港是重要的一年，港人對未來一年的看法又如何？就香港整體發展而言，調查結果顯示，有三成七的被訪者認為香港在九七年的發展會比今年好，差不多的有二成一，認為會較今年差的有二成二，另有二成一不肯定。個人發展方面，三成半的被訪者認為九七年的發展會比今年的好，差不多的有三成一，一

At the end of every year since 1992, the POP team conducts a year-end review survey to find out people’s overall satisfaction for the year past as well as their expectations for the coming year.  Our survey this year found that the general public was basically happy (69%)  and satisfied (54%) with Hong Kong’s development in 1996.  Expectation for 1997 also seems optimistic, as 37% thought that Hong Kong would be better in 1997 than in 1996, and 35% believed that they would personally be better off, greatly out-numbering those with negative views.

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	調查日期 Date of survey:
	
	22-23/12/92
	28/12/93
	21-28/12/94
	28-29/12/95
	9/12/96

	樣本數目 Sample size:
	
	606
	600
	529
	509
	563

	回應率Response rate:
	
	65.9%
	48.0%
	53.0%
	50.3%
	50.3%

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	整體黎講,你滿唔滿意香港係九X年既發展？On the whole, are you satisfied with Hong Kong’s development in 199X?

	
	
	百分率
	百分率
	百分率
	百分率
	百分率

	非常滿意Very satisfied
	
	4.6   )
	 -
	1.3   )
	1.1   )
	3.2   )

	(一般) 滿意(Just) satisfied
	
	44.2  ) 48.8
	 -
	51.8  ) 53.1
	29.3  ) 30.4
	50.6  ) 53.8

	中立Neutral
	
	19.8
	 -
	14.4
	18.0
	17.8  

	(一般) 不滿(Just) dissatisfied
	
	24.3  )
	 -
	24.5  )
	40.5  )
	21.2  )

	非常不滿Very dissatisfied
	
	2.5   ) 26.8
	 -
	3.6   ) 28.1
	8.8   ) 49.3
	2.0   ) 23.2

	不肯定Not sure
	
	4.6
	 -
	4.4
	2.2
	5.2

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	回顧１９９X年，你生活得快樂嗎？ Were you happy in 199X?

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	非常快樂Very happy
	
	5.3   )
	 -
	7.0   )
	4.6   )
	6.8   )

	(一般)快樂(Just) happy
	
	55.8  ) 61.1
	 -
	58.8  ) 65.8
	51.1  ) 55.7
	61.9  ) 68.7

	冇乜點Nothing special
	
	24.3
	 -
	19.4
	26.1
	18.8

	(一般)不快樂(Just) unhappy
	
	12.0  )
	 -
	12.3  )
	15.8  )
	9.2   )

	非常不快樂Very unhappy 
	
	2.1   ) 14.1
	 -
	1.5   ) 13.8
	1.3   ) 17.1
	1.9   ) 11.1

	唔知／難講Don’t know/Hard to say
	
	0.5
	 -
	1.0
	1.2
	1.4

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	你估計香港係明年既發展會比今年較好定係較差？Do you think Hong Kong will become better or worse next year?

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	較好Better
	
	 -
	 -
	30.4
	19.8
	37.1

	差不多Same
	
	 -
	 -
	22.6
	20.0
	20.8

	較差Worse
	
	 -
	 -
	33.4
	51.7
	21.6

	不肯定Not sure
	
	 -
	 -
	13.6
	8.6
	20.6


	
	
	
	
	
	
	


	你估你係明年既個人發展會比今年好些定差些呢？ Do you think you will become better or worse next year?

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	好些 Better
	
	 -
	46.9
	40.5
	30.4
	35.4

	差不多 Same
	
	 -
	19.0
	29.3
	32.0
	30.7

	差些 Worse
	
	 -
	20.8
	13.7
	24.2
	14.1

	唔知/難講 Don’t know/Hard to say
	
	 -
	13.3
	16.6
	13.4
	19.8

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


成四認為會比今年差，沒有意見的佔二成。此結果反映市民普遍對香港及個人在未來一年的發展持樂觀態度，此樂觀情緒在兩年前下降後已開始回升。比較個人與香港整體發展，認為香港來年會有較好發展的比率則較認為個人會有更好發展的略多。

對比往年總結的相同問題，九六年是比較令人滿意的一年，尤其與九五年相比，市民似乎已回復樂觀的情緒。九五年有四成九人不滿意香港的整體發展，只有
	
Compared across the years, our latest result clearly shows that people’s optimism has returned, from a fall registered two years ago.  At the end of 1995, 49% were not happy with the Hong Kong’s development during that year, as against 30% satisfied.  Similar trends could be observed over other opinion questions. In 1996, 69% indicated they had a happy life during the year, whereas on

你覺得香港政府係明年最需要處理乜野問題？What do you think is the most important problem the government should tackle next year?

