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樣本數目Sample size:584      
   回應率Response rate:46.2%





自九五年二月起，本研究小組開始就有關香港市民對中國領導人鄧小平的看法進行民意調查，以測試市民對鄧的評價及其一旦逝世後的影響。在本研究小組九六年十二月十六至十七日的最新調查顯示，在被問及若鄧不幸逝世，會對香港及中國的影響好處多抑或壞處多時，有二成六被訪者（總樣本為584個）認為鄧逝世對香港發展壞處多，三成六表示一半半，一成四則認為好處多。至於對中國的影響，則認為好處多及壞處多的各佔二成六，認為一半半的有二成四。換句話說，在港人心目中，鄧小平在對香港的發展而言，有較良性的影響，這可能與鄧過往提出的「一國兩制」原則有關，故較多市民認為鄧逝世對本港而言是壞處多於好處。至於對中國影響方面，港人則認為會好壞參半。
(下接第三頁)


Since February 1995, our POP team has been conducting surveys to test people’s feeling towards Chinese leader Deng Xiaoping.  Our most recent survey completed on 17 December 1996 found that 26% of the respondents considered Deng’s death a bad thing to the development of Hong Kong, 14% considered it a good thing, while 36% said neither.  In respect to China’s development, 26% each way considered Deng’s death a good or bad thing, while 24% said neither.  In other words, Hong Kong people tended to consider Deng’s contribution to the development of Hong Kong a positive one, probably because of his formulation of the “one country, two systems” formula.

(Continued on p.3)

編者的話
From the Editor


踏進九七，香港已成為當代世界的焦點，由國內製作的大型紀錄片《鄧小平》，在全國及香港公映，相信是要為一國兩制的構思及鄧小平的功績進行歷史定位。

與此同時，香港立法局對前人民入境事務處處長梁銘彥辭職事件進行聆訊，為行政立法之間的關係揭開新的一頁。雖則是本地內部事情，但對公務員過渡及未來特區運作都起著重要作用。

本中心的民意研究小組自九五年二月起，便不斷測試市民對鄧小平及其他領導人的評價。踏入九七，我們決定把這些研究數據逐步公佈，為關注民族前途的學者朋友提供參考資料。

至於梁銘彥事件，鑑於聆訊仍在進行中，民意對各方面的評價可能隨時逆轉，使用該等數據的讀者適宜審慎為之。
( 鍾庭耀

The year of 1997 would certainly be The Year of Hong Kong. Already, China’s great production Deng Xiaoping: The Great Documentary has been screened in Hong Kong, and across the whole nation.  Deng’s contribution was officially reaffirmed.


Back in Hong Kong, the Legco hearing on the controversial resignation of Laurence Leung from the Directorship of Immigration is still going on, the relationship between the legislature and the executive arm of the government is being brought into question.


Perhaps we should also hear what people have to say.


In this issue, we released, for the first time, results from our China research series which tested people’s feelings towards Deng Xiaoping since 1995, as well as people’s reaction towards the Laurence Leung hearings. Needless to say, opinion changes, and readers should take extra care to use timely opinion data.

( Chung Ting-yiu Robert

五大中國領導人評分
Ratings of Top Five Chinese Leaders

	調查日期:第一階段;第二階段 Date of survey:1st stage;2nd stage

評分調查樣本數目 Sample size in rating sample


	鄧小平Deng Xiaoping
	錢其琛Qian Qichen
	江澤民Jiang Zemin
	魯平
Lu 

Ping
	周南Zhou

Nan
	趙紫陽Zhao Ziyang
	李鵬
Li 

Peng

	16-17/12/96;7-8/1/97
	支持度 Support
	60.0
	58.4
	54.0
	51.2
	-
	-
	41.4

	樣本數目 Sample size:   599
	認知度 Recognition
	74.0%
	74.3%
	78.8%
	77.8%
	-
	-
	78.0%

	23-24/10/96;5-6/11/96
	支持度 Support
	57.6
	57.6
	54.2
	51.8
	-
	-
	41.9

	樣本數目 Sample size:   522
	認知度 Recognition
	65.1%
	62.5%
	64.8%
	68.4%
	-
	-
	68.6%

	25/9/96;30/9/96
	支持度 Support
	60.9
	59.7
	56.2
	51.6
	-
	-
	45.0

	樣本數目 Sample size:   511 
	認知度 Recognition
	84.3%
	70.3%
	77.5%
	80.8%
	-
	-
	81.2%

	22/5/96;10/7/96
	支持度 Support
	56.7
	56.8
	55.5
	48.0
	-
	-
	41.5

	樣本數目 Sample size:   530
	認知度 Recognition
	70.8%
	64.9%
	71.5%
	74.5%
	-
	-
	74.9%

	29-30/4/96;5-6/5/96
	支持度 Support
	53.5
	-
	51.7
	45.8
	44.6
	-
	38.3

	樣本數目 Sample size:   579
	認知度 Recognition
	67.0%
	-
	67.7%
	72.5%
	65.8%
	-
	71.8%

	26-29/2/96;13-15/3/96
	支持度 Support
	57.4
	58.6
	52.9
	51.4
	-
	-
	43.5

	樣本數目 Sample size:   613
	認知度 Recognition
	63.6%
	64.4%
	72.9%
	70.8%
	-
	-
	74.6%