	
	
	九二年
百分率
	九三年
百分率
	九四年
百分率
	九五年
百分率
	九六年
百分率

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	房屋Housing
	
	 -
	 -
	11.8  )
	7.3   )
	21.0  )

	福利Welfare
	
	 -
	 -
	9.6   )
	5.4   )
	6.9   )

	治安Law and order
	
	 -
	 -
	6.1   )
	1.2   )
	6.2   )

	教育Education
	
	 -
	 -
	1.6   )
	0.4   )
	2.0   )

	貪污Corruption
	
	 -
	 -
	0.7   )
	0.2   )
	1.3   )

	醫療／衛生Medical/health
	
	 -
	 -
	0.7   )
	0.2   )
	0.7   )

	社區設施Community facilities
	
	 -
	 -
	0.9   )
	0.8   )
	0.7   )

	交通Traffic
	
	 -
	 -
	6.3   )
	2.4   )
	0.6   )

	環境Environment
	
	 -
	 -
	1.2   ) 38.9
	 -    ) 17.9
	 -    ) 39.4

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	經濟Economics related
	
	 -
	 -
	12.8  )
	50.8  )
	19.3  )

	通漲Inflation
	
	 -
	 -
	3.3   ) 16.1
	1.5   ) 52.3
	1.4   ) 20.7

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	政制Constitutional development
	
	 -
	 -
	24.0
	4.6
	12.3

	其他Others
	
	 -
	 -
	6.5
	16.7
	7.3

	唔知／難講Don't know/Hard to say 
	
	 -
	 -
	14.4
	8.5
	20.1

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	你最想香港變成點樣既社會呢？ What kind of society would you most like Hong Kong to become?

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	繁榮既社會A prosperous society
	
	 -
	33.6
	36.5
	38.8
	40.4

	公平既社會A fair society
	
	 -
	21.0
	22.1
	19.2
	23.7

	自由既社會A free society
	
	 -
	23.7
	24.4
	20.4
	21.3

	福利社會A welfare society
	
	 -
	11.2
	4.7
	9.1
	6.0

	乾淨既社會A clean society
	
	 -
	1.8
	1.5
	1.4
	1.2

	唔知/難講Don't know/Hard to say 
	
	 -
	8.7
	10.9
	11.1
	7.4

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	新年就快到啦,請問你對明年有乜願望呢？ Do you have any new year wish?

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	個人 --- 健康、心境Health
	
	6.9   )
	 -
	9.1   )
	10.0  )
	11.4  )

	個人 --- 事業、學業Career, studies
	
	3.1   )
	 -
	9.9   )
	13.6  )
	7.7   )

	個人 --- 財富Wealth
	
	3.0   )
	 -
	6.0   )
	6.1   )
	5.2   )

	個人 --- 家庭Family related
	
	2.0   )
	 -
	3.9   )
	4.9   )
	4.1   )

	個人 --- 愛情、婚姻Love, marriage
	
	 -
	 -
	0.2   )
	0.8   )
	0.5   )

	個人 --- 朋友Friendship
	
	 -
	 -
	0.2   )
	0.2   )
	0.2   )

	個人 --- 其他Other personal items
	
	1.5   ) 16.5
	 -
	1.8   ) 31.1
	1.7   ) 37.3
	1.7   ) 30.8

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	社會 --- 政治Political items
	
	30.4  )
	 -
	13.1  )
	4.5   )
	14.1  )

	社會 --- 經濟Economic items
	
	12.5  )
	 -
	10.9  )
	22.3  )
	13.7  )

	社會 --- 民生People’s livelihood
	
	11.4  )
	 -
	7.4   )
	8.0   )
	10.4  )

	社會 --- 其他Other community items
	
	3.7   ) 58.0
	 -
	7.1   ) 38.5
	8.4   ) 43.2
	6.1   ) 44.3

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	國家民族National items
	
	0.2
	 -
	1.8
	 -
	0.5

	世界（和平、友愛）World peace
	
	10.1
	 -
	12.8
	9.3
	7.0

	其他Others
	
	0.3
	 -
	0.8
	2.7
	1.1

	沒有願望No special wish
	
	15.0
	 -
	15.2
	7.7
	16.4


三成被訪者滿意。從其他問題的比較亦能得到同樣的結論。在生活方面，覺得過去一年生活得快樂的比例，除
了九三年沒有數據，只有九五年下跌，今年則有六成九的被訪者認為生活得快樂。市民對香港發展的估計，今年是過去三年來最樂觀的，首次較多被訪者認為來年香港發展比是年佳。對個人在未來一年發展的估計，被訪市民則普遍比較有信心，過去四年認為個人明年會有較好發展的比例都多於認為較差的。