	28/12/95;4-5/1/96
	支持度 Support
	54.4
	-
	50.6
	48.5
	-
	-
	39.0

	樣本數目 Sample size:   543
	認知度 Recognition
	73.1%
	-
	75.7%
	76.1%
	-
	-
	74.6%

	24-25/10/95;6-7/11/95
	支持度 Support
	54.4
	-
	48.0
	44.9
	42.6
	-
	39.3

	樣本數目 Sample size:   550
	認知度 Recognition
	69.1%
	-
	70.5%
	67.1%
	63.5%
	-
	71.1%

	25/8/95;30/9-2/10/95
	支持度 Support
	56.0
	-
	50.6
	48.5
	-
	60.2
	40.9

	樣本數目 Sample size:   516
	認知度 Recognition
	80.8%
	-
	71.5%
	75.6%
	-
	70.0%
	81.8%

	27-28/6/95;14-17/7/95
	支持度 Support
	55.2
	-
	52.7
	48.8
	46.2
	-
	39.8

	樣本數目 Sample size:   559
	認知度 Recognition
	79.4%
	-
	73.2%
	76.4%
	69.1%
	-
	81.8%


	
	九五年上半年總結
Average for first half of 1995
	九五年下半年總結
Average for second half of 1995
	九六年上半年總結
Average for first half of 1996
	九六年下半年總結Average for second half of 1996

	

	如果鄧小平不幸逝世，你認為會對香港既發展好處多定壞處多？ If Deng Xiaoping dies, do you think it will be a good or bad thing to the to the development of Hong Kong?

	
	
	
	
	

	  好處多A good thing
	21.7%
	19.8%
	16.1%
	15.2%

	  一半半Neither
	27.7%
	26.4%
	27.3%
	31.0%

	  壞處多A bad thing
	25.8%
	27.8%
	28.5%
	26.6%

	  唔知/難講Don’t know/Hard to say
	24.8%
	26.0%
	28.1%
	27.2%

	
	
	
	
	

	如果鄧小平不幸逝世，你認為會對中國既發展好處多定壞處多？ If Deng Xiaoping dies, do you think it will be a good or bad thing to the development of China?

	
	
	
	
	

	  好處多A good thing
	32.0%
	29.8%
	24.1%
	27.2%

	  一半半Neither
	20.2%
	20.2%
	20.6%
	21.9%

	  壞處多A bad thing
	23.3%
	26.8%
	26.9%
	26.3%

	  唔知/難講Don’t know/Hard to say
	24.2%
	23.3%
	28.4%
	24.7%

	
	
	
	
	

	你擔唔擔心佢死會令中國出現動亂？ Are you worried that there will be turmoil in China after Deng’s death?

	
	
	
	
	

	  擔心Worried
	34.4%
	37.3%
	34.7%
	31.5%

	  唔擔心Not worried
	56.9%
	54.6%
	57.0%
	60.6%

	  唔知/難講Don’t know/Hard to say
	8.7%
	8.0%
	8.4%
	7.9%

	
	
	
	
	

	你認為鄧小平對中國既發展功多定過多？ Would you say Deng Xiaoping has accrued more merit or demerits in the development of China?

	
	
	
	
	

	  功(績)多More merit
	58.2%
	59.4%
	56.1%
	56.8%

	  一半半Half-half
	18.9%
	21.9%
	23.3%
	23.0%

	  過(錯)多More demerits
	7.0%
	6.1%
	6.4%
	5.4%

	  唔知/難講Don’t know/Hard to say
	15.9%
	12.5%
	14.2%
	14.8%


(上接第一頁)

調查的另外一條問題要求被訪者評論鄧對中國發展的功過。在十二月的調查顯示，六成一被訪者認為鄧對中國發展功多於過，認為功過一半半的亦有二成一，認為過多於功的則只有五個百分比，其餘被訪者則沒有肯定答案。整體而言，一般被訪者均認同鄧對中國發展的貢獻。

至於鄧一旦逝世，會否令中國出現動亂？在同一次調查發現，五成九被訪者表示對此不擔心，表示擔心的有三成三，沒有肯定答案的有八個百分比。普遍來說，本港市民並未憂慮鄧死後會為中國帶來動亂。
(Continued from p.1)

Another question in the survey asked respondents to evaluate Deng’s contribution to the development of China.  Result shows that 61% found more merit than faults in Deng, while 21% said half-half.  It seems that respondents have generally rated him favourably.


“Would there be a turmoil in China after Deng’s death?” was another question surveyed. 59% of the  respondents were not worried, 33%, however, indicated anxiety.

有關香港特別行政區臨時立法會之民意調查
Opinion Survey on the HKSAR Provisional Legislature Council

	調查日期 Date of survey: 31/12/96        樣本數目Sample size: 520        回應率 Response rate: 52.5%

	

	你接唔接受臨時立法會既存在？Do you accept the existence of the Provisional Legislature (PL)?

	
	
	
	

	  接受：原本贊成成立臨立會
  Accept from the very beginning
	28.8%
	不接受
Do not accept
	26.9%

	  接受：原本不贊成成立臨立會, 但接受現實
  Accept, but disagreed before

	17.3%
	唔知 / 難講
Don’t know/Hard to say
	27.0%

	你認為香港政府應否與臨時立法會合作？Do you think that the Hong Kong government should cooperate with the PL?