再看市民認為政府在九七年最需要處理的問題。大體而言，民生問題是最多被訪者認為要首先處理的，佔三成九。民生以外，是整體經濟問題，佔二成一被訪者。最後是政制，有一成二被訪者認為是港府在九七年最需要處理的問題。就個別項目來說，房屋及經濟兩項是最多被訪者認為港府要在九七年處理的問題，分別佔二成一及一成九。至於整體社會發展的方向，被訪者最希望香港變成一個繁榮的社會（四成），其次是公平的社會（二成四）和自由的社會（二成一）。
與過去三年比較，今年市民對政府的訴求和九四年相同，都是民生問題佔先，經濟次之；但九五年卻有五成二的被訪者認為政府需要在九六年先處理經濟問題。社會發展方面則明顯地看出市民對繁榮社會的訴求有增加的趨勢，由九三年的三成四升至九六年的四成。

最後，調查亦問及被訪者對九七年的願望。結果顯示，為社會許願的被訪者較為個人許願者多，四成四被訪者的願望是關乎社會，包括政治（一成四）、經濟（一成四）、民生（一成）和其他關於社會的願望（六個百分點）。個人方面的願望則有一成一希望健康、事業佔八個百分點、財富佔五個百分點等。市民對未來一年的願望在過去幾年都是關乎社會的比對個人願望為多，顯示大部份市民都是關心社會的。
their expectation of future development, people in 1996 gave the most positive prediction about Hong Kong’s development since 1994.  In fact, this was the first time that more people believed Hong Kong would become better than worse.  On the whole, people are consistently more optimistic about their personal development than that of the society in the past few years.


For the year 1997, improving people’s livelihood was cited as the most pressing problem for the Hong Kong government (39%), followed by economic (21%) and then political problems (12%).  This appears to be reversion to the 1994 situation, after economic development topped the list in 1995.  In terms of individual issues, housing (21%) and economic development (19%) were the two most often cited problems.  As for the direction of Hong Kong’s development, 40% wished for a prosperous society, 24% wished for a fair society, and 21% a free society.  The number wishing for a prosperous society has been on the rise since 1993.


Asked for new year wishes, 44% gave their wish for improvement in the society, which included politics(14%), economics (14%), livelihood (10%) and other social issues (6%), while 31% wished for their own development. This shows that many people cared for the development of Hong Kong on top of their own well-being.
特區行政長官民意調查系列
Series of Surveys on the Chief Executive of HKSAR

1. 行政長官人選評分 Candidate Ratings

認知程度 Recognition rate

	
	認知率 

Recognition rate (%)

	 人選 Candidates\調查日期Date of survey
	18-19/11
	25-26/11
	2/12
	9/12

	 董建華 Tung Chee-hwa
	90.6
	88.1
	87.4
	80.6

	 楊鐵樑 Yang Ti-liang
	90.6
	89.0
	86.4
	79.8

	 吳光正 Peter Woo
	85.7
	82.3
	83.7
	75.7


適合程度 Suitability rating
問題： 0 分代表絕對不適合出任行政長官, 100分代表絕對適合, 50分代表一半半你會俾幾多分XXX呢?

Question: 0 means absolutely unsuitable for the post of Chief Executive, 100 means absolutely suitable, 50    

        represents half-half.  How would you rate XXX?

	
	人選所獲平均分數 Average mark candidates get

	 調查日期 Date of survey
	18-19/11
	25-26/11
	2/12
	9/12

	 人選
 Candidate
	分數
Mark
	評分人數
No. of raters
	分數
Mark
	評分人數
No. of raters
	分數
Mark
	評分人數
No. of raters
	分數
Mark
	評分人數
No. of raters

	 董建華 Tung Chee-hwa
	67.3
	481
	69.4
	720
	67.1
	494
	65.0
	454

	 楊鐵樑 Yang Ti-liang
	66.0
	481
	68.5
	727
	63.7
	488
	62.7
	449

	 吳光正 Peter Woo
	49.3
	455
	50.6
	672
	50.6
	473
	49.0
	426


2. 對行政長官人選的抗拒及接受程度 Whether respondents mind certain candidates becoming Chief Exectuive

	問題： 你會唔會介意XXX 出任行政長官？
Question: Would you mind XXX taking up the post of the Chief Executive?

	
	不介意的比率 Percentage expressing “do not mind”

	 人選 Candidate \調查日期Date of survey
	18-19/11
	25-26/11

	 楊鐵樑 Yang Ti-liang
	87.7
	89.0

	 董建華 Tung Chee-hwa
	87.1
	87.9

	 吳光正 Peter Woo
	52.9
	52.0

	

	問題： 如果最後推選委員會選出XXX 出任行政長官，你可唔可以接受到？
Question: Would you accept XXX as the Chief Executive if the Selection Committee eventually selected him?

	
	接受的比率 Acceptance Percentage 

	 人選 Candidate \調查日期Date of survey
	25-26/11
	9/12

	 董建華 Tung Chee-hwa
	89.7
	87.1

	 楊鐵樑 Yang Ti-liang
	88.4
	82.9

	 吳光正 Peter Woo
	48.6
	47.6


3. 選那一位？ Choose which candidate?

問題：如果聽日俾你投票選舉行政長官，而參選者包括 XXX，XXX，．．．，你會選邊個？
Question: If you are given the chance to elect the Chief Executive tomorrow, and candidates include XXX, XXX, ..... ,　
　  which candidate would you choose to take up the post?

	人選＼調查日期
Candidate＼Date of survey
	18-19/11


	25-26/11
	2/12
	9/12

頻數 Frequency    百分比 %   

	董建華 Tung Chee-hwa
	40.1
	42.3
	46.7
	243
	43.4

	楊鐵樑 Yang Ti-liang
	40.7
	36.8
	28.8
	156
	27.9

	吳光正 Peter Woo
	4.0
	3.4
	5.2
	29
	5.1


註 ：欲了解本研究組於十一月十八日之前的調查數據請參閱第一至第三期《民意快訊》
Note: Results prior to 18 November 1996 has been reported in POP Express No.1 to No.3.

首屆特區行政長官當選後即晚民意調查
Instant Poll on the Election of the First Chief Executive of HKSAR


本研究小組於推選行政長官即晚進行的民意調查發現，在市民對董建華的最新評分方面，明顯因為其當選特首而有所提升，董建華獲最新評分為七十點一分，是歷次評分中最高分的一次，顯示市民基本上接受董的勝出，及對他近期表現滿意。

在要求被訪者評價董建華當選行政長官會否影響他們對香港前途及平穩過渡的信心時，其中大部份被訪者（七至八成）均表示沒有影響，有九個百分比及一成二分別表示會增加其對平穩過渡及香港前途的信心，四至五個百分比表示會減少信心，顯示市民對董建華的未來表現普遍存觀望態度。

至於對整個推選過程的評價，三成九被訪者表示對整個推選特區行政長官的過程滿意，三成一表示不滿，一成半則表示一半半，其餘一成半則沒有肯定答案。換言之，對整個推選過程的滿意及不滿的比率頗為接近，但滿意程度則較高。

On the day when the SAR Chief Executive designate was elected, the POP team conducted an instant opinion survey in the evening to test people’s reception of the election. Tung Chee-hwa’s success has apparently pushed his popularity rating to a record high of 70.1 marks.  This reflected the public’s general acceptance of the result, as well as approval of Tung’s recent performance.


However, when respondents were asked whether Tung’s appointment as Chief Executive would affect their confidence in the smooth transition and the future of Hong Kong, the majority denied any effect.  This shows that most people were adopting a “wait-and-see” attitude towards Tung’s future performance.


As on the overall selection process, 39% of the respondents said they were satisfied, 31% said no, 15% indicated half-half, and 15% had no definite answer.  In other words, opinion was fairly divided, with slightly more respondents satisfied.

	 調查日期 Date of survey: 11/12/96      樣本數目 Sample size: 1301      回應率 Response rate: 65.3%

	



	 1. 市民對特首董建華支持度評分(100分滿分)：70.1分

	    Support rating for Tung Chee-hwa as SARCE (Full mark 100) ：70.1 marks   [ 評分人數 No. of valid raters:  1068 ]


	

	 2. 董建華當選行政長官有無改變你對香港前途既信心？ 

    Has Tung’s winning affected your confidence in the future of Hong Kong?

	
	頻數 Frequency
	百分率　 %

	    信心增加 Confidence increased
	159
	12.2

	    信心減少 Confidence decreased       
	50
	3.8

	    無影響 No effect



	949
	72.9

	    唔知／難講 Don't know/Hard to say 

	143
	11.0

	    合計　Total　　　　　　
	1301
	100.0

	 

	 3. 董建華當選行政長官有無影響你對平穩過渡既信心？ 

    Has Tung’s winning affected your confidence in the smooth transition of Hong Kong?