	

	  應該 Yes
	74.1%
	不應該 No
	8.0%

	  不知道 Don’t know
	17.9%
	
	

	

	你認為臨立會議員係九七年七月之前應該得到幾多議員津貼？
Should PL members be paid any allowance before July 1997?

	

	  冇津貼 

  No allowance
	21.6%
	同現職立法局議員一樣
Same as what Legislative Councillors receive now
	39.7%

	  多過現職立法局議員 

  More than what Legislative Councillors receive now
	2.3%
	少過現職立法局議員 

Less than what Legislative Councillors receive now
	13.7%

	  唔知/難講 Don’t know/Hard to say
	22.7%
	
	



研究小組於九六年十二月進行臨時立法會的調查發現，有四成六被訪者接受成立臨時立法會，當中二成九本來亦贊成成立臨立會，一成七原來不贊成，但基於接受現實而接受了臨立會，而堅持不接受成立臨立會及沒有意見的各有二成七。對於港府應否與臨立會合作的問題，主流意見是應該合作，佔七成四被訪者。認為港府不應與臨立會合作的只有百分之八。

主席人選方面，五成八認為特首不應該兼任臨立會主席，至於多位常被傳媒提及的臨立會主席人選，調查發現范徐麗泰得分最高，但黃宏發所得認知率則排列榜首。

至於臨立會議員在九七年七月前應獲多少津貼，二成二認為應該沒有津貼，四成被訪者認為應與現職立法局議員一樣，一成四認為津貼應少於現時立法局議員，認為應多於現時立法局議員的只有百分之二。




The lastest survey conducted by the POP team on the Provisional Legislature (PL) in December 1996 showed that 46% of the subjects accepted the setting up of the PL. Among them 29% agreed with the idea from the very beginning, while 17% objected the idea at first but accepted reality,  27% continued to reject the idea, another 27% had no opinion. On the question of whether the Hong Kong government should cooperate with the PL, 74% said yes, 8% said no.


Regarding the presidentship of PL, Rita Fan was rated to be the most suitable candidate, even though Andrew Wong was the most well-known.


On whether PL members should be paid any allowance before July 1997, 22% said no, 40% said they should be paid the same amount as that of current Legislative Councillors, 14% said they should be paid less, only 2.3% said they should receive more.

	調查日期 Date of survey: 7-8/1/97
	樣本數目Sample size: 599
	回應率 Response rate: 44.7%

	

	你認為特區行政長官應唔應該兼任臨時立法會主席?  Do you think the Chief Executive should become the President of the PL?

	
	
	

	  應該 Yes          26.3%
	 唔應該 No           58.1%
	唔知/難講 Don’t know/Hard to say       15.6%

	

	請你用0至10分評價一下XXX 是否適合做臨時立法會主席, 0 分代表絕對不適合, 10 分代表絕對適合, 5分代表一半半, 你俾
幾多分XXX 呢? Please use 0-10 to rate the following persons for their suitability for becoming the PL president, 0 indicating absolutely not suitable, 10 indicating absolutely suitable, and 5 indicating half-half.

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	范徐麗泰 

Rita Fan
	梁振英 

Leung Chung-ying
	譚耀宗 

Tam Yiu-chung
	譚惠珠 

Maria Tam
	黃宏發 

Andrew Wong

	  平均分數 Average mark
	
	5.5
	5.3
	5.2
	4.6
	4.4

	  認知率 Recognition rate
	
	77.8%
	66.1%
	73.6%
	76.8%
	82.0%

	  評分人數 No. of valid raters
	
	466
	396
	441
	460
	491


有關梁銘彥事件之民意調查
Opinion Survey on the Incident of Laurence Leung

	調查日期 Date of survey:20-21/1/97
	樣本數目Sample size: 549
	回應比率 Response rate: 46.9% 

	

	你認為最近既梁銘彥事件有冇增加或者減少政府既公信力?

	Do you think the incident of Laurence Leung has increased/decreased the credibility of the Government?

	

	增加公信力Increased
	 1.3%
	冇影響No effect
	32.9%

	減少公信力Decreased
	49.1%
	唔知/難講Don't know/Hard to say 
	16.7%

	

	你擔唔擔心今次梁銘彥既事件會影響公務員隊伍既士氣?

	Are you worried that the incident of Laurence Leung would affect the morale of the civil servants?

	

	擔心Worried
	41.0%
	唔擔心Not worried
	46.4%
	唔知/難講Don't know/Hard to say 
	12.6%

	

	你滿唔滿意梁銘彥/林煥光係聆訊期間既表現？

	Are you satisfied with the performance of Laurence Leung/Lam Woon-kwong in the Select Committee hearing?

	
	
	

	
	梁銘彥 Laurence Leung
	林煥光 Lam Woon-kwong

	
	
	

	滿意Satisfied
	35.9%
	33.6%

	唔滿意Dissatisfied
	23.2%
	31.9%

	唔知/難講Don’t know/Hard to say
	17.6%
	14.7%

	唔清楚佢既表現Don’t know his performance
	23.4%
	19.7%

	

	你相唔相佢既說話
Do you believe him?