	






	頻數 Frequency
	    百分率 　%


	    信心增加 Confidence increased
	118
	9.1

	    信心減少 Confidence decreased         
	59
	4.5

	    無影響 No effect



	1046
	80.4

	    唔知／難講 Don't know/Hard to say 
	77
	5.9

	    合計  Total　
	1301
	100.0

	

	 4. 你對整個推選特區行政長官既過程滿唔滿意？ 

    Are you satisfied with the selection process of the first SARCE?

	






	頻數 Frequency
	             百分率 　%

	    非常滿意 Very satisfied
	65
	                5.0)

	    幾滿意 Quite satisfied
	444
	               34.4)  39.4

	    一半半 Half-half
	190
	14.7

	    幾唔滿意 Quite dissatisfied
	268
	               20.8)

	    非常唔滿意 Very dissatisfied
	134
	               10.4)  31.2

	    唔知/難講  Don’t know/Hard to say
	189
	14.7

	    合計　Total　
	1290
	100.0


適合程度 Suitability rating
問題： 0 分代表絕對不適合出任行政長官, 100分代表絕對適合, 50分代表一半半你會俾幾多分XXX呢?

Question: 0 means absolutely unsuitable for the post of Chief Executive, 100 means absolutely suitable, 50    

        represents half-half.  How would you rate XXX?

	
	人選所獲平均分數 Average mark candidates get

	 調查日期 Date of survey
	18-19/11
	25-26/11
	2/12
	9/12

	 人選
 Candidate
	分數
Mark
	評分人數
No. of raters
	分數
Mark
	評分人數
No. of raters
	分數
Mark
	評分人數
No. of raters
	分數
Mark
	評分人數
No. of raters

	 董建華 Tung Chee-hwa
	67.3
	481
	69.4
	720
	67.1
	494
	65.0
	454

	 楊鐵樑 Yang Ti-liang
	66.0
	481
	68.5
	727
	63.7
	488
	62.7
	449

	 吳光正 Peter Woo
	49.3
	455
	50.6
	672
	50.6
	473
	49.0
	426


2. 對行政長官人選的抗拒及接受程度 Whether respondents mind certain candidates becoming Chief Exectuive

	問題： 你會唔會介意XXX 出任行政長官？
Question: Would you mind XXX taking up the post of the Chief Executive?

	
	不介意的比率 Percentage expressing “do not mind”

	 人選 Candidate \調查日期Date of survey
	18-19/11
	25-26/11

	 楊鐵樑 Yang Ti-liang
	87.7
	89.0

	 董建華 Tung Chee-hwa
	87.1
	87.9

	 吳光正 Peter Woo
	52.9
	52.0

	

	問題： 如果最後推選委員會選出XXX 出任行政長官，你可唔可以接受到？
Question: Would you accept XXX as the Chief Executive if the Selection Committee eventually selected him?

	
	接受的比率 Acceptance Percentage 

	 人選 Candidate \調查日期Date of survey
	25-26/11
	9/12

	 董建華 Tung Chee-hwa
	89.7
	87.1

	 楊鐵樑 Yang Ti-liang
	88.4
	82.9

	 吳光正 Peter Woo
	48.6
	47.6


3. 選那一位？ Choose which candidate?

問題：如果聽日俾你投票選舉行政長官，而參選者包括 XXX，XXX，．．．，你會選邊個？
Question: If you are given the chance to elect the Chief Executive tomorrow, and candidates include XXX, XXX, ..... ,　
　  which candidate would you choose to take up the post?

	人選＼調查日期
Candidate＼Date of survey
	18-19/11


	25-26/11
	2/12
	9/12

頻數 Frequency    百分比 %   

	董建華 Tung Chee-hwa
	40.1
	42.3
	46.7
	243
	43.4

	楊鐵樑 Yang Ti-liang
	40.7
	36.8
	28.8
	156
	27.9

	吳光正 Peter Woo
	4.0
	3.4
	5.2
	29
	5.1


註 ：欲了解本研究組於十一月十八日之前的調查數據請參閱第一至第三期《民意快訊》
Note: Results prior to 18 November 1996 has been reported in POP Express No.1 to No.3.

特首適宜繼續爭取民意*

Keep Up the Race for Public Support*


隨著董建華在推選委員會中以八成得票率高票當選特首，推選委員會實際上已完成了香港過渡安排最重
要的任務。推委意向與近期民意調查結果不謀而合，那怕是巧合，還是吻合，此刻都不太重要。當然，部份推委成員公開舉辦收集民意活動，包括模擬投票、問卷調查等，確實把民意訴求有限度地引入推選過程內，這是可喜的現象，但大部份推委對怎樣看待民意數據始終仍是守口如瓶。

董在推委會中獲得的八成得票率，與本研究小組進行的民意調查中其獲得的四成支持率相比，差距甚遠。不過，根據選前兩天進行的民意調查顯示，一般市民早已預計這個差距。雖然只有接近四成半市民支持董出任特首，但超過八成被訪者卻能預計董的勝出。經深入分析，發現只有略多於四成被訪者相信自己支持的候選人會勝出。從正面角度看，顯示過半市民所給的答案並沒有受推委傾向影響。但從負面角度看，則推委明顯不能代表全體市民的心聲。故縱使董先生已贏得特首，其民意基礎仍屬薄弱，適宜在短期內努力爭取民心。

因此，董先生適宜繼續他的（假想）競選工程，走訪群眾，探問街坊，組織諮詢大會，與市民直接對話。遇上重大社會問題時，應邀請群眾參與討論，聽取市民意見，切勿閉門造車。

其次，董先生亦應深入了解市民的憂慮。市民的六四情意結、對親中人士的不信任，其實都有其歷史原因及社會現實。作為特區之首，總不能視而不見。相反，董先生適宜與各方人士多作溝通，以港人利益為本位，盡量化解不同界別及持不同政見人士之間的矛盾。對於中央意願與特區民情的差距，董先生適宜多作研究，以務實和包容的態度化解困憂。

民生問題是市民極其關注的事項。董建華出身商界，對民間疾苦所知有限，適宜多落區考察，與基層團體會面，集思廣益，不要因為經濟主導而忽略民間訴求。在公務員信心方面，特區班子、行政會議籌組等工作，相信董建華心裡有數，但董先生仍應爭取時間先作諮詢後始作決定。

殖民地後期的香港，社會基本上容許不同的反對聲音，這是一種進步，是任何社會邁向開放的必然階段。香港如是，未來中國社會如是。特區首長一定要珍惜在法治下的開放精神，容許及鼓勵不同意見，否則便有違一國兩制的精神。
( 鍾庭耀
*此乃刊於星島日報(九六年十二月十二日)原文撮要。文中提及的各項調查結果，已於較早前各向界公佈，讀者如欲索取有關報告，可致電本中心查詢。

With Tung Chee-hwa’s major victory in the race for the Chief Executive, the Selection Committee has basically completed its most important mission for the transition of Hong Kong.  It is perhaps no longer important to ask why there was a discrepancy between Tung’s voteshare in the Selection Committee and his public support.  Selection Committee members have remained tight-lipped on the issue.


According to surveys conducted by the POP Team, such discrepancy has in fact been expected by the public, only 40% believed that their favourite candidate could win. Hence, in terms of public recognition, Tung is still on shallow water, and should better keep up his rally for public support, like attending public forums, paying home visits, and having direct dialogues with the people.

 
Mr. Tung should also pay special attention to people’s anxiety.  The June 4th Complex and people’s distrust towards pro-Chinese elements all have their historical roots and are part of the social reality.  Mr Tung should take time to study them, and resolve them with an open and pragmatic attitude.


Livelihood issues are, of course, people’s major concern.  Coming from a business family, Mr Tung might take time to grasp the crux of the matter. More consultation with the grassroots is advisable.  As for the civil service and major appointments under his SAR government, Mr Tung probably needs more time to streamline his own ideas.


In the final episode of Hong Kong’s colonial history, the society has become quite tolerant of different ideas.  The Chief Executive must cherish this open spirit, and truly respect the rule of law, in order to honour the “one country two systems” formulation, and to bring Hong Kong and China to the forefront of civilized society.

(  Chung Ting-yiu Robert

*Abstract from a Chinese article in Sing Tao Daily published  on 12 December 1996.  All survey results mentioned have been released in our survey reports.  Readers interested in getting them please contact us.

市民對平穩過渡的信心
Confidence in Smooth Transition






在主權回歸前二百餘天（十二月十二日），本研究小組一如過往，在每倒數一百天之際，進行民意調查，以測試市民在不同時期對平穩過渡的信心。在回歸前二百餘天的調查發現，一般市民對過渡期頗有信心，其中有六成六被訪者表示有信心，表示信心一半半的有一成六，而表示沒有信心的則只有一成的被訪者。

綜合過去本研究小組進行的九次類似調查，回歸前二百天的信心指數可謂達至高峰，在回歸前一千日，表示有信心的被訪者只有三成半，回歸前六百日，亦只有四成四被訪者表示有信心，超過六成被訪者表示有信心的還屬首次。換句話說，愈接近主權回歸，市民對平穩過渡信心愈增。相反，表示沒有信心的比率則隨距離回歸日子愈少而逐漸下降，在倒數一千日時，有二成五表示對過渡期沒有信心，到回歸前六百天，表示沒有信心者為二成一，到最新調查（回歸前二百餘天）則發現，表示沒有信心的被訪者已跌至一成，相信是基於社會持續安定及沒有出現經濟不景有關。

Every 100 days before the transfer of sovereignty, the POP team conducts a survey to measure people’s confidence in the smooth transition of Hong Kong.  Our latest survey conducted slightly more than 200 days before the handover found that a record 66% of the respondents have indicated confidence, as against 10% without confidence, and 16% half-half.