	
	梁銘彥 Laurence Leung
	林煥光 Lam Woon-kwong

	
	
	

	相信Yes
	22.3%
	16.3%

	唔相信No
	16.0%
	23.0%

	半信半疑/唔知/難講Half-half/Don’t know/Hard to say
	45.4%
	45.0%

	唔清楚佢講乜Don’t know what he said
	16.2%
	15.7%

	

	咁你又滿唔滿意立法局議員係聆訊期間既表現？
Are you satisfied with the performance of Legislative Councillors in the Select Committee hearing?

	

	滿意Satisfied
	53.5%
	唔知/難講Don’t know/Hard to say
	12.3%

	唔滿意Dissatisifed
	14.4%
	唔清楚佢既表現Don’t know their performance
	19.9%

	

	你認為立法局議員有冇需要傳召布政司陳方安生/彭定康作證？

	Do you think it is necessary for the Legislative Councillors to summon Anson Chan/Chris Patten as witnesses in the hearing?

	

	
	陳方安生 Anson Chan
	彭定康 Chris Patten

	
	
	

	有需要Necessary
	64.1%
	54.3%

	冇需要Not necessary
	19.7%
	29.6%

	唔知/難講Don’t know/Hard to say
	16.2%
	16.1%

	

	請問你接唔接受政府以公眾利益為理由唔肯公開有關梁銘彥既廉署調查報告同品格審查報告？

	Do you accept the Government’s using the reason of ‘public interest’ to keep the ICAC and police integrity-check reports confidential?

	

	接受 Accept
	25.1%
	唔接受Do not accept
	60.8%
	唔知/難講Don’t know
	14.2%




市民對九七回歸的意見調查
Survey on People’s Feeling Towards the 1997 Transition

	調查日期 Date of survey: 31/12/96
	樣本數目 Sample size: 520
	回應率 Response rate : 52.5%

	
	
	

	你會用乜野形容詞黎形容你對香港九七主權回歸既心情?

	Please describe your feeling towards the 1997 transition in a single word?

	開心 Happy
	   7.4%
	無奈 Helpless
	  4.0%
	矛盾 Contradictory
	3.3%
	冇乜感覺 No special feeling
	 17.2%

	期待 Expecting
	   7.4%
	害怕 Afraid
	  3.3%
	複雜 Complicated
	2.1%
	平常 Plain
	 10.0%

	樂觀 Optimistic
	   6.6%
	憂慮 Anxiety
	  3.1%
	
	
	平淡 Nothing particular
	  7.3%

	興奮 Excited
	   4.5%
	悲觀 Pessimistic
	  1.7%
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	其他正面形容詞
Other positive words
	   4.1%
	其他負面形容詞
Other negative words
	  2.9%
	其他混合形容詞
Other ambivalent words
	1.4%
	其他中性形容詞
Other neutral words
	  3.7%

	小計 Sub-total
	  30.0%
	小計 Sub-total
	 15.0%
	小計 Sub-total
	6.8%
	小計 Sub-total
	 38.2%

	不知道Don’t know
	  10.2%
	

	

	如果你有一大筆多餘既錢，你會首先選擇 If you have a large sum of money, you will ：

	

	長線投資香港 Invest it long-term in Hong Kong
	40.0%
	駛左佢 Spend it
	2.9%

	擺係銀行或作其他短線投資 Put it in the bank or make short-term investment
	27.3%
	不知道 Don’t know
	7.1%

	投資海外 Invest it overseas
	9.7%
	其他答案 Other answers
	5.8%

	投資國內 Invest it in China
	7.2%
	

	如果有得選擇，你會寧願 If you have a choice, would you：

	

	留係香港 Stay in Hong Kong
	79.6%
	唔知/難講 Don’t know/Hard to say
	3.3%

	定係離開香港呢？ Leave Hong Kong
	17.1%
	
	



尚有半年香港主權便回歸中國，研究小組最近的調查顯示香港市民多以平常心面對回歸，其餘則以正面態度面對的居多。此外，大多數被訪者都選擇留在香港，及願把資金用於香港作長線投資。

調查於九六年十二月三十一日進行，共訪問五百二十人，回應率百分之五十三。調查先要求被訪者以一個形容詞描述其對香港主權回歸的心情。結果最多被訪者回答的是「冇乜感覺」，佔一成七，其次有一成以「平常」形容，不知道的亦有一成。若把形容分為正面、負面、混合及中性四類，被訪者提及的同樣以「平常」、「平淡」等中性形容詞最多，有三成八。其次是「開心」、「期待」等正面詞語，有三成人提及。以負面詞形容回歸心情的只有一成五，可見樂觀者比悲觀者多。

被問及若有大筆多餘錢會如何使用時，四成被訪者選擇長線投資香港，二成七會把金錢放在銀行或作其短線投資。雖然回歸後香港將為中國一部份，但選擇投資國內的卻只有百分之七。調查最後問及被訪者喜歡留港還是離開，結果發現八成人選擇留在香港，選擇離開的只有一成七。

這組題目的結果顯示港人大都以香港為本位，面對主權回歸沒有太多不安，並願留在香港發展。


With less than six months before the change of sovereignty over Hong Kong, the POP team’s latest survey showed that Hong Kong people’s feeling was generally calm and indifferent. Most would choose to stay even if they could leave, and many were willing to invest in the long-term future of Hong Kong.


The survey questioned 520 people on 31 December 1996.  The most frequent phrase used to describe their feeling towards the transition was “no special feeling” (17%).  If the expressions were categorized under headings of positive, negative, mixed, and neutral feeling, the most frequently cited descriptions were neutral ones, which constituted 38% of the responses.  30% used “happy”, “expecting”, and other positive words, while only 15% described their feelings in negative terms.  We could thus say that people were generally more optimistic than pessimistic.


Asked what they would do if they had a large sum of money, 40% chose long-term investment in Hong Kong, 27% chose short-term investment.  Asked whether they would choose to stay or leave Hong Kong given a free choice, 80% chose to stay, while 17% said they would leave.  This showed that many Hong Kong people still regarded Hong Kong as their home, and did not have too much anxiety towards the transferral of sovereignty.


從黃大仙區議會（新蒲崗選區）補選看民主黨的生存空間*

The Future of Democratic Party as Reflected in the 

Wong Tai Sin (San Po Kong) District Board By-election*

	調查日期Date of survey: 5/1/1997
	樣本數目Sample size:300
	回應率Response rate:71.8%

	

	請問你今次點解黎投票呢? Main reason for voting

	
	
	
	
	
	

	盡公民責任
	Civic responsibility
	56.0%
	親友、鄰居呼籲
	Called on by friends/relatives
	2.7%

	改善社會、社區、民生
	To improve livelihood
	17.3%
	順應潮流、襯熱鬧、
沒有其他事做.......
	Just follow trends/no special reason
	2.3%

	慣性、次次都投票
	Voting habit
	7.7%
	促進民主發展
	Democratic development
	1.7%

	要支持某某候選人
	To support a candidate
	6.0%
	要支持某某政治團體
	To support a political group
	1.3%

	其他
	Others
	5.0%
	
	
	

	

	點解你選佢?請舉出最主要原因. Main reason for choosing a candidate

	
	
	
	
	
	

	候選人過往表現
	Past performance
	25.1%
	親友支持
	Supported by friends
	3.0%

	所屬政黨/獨立人士支持
	Party affiliation
	24.4%
	候選人外表
	Appearance
	2.0%

	政綱、政見
	Platform/political view
	17.4%
	候選人宣傳品/活動吸引
	Campaign performance
	1.3%

	候選人性格或人品吸引
	Personality
	5.7%
	候選人知名度
	Popularity
	0.3%

	同住一區/街坊
	Same locality
	5.4%
	某公眾人士支持
	Supported by public figures
	0.3%

	候選人職業/教育背景
	Occupation/education background
	4.7%
	沒有其他更佳選擇
	No better choice
	5.7%

	其他
	Others
	4.7%
	
	
	


影響選民投票的因素 Factors affecting candidate choice

	因素Factor
	好大影響
Considerable influence
	有些影響
Some influence
	冇乜影響
Not much influence
	完全冇影響
No influence

 at all
	唔知/難講
Don’t know/

Hard to say

	政治背景Party background
	25.3%
	17.0%
	18.7%
	37.3%
	1.7%

	過往表現Past performance
	22.7%
	31.3%
	24.0%
	20.0%
	2.0%

	競選表現Campaign performance
	6.0%
	26.0%
	37.0%
	29.0%
	2.0%

	街坊組職支持Grassroots organizations
	5.0%
	19.3%
	26.7%
	47.3%
	1.7%

	政治明星拉票Political celebrities
	1.7%
	8.3%
	28.0%
	59.7%
	2.3%

	陳金龍自殺事件Suicide of Josephs Chan
	1.0%
	7.0%
	24.0%
	62.0%
	6.0%

	九七年解散區議會Dismantling DB after 97
	2.7%
	7.7%
	26.8%
	56.5%
	6.4%


	因素Factor
	李達仁支持者 

Supporters for Lee Tat-yan
	麥海華支持者
Supporters for Mak Hoi-wah

	
	表示有很大或有些影響者的比率
% admitting some or 

considerable influence
	表示有很大或有些影響者的比率
% admitting some or 

considerable influence

	政治背景Party background
	25.9%
	61.9%

	過往表現Past performance
	46.7%
	59.0%

	競選表現Campaign performance
	31.9%
	35.1%

	街坊組職支持Grassroots organizations
	34.1%
	14.9%

	政治明星拉票Political celebrities
	5.2%
	15.7%

	陳金龍自殺事件Suicide of Josephs Chan
	7.5%
	9.7%

	九七年解散區議會Dismantling DB after 97
	5.2%
	15.0%


	

	本區前任區議員陳金龍事件有冇增加或減少你對一般區議員既信任程度?

	Has the Josephs Chan incident increased/decreased your confidence towards District Board members?

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	增加
	Increased
	1.3%
	不變
	No effect
	66.0%
	減少
	Decreased
	19.3%

	唔知/難講
	Don’t know
	6.7%
	對事件不清楚
	Not clear about the issue
	6.7%
	
	
	

	

	你贊唔贊成九七年解散區議會? 

	Do you agree to the dismantling of District Boards in 1997?