Across all nine surveys conducted since countdown from 1000 days, confidence was generally on the rise.  At the beginning of the series, only 35% of the respondents expressed confidence.  Confidence grew to 44% on the 600th day, and then to the latest 66% registered shortly before the 200th day.  In other words, the closer the handover, the more confident people became over the smooth transition of Hong Kong.  This was probably the result of prolonged social stability and the absence of any sign of economic recession.

	市民在不同時期對平穩過渡的信心
Confidence in Smooth Transition at Different Time

	X days before handover

回歸前Ｘ日
	1000
	900
	800
	700
	600
	500
	400
	300
	200

	Date of survey

調查日期
	5/10/94
	9-12/1/95
	18-19/4/95
	27-28/6/95
	6-7/11/95
	15-16/2/96
	8-9/5/96
	28-29/8/96
	11/12/96

	Successful case

成功樣本
	1,716
	554
	640
	990
	550
	560
	538
	515
	1031

	Response rate
回應率
	75.5%
	63.5%
	51.8%
	57.8%
	53.6%
	65.3%
	50.8%
	52.7%
	65.3%

	Confident

有信心
	34.9%
	45.2%
	42.7%
	41.1%
	43.6%
	44.4%
	55.0%
	58.4%
	66.0%

	Half - half

一半半
	25.0%
	32.5%
	24.3%
	19.8%
	25.3%
	22.4%
	19.9%
	17.6%
	16.3%

	Not confident

冇信心
	24.7%
	14.5%
	22.8%
	17.8%
	21.3%
	21.2%
	15.3%
	18.2%
	10.2%

	Don't know/

Hard to say

唔知/難講  
	15.4%
	7.8%
	10.2%
	21.2%
	9.9%
	12.0%
	9.7%
	5.8%
	7.6%

	Total 合計
	100.0%
	100.0%
	100.0%
	100.0%
	100.0%
	100.0%
	100.0%
	100.0%
	100.0%


九六年十一月份社研定期調查之樣本數據
Contact Information for POP Tracking Polls conducted in November 1996
	
	
	第一次調查 First poll
	第二次調查 Second poll

	日期
	Date of survey
	5-6/11/96
	18-19/11/96

	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 selected randomly from telephone directories + additional numbers generated by the computer, if more than one subject available, select the one who had his/her birthday next

	樣本數目
	Sample size
	522
	531

	回應率
	Response rate
	46.0%
	47.9%

	抽樣誤差
	Standard error
	2.2
	2.2


港督彭定康評分
Rating of the Governor Chris Patten

	
	Date of Survey 

調查日期
	Support Rating 

 支持度
	Monthly Average 

按月平均分

	十月份第一次調查 1st survey in October
	2/10/96
	56.4
	57.7

	十月份第二次調查 2nd survey in October
	8/10/96
	58.1
	(October 十月)

	十月份第三次調查 3rd survey in October
	23-24/10/96
	58.5
	

	十一月份第一次調查 1st survey in November
	5-6/11/96
	59.2
	58.4

	十一月份第二次調查 2nd survey in November
	18-19/11/96
	57.5
	(November 十一月)


市民對中、英、港政府信任程度
Trust in Chinese, British and Hong Kong Governments

	調查日期 Date of survey: 8/10/96, 5-6/11/96

	問題:  整體黎講, 你信唔信任XX政府呢?  Question: On the whole, do you trust the XX government?

	
	信任中國政府
Trust Chinese government
	信任英國政府
Trust British government
	信任香港政府
Trust Hong Kong government

	Survey in October 十月份調查
	23.0%
	27.3%
	60.4%

	Survey in November 十一月份調查
	24.5%
	33.1%
	67.3%


十大香港特別行政區籌備委員會委員評分
Ratings of Top Ten HKSAR Preparatory Committee Members
	Date of survey

First stage (naming)
	Result from survey in November 1996
	Accumulated results in this year

(6 surveys)

	十一月第一階段訪問日期（提名）:                                          5-6/11/96
	  九六年十一月份調查結果
	累積今年(六次)調查結果

	Second stage (rating)
	Support
	Standard error
	Total sample
	No. of raters
	Recognition
	No. of time on the list
	Average support rating
	Average rate of recongition

	十一月第二階段訪問日期（評分）:                 18-19/11/96
	支持度
	標準誤差
	總人數
	評分人數
	認知度
	上榜次數
	平均支持度
	平均認知度

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Tung Chee-hwa
	董建華
	61.4
	0.9
	531
	411
	77.4%
	2
	60.9
	65.8%

	Rita Fan
	范徐麗泰
	52.3
	1.2
	531
	342
	64.4%
	4
	55.8
	69.3%

	Allen Lee
	李鵬飛
	50.2
	1.1
	531
	374
	70.4%
	6
	54.3
	75.6%

	Lee Ka-shing
	李嘉誠
	49.9
	1.2
	531
	349
	65.7%
	6
	55.8
	70.6%

	Henry Fok
	霍英東
	48.4
	1.3
	531
	329
	62.0%
	6
	51.9
	62.0%

	Jasper Tsang
	曾鈺成
	47.1
	1.2
	531
	328
	61.8%
	6
	51.7
	62.7%

	Maria Tam
	譚惠珠
	47.1
	1.2
	531
	359
	67.6%
	5
	50.1
	68.3%

	Peter Woo
	吳光正
	45.5
	1.0
	531
	381
	71.8%
	1
	45.5
	71.8%

	Liza Wong
	汪明荃
	42.1
	1.3
	531
	367
	69.1%
	3
	44.3
	73.1%

	Li Fook-sean
	李福善
	37.7
	1.1
	531
	356
	67.0%
	1
	37.7
	67.0%

	Top 5 average
	首五名平均分
	52.5
	
	
	
	68.0%
	
	
	

	Top 10 average
	首十名平均分
	48.2
	
	
	
	67.7%
	
	
	



最新一輪的十大籌委評分顯示，候任特區行政長官董建華雖然只在最近兩次上榜，但卻以六十一分遙遙領先其他籌委，排榜首位置。排名第二位的范徐麗泰及第三位李鵬飛均只得略高於五十分的合格分數，至於其餘七位甚為市民所熟悉的籌委成員，皆取得不合格的分數，顯示市民對籌委成員普遍沒有好感。

The latest ratings of Top Ten Preparatory Committee (PC) members revealed that even though the First Chief Executive Tung Chee-hwa only made the list in the last two surveys, he topped the list with a high score of 61 marks, with Rita Fan and Allen Lee trailing behind at a distance.  All other PC members received less than 50 marks, which reflected that the public generally had unfavourable impressions about PC members.

十大政治人物評分
Ratings of Top Ten Political Figures

	Date of survey

First stage (naming)

第一階段訪問日期(提名):

18-19/11/96
	Result from survey in December 1996

九六年十二月份調查結果
	Accumulated results in the past 12 months 

(3 surveys)  

累積過去十二個月(三次)調查結果

	Second stage (rating)

第二階段訪問日期(評分):

3-4/12/96
	Support 

支持度
	Standard error

標準誤差
	Total sample

總人數
	No. of raters

評分人數
	Recognition 

認知度
	No. of time 

on the list 

上榜次數
	Average 

support rating   

平均支持度
	Average rate of recognition         平均認知度

	Anson Chan
	陳方安生
	72.7
	0.7
	555
	463
	83.4%
	3
	70.3
	84.1%

	Tung Chee-hwa
	董建華
	65.3
	0.9
	555
	407
	73.3%
	1
	65.3
	73.3%

	Yang Ti-liang
	楊鐵樑
	64.8
	0.8
	555
	439
	79.1%
	1
	64.8
	79.1%

	Emily Lau
	劉慧卿
	63.8
	1.0
	555
	417
	75.1%
	3
	65.4
	75.8%

	Christine Loh
	陸恭蕙
	62.7
	0.9
	555
	406
	73.2%
	3
	62.8
	74.6%

	Lau Chin-shek
	劉千石
	62.5
	0.9
	555
	432
	77.8%
	3
	61.9
	76.9%

	Martin Lee
	李柱銘
	61.8
	1.0
	555
	445
	80.2%
	3
	61.4
	81.3%

	Lee Cheuk-yan
	李卓人
	61.1
	1.0
	555
	399
	71.9%
	3
	61.3
	72.6%

	Szeto Wah
	司徒華
	57.0
	1.1
	555
	444
	80.0%
	3
	59.2
	81.5%

	Allen Lee
	李鵬飛
	55.9
	0.9
	555
	409
	73.7%
	3
	55.0
	75.7%

	Top 5 average 首五名平均分
	65.8
	
	
	
	76.8%
	
	
	

	Top 10 average 首十名平均分
	62.7
	
	
	
	76.8%
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