	
	
	
	
	
	

	贊成
	Agree
	8.7%
	中立/無所謂
	Neutral
	13.3%

	反對
	Disagree
	62.7%
	唔知/難講
	Don’t know/Hard to say
	15.3%

	

	整體黎講, 你滿唔滿意特首同臨時立法會既推選結果?

	Are you satisfied with the selection of the Chief Executive and the Provisional Legislature?

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	非常滿意
	Very satisfied
	8.4%
	幾滿意
	Quite satisfied
	27.8%
	一半半
	Half-half
	14.4%

	幾唔滿意
	Quite dissatisfied
	15.1%
	非常唔滿意
	Very dissatisfied
	9.0%
	唔知/難講
	Don’t know/Hard to say
	25.4%

	

	你滿唔滿意李達仁作為推選委員既表現?

	Are you satisfied with the performance of Lee Tat-yan as a Selection Committee member?

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	非常滿意
	Very satisfied
	3.7%
	幾滿意
	Quite satisfied
	22.7%
	一半半
	Half-half
	5.7%

	幾唔滿意
	Quite dissatisfied
	5.7%
	非常唔滿意
	Very dissatisfied
	5.3%
	唔知/難講
	Don’t know/Hard to say
	57.0%

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



一月五日進行的黃大仙區議會新蒲崗選區的補選經已塵埃落定，屬於民主黨二線人物的麥海華以二十九票之微負於街坊派的李達仁。民主黨繼港島東區區議會錦屏選區的補選後再次敗北，使人懷疑民主黨在九七年後的生存空間。本文嘗試以筆者們在選舉當日進行的觀察及票站調查的結果分析民主黨的得失。
街坊派歷來的壟斷

新蒲崗選區屬唐樓舊區，過往由八二年區議會有直選議席開始，這區已由街坊勢力壟斷：八二年陳平以無黨派身份參選取得議席，到八五年再以「香港公民協會」成員身份參選勝出；八八年，陳平退下火線由另一公民協會代表接班，該人為陳金龍，陳金龍同樣在有對手的情況下嬴得八八年區議會選舉。其後兩屆的區議會選舉，陳金龍均在無對手的情況下順利取得直選議席，

陳金龍的議席，因其自殺事件懸空而要進行補選，接替陳金龍參選的是東九龍居民委員會主席李達仁。新蒲崗區議會議席一直由街坊派佔據，由陳平到陳金龍，由陳金龍至李達仁，脈絡清晰可見。在此脈絡之中，另一特點是由八二年至九四年的歷次區議會選舉，民主派均無在此區域派人參選，故麥海華參加是次補選大可視為民主黨首次在新蒲崗這個舊選區進行試票。
兩派票源的變化及選民支持候選人的原因

在選舉當日的票站調查顯示，在支持李達仁的被

Successive defeats of the Democratic Party in recent District Board by-elections gave a clear signal that the party’s future beyond 1997 will not be an easy one.  On 5 January 1997, Democratic Party’s core member Mak Hoi-wah was defeated by a pro-China candidate Lee Tat-yan in the Wong Tai Sin (San Po Kong) District Board By-election.


Nevertheless, it must be noted that the constituency of San Po Kong has always been dominated by kaifong (or local organization) candidates. In 1982, when the district board was set up, the seat was grasped by Chan Ping, who remained in office until 1988, when he was succeeded by Josephs Chan, who remained in office until his suicide in late 1996. Both Chans shared common political alignments, which was continued by Lee Tat-yan, who won the January by-election. Against this background, the participation of Democratic Party this time could be seen as a pilot test of strength in the area.


According to the by-election exit poll, 47% of Lee’s supporters considered past performance a significant factor affecting their choice of candidates, 34% said kaifong’s support was important. Mak’s supporters, on the contrary, gave very different explanations. 62% considered Mak’s political background an important factor, while 59% said his past performance was important. In other words, locality was the critical factor of Lee’s victory, against Mak’s political votes.

訪者當中，有四成七表示李氏的過往表現對投票意向有影響。另外，三成四表示街坊組織的支持亦影響了他們的投票意向。至於在麥海華的支持者中，有六成二表示麥的政治背景是影響他們投票意向的重要因素，支持者中有五成九亦認為麥的過往表現會影響他們的選擇。

九五年立法局九龍東選區是陳婉嫻與麥海華的對撼，當時麥以少量票數落敗。將今次兩位候選人的票源與上次立法局選舉陳與麥之票源作一比較發現，在今次補選中支持麥的可定為民主黨的鐵票，因為在是次補選中投票而又在九五年選舉中支持麥的選民中，有九成半表示在今次補選再投麥一票，只有五個百分比轉投李達仁；反觀在九五年支持陳又在是次補選中有投票者，只有六成九表示支持有親中背景的候選人李達仁，有三成一卻表示投了麥一票。換句話說，支持陳者並不一定在往後選舉中支持有親中背景的候選人。從這角度看，民主黨在區內是有固定票源。
兩派的選舉策略

論組織動員方面，兩派當然互有優勢。選舉當日，李達仁在動員方面採用人海戰術，務求選舉團以人多取勝。李氏除了顯示自己具中方名銜外，亦獲得到工聯會、街坊組織及民建聯的協助，在動員上就明顯比麥的助選團人數多出三、四倍。此外，李氏的助選團又分配人手在區內各樓宇的梯間站崗，緊守每座樓宇的正門，配合主要通道上的宣傳點及茶樓食肆外的拉票營地，形成一個密密麻麻的人海網絡，牢不可破的街頭堡壘。

另一邊廂的麥海華，動員方面就顯得非常遜色，相信麥海華所能佔優的，是其政黨效應及民主黨內政治明星的拉票，民主黨中的立法局議員均紛紛出動；不過，在此方面，作為推委的李達仁亦不甘示弱，得到陳婉嫻及譚耀宗拉票，雙方均可謂明星盡出！

選舉的最後結果，麥海華以不足兩個百分比的得票率僅敗於李達仁，在從來沒有民主派參選的新蒲崗選區贏取八百多票，可謂試票成功，進一步確定民主黨的穩定票源。但麥海華屬民主黨核心成員，知名度遠較李高，都敵不過李達仁，顯示民主黨面臨的劣勢。民主黨在關係網絡密集的小選區很難發揮其政黨效應。
民主黨以至任何政治團體，要贏取地區議會席位，必然要植根社區。但要取得大選區及高層議會的席位，則要政治立場清晰，這是民主黨面臨的兩難決擇，亦直接影響民主黨在九七年後的生存空間。
(鍾庭耀、陳夢施
*此乃刊於明報九七年一月二十一日原文撮要。文中提及的各項調查結果，已於較早前向各界公佈，讀者如欲索取有關報告，可致電本中心查詢。




At the Legislative Council election of 1995, San Po Kong was part of the Kowloon East constituency, fought between Mak Hoi-wah and another pro-China candidate Chan Yuen-han. Mak also lost. Exit poll results showed that 95% of those who voted for Mak last time, and who bothered to vote again this time, also voted for Mak. However, only 69% of those who voted for Chan last time voted for Lee this time. We could therefore conclude that Mak’s voters were fairly loyal to him because of his political outlook.


In terms of mobilization, Lee’s camp was definitely more superior. Drawing on support from the Hong Kong Federation of Trade Unions, the Democratic Alliance for the Betterment of Hong Kong, and kaifong organizations, Lee’s campaign workers out-numbered Mak’s by about three to four times. Because of their advantage in sheer number, Lee’s group was able to blockade all entrances to buildings and restaurants with campaign workers who, on one hand, distributed Lee’s campaign leaflets, and on the other hand, debarred Mak’s supporters from entering private premises.


Under such circumstances, Mak’s campaign workers could only draw on support from Democratic Party heavy-weights like Martin Lee, Szeto Wah, Lau Chin-shek, and practically all Democratic Party Legco members to call for support on the street. Lee, on the other hand, also had Chan Yuen-han, Tam Yiu-chung, and Jasper Tsang supporting him on the street.


The result of the election was that Lee defeated Mak by a narrow margin of 29 votes, or less than 2% of the final vote. On one hand, one can say that Democratic Party has enjoyed considerable success in their pilot test, but on the other hand, because Mak was a much more well known figure than Lee, both in the area and Hong Kong wide, Democratic Party’s lesson was that it could no longer rely on its political platform to win elections on the grassroots level. The cultivation of network ties in local communities appeared to be more important. Exactly how Democratic Party could cope with these two apparently contradictory demands would determine its success after 1997.

( Chung Ting-yiu Robert, Chan Mung-sze Natalie

*Abstract from a Chinese article published in Ming Pao on 21 January 1997.  All survey results mentioned have been released in our survey reports.  Readers interested in getting them please contact us.
	九六年十二月份社研調查之樣本數據  Contact information for POP polls conducted in December 1996

	
	
	第一次 First poll
	第二次 Second poll
	第三次 Third poll

	日期
	Date of surveys
	3-4/12/96
	9/12/96
	16-17/12/96

	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
	555
	563
	584

	回應率
	Response rate
	45.5%
	50.3%
	46.2%

	抽樣誤差
	Standard error
	2.1%
	2.1%
	2.0%


市民對港督最新評分
 Latest Rating of the Governor

	
	調查日期 Date of Survey
	支持度 Support Rating
	按月平均分 Monthly Average

	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)

	十二月份第一次調查 1st survey in December
	3-4/12/96
	58.1
	

	十二月份第二次調查 2nd survey in December
	9/12/96
	58.4
	58.5

	十二月份第三次調查 3rd survey in December
	16-17/12/96
	58.7
	(December 十二月)

	十二月份第四次調查 4th survey in December
	30/12/96
	58.7
	


市民對中、英、港及台灣政府的信任程度
People’s Trust in Chinese, British, Hong Kong & Taiwanese Governments

	調查日期 Date of survey: 5-6/11/96, 3-4/12/96, 16-17/12/96

	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 HK government
	信任台灣政府
Trust Taiwanese government

	十一月份調查 

Survey in November
	24.5%
	33.1%
	67.3%
	-

	十二月份第一次調查 1st survey in December
	30.4%
	32.9%
	60.9%
	-

	十二月份第二次調查 2nd survey in December
	-
	-
	-
	20.4%


市民對「一國兩制」及香港前途的信心
People’s Confidence in “One Country, Two Systems” & Hong Kong’s Future

	調查日期 Date of survey: 5-6/11/96, 3-4/12/96, 30/12/96

	整體黎講, 你對一國兩制/香港前途有冇信心 On the whole, do you have confidence in the ‘one-country, two systems’/HK’s future?

	
	一國兩制 One country, two systems
	香港前途Hong Kong’s future

	十一月份調查 November
	46.4%
	64.6%

	十二月份第一次調查 1st survey in December
	42.2%
	60.5%

	十二月份第二次調查 2nd survey in December
	-
	77.9%


市民對董建華最新評分
Latest Rating of Tung Chee-hwa

行政長官推選前Before the selection of the Chief Executive

	
	Date of Survey 

調查日期
	Support Rating 

 支持度
	Monthly Average 

按月平均分

	九月份調查 September
	29-31/8/96
	62.4
	62.4

	十月份第一次調查 1st survey in October
	8/10/96
	62.7
	64.2

	十月份第二次調查 2nd survey in October
	23-24/10/96
	65.7
	(October 十月)

	十一月份第一次調查 1st survey in November
	5-6/11/96
	66.1
	

	十一月份第二次調查 2nd survey in November
	11/11/96
	66.8
	67.0

	十一月份第三次調查 3rd survey in November
	18-19/11/96
	66.0
	(November 十一月)

	十一月份第四次調查 4th survey in November
	25-26/11/96
	69.4
	

	十二月份第一次調查 1st survey in December
	3-4/12/96
	67.1
	66.1

	十二月份第二次調查 2nd survey in December
	9/12/96
	65.0
	(December 十二月)


行政長官推選後After the selection of the Chief Executive

	
	Date of Survey 

調查日期
	Support Rating  

支持度
	Monthly Average 

按月平均分

	十二月份第三次調查 3rd survey in December
	11/12/96
	70.1
	66.3

	十二月份第四次調查 4th survey in December
	16-17/12/96
	64.0
	(December 十二月)

	十二月份第五次調查 5th survey in December
	30/12/96
	64.9
	


五大政治團體評分
Ratings of Top Five Political Groups

	Date of survey

First stage (naming)
第一階段訪問日期（提名）:

3-4/12/96
	Result from survey in December 96

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

(6 surveys)

累積過去十二個月( 六次)調查結果

	Second stage (rating)

第二階段訪問日期（評分）:

16-17/12/96
	Support

支持數
	Standard error

標準誤差
	Total sample總人數
	Raters

評分人數
	Recognition

認知率
	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

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	FTU
	工聯會
	58.0
	0.9
	584
	382
	65.4%
	6
	58.0
	58.4%

	DP
	民主黨
	56.7
	1.0
	584
	466
	79.8%
	6
	59.0
	71.7%

	DABHK
	民建聯
	53.8
	0.8
	584
	381
	65.2%
	6
	54.3
	59.5%

	ADPL
	民協
	52.7
	0.9
	584
	317
	54.3%
	6
	53.8
	50.8%

	LP
	自由黨
	50.9
	1.0
	584
	395
	67.6%
	6
	51.7
	62.4%

	Top 5 average

首五名平均分
	54.4
	
	
	
	66.5%
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	ADPL
	=
	Hong Kong Association for Democracy & People's Livelihood 香港民主民生協進會

	DABHK
	=
	Democratic Alliance for Betterment of Hong Kong 民主建港聯盟

	DP
	=
	Democratic Party 民主黨

	FTU
	=
	Hong Kong Federation of Trade Unions 香港工會聯合會

	LP
	=
	Liberal Party 自由黨


十大立法局議員評分 

Ratings of Top Ten Legco Members

	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 96

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

(6 surveys) 

累積過去十二個月(六次)調查結果

	Second stage (rating)
第二階段訪問日期（評分）:
3-4/12/96
	Support

支持數
	Standard error
標準誤差
	Total sample

總人數
	Raters

評分人數
	Recognition

認知率
	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 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Emily Lau
	劉慧卿
	63.8
	1.0
	555
	417
	75.1%
	6
	64.3
	75.7%

	Christine Loh
	
	陸恭蕙
	62.7
	0.9
	555
	406
	73.2%
	6
	62.9
	74.2%

	Lau Chin-shek
	
	劉千石
	62.5
	0.9
	555
	432
	77.8%
	6
	63.4
	77.7%

	Martin Lee
	李柱銘
	61.8
	1.0
	555
	445
	80.2%
	6
	60.7
	80.8%

	Lee Cheuk-yan
	李卓人
	61.1
	1.0
	555
	399
	71.9%
	5
	61.8
	71.4%

	Yeung Sum
	
	楊森
	59.8
	1.1
	555
	347
	62.5%
	3
	60.2
	63.3%

	Andrew Wong
	黃宏發
	57.1
	0.9
	555
	377
	67.9%
	5
	57.5
	67.0%

	Selina Chow
	周梁淑怡
	57.1
	0.9
	555
	381
	68.6%
	4
	56.7
	68.9%

	Szeto Wah
	司徒華
	57.0
	1.1
	555
	444
	80.0%
	6
	59.6
	80.9%

	Allen Lee
	
	李鵬飛
	55.9
	0.9
	555
	409
	73.7%
	6
	54.4
	73.6%

	Top 5 average

首五名平均分
	62.4
	
	
	
	75.6%
	
	
	

	Top 10 average

首十名平均分
	59.9
	
	
	
	73.1%
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