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Q4 - 你係今日既選舉中選左邊個呢?

1號葵青民生動力既李志輝 47 35% +/- 8.2% 

2號街坊工友服務處既周偉雄 64 47% +/- 8.6% 

3號愛國愛港獨立人士賴芬芳 25 18% +/- 6.6% 

合計 136 100% 

所列誤差是以95%置信水平計算

To the POP’s exit poll findings and our expectation, Candidate 2 won more support; 
however in the reality, Candidate 3 (with the least support according to the findings) 
won……



1. Analyzing strategies of candidates

2. Comparing background of supporters of 

candidates

3. Reviewing why candidate 3 won in the election

Our objectives



Analyzing strategies of candidates

Part 1



Summary on promotion findings

Candidate 

1

Candidate 

2

Candidate 

3

Type of 

banner

2 2 2

Type of 

poster

2 1 1

Type of 

leaflet

5 4 2

Note that the findings are based on our observation



Banners



Posters



Leaflet







Analysis on strategy

Candidate 1 –

• With the slogan of “盡心盡力服務葵盛東”

• With the most style of banner, poster and leaflet

• Posters printed with the name of Leung Kwong 

Cheong(梁廣昌, the ex-district council member)

• Deliver the leaflet printed with “選情告急” to 

gain supporters

• Teach the voters how to fill in the voting form

• Campaign workers include housewives and 

even children









Candidate 2 –

• With the slogan of “為弱勢出聲，為貧者出力，
為勞工出頭，為民主奮鬥”

• Target on working class

• Like Candidate 1, his leaflets teach the voters 

how to fill in the voting form

• District council members (e.g. 梁燿忠，黃潤達) 

from Neighborhood and Worker’s Service 

Centre (街工) as campaign workers





Candidate 3 –

• With the slogan of “為市民服務，相信我，我
會做得更好”

• Claiming herself as “愛國愛港獨立候選人”

• Broadcasting in multiple languages 

(Putonghua, English and Cantonese)

• Target at various groups

• One type of banner show photos of her work



Comparing background of supporters of 
candidates

Part 2



Q3. 投票取向分析：你登記左做選民幾耐?

1號葵青民
生動力
既李志

輝

2號街坊工
友服務
處既周

偉雄

3號愛國愛
港獨立
人士賴

芬芳

半年內 0% 0% 0%

未夠一年 3% 9% 0%

未夠二年 5% 7% 5%

未夠三年 0% 4% 9%

未夠四年 0% 2% 0%

四年或以上 90% 79% 82%

唔記得 3% 0% 5%

總數 100% 100% 100%

在95%置信水平之下的最大誤差 : 21.3%



Q10. 投票取向分析：你係2007

1號葵青民
生動力既

李志輝

2號街坊工
友服務處
既周偉雄

3號愛國愛
港獨立人
士賴芬芳

1號獨立侯選人梁廣昌 86% 26% 72%

2號獨立侯選人周偉雄 0% 49% 11%

空白票 0% 0% 0%

上次沒有投票（包括未登記） 14% 23% 11%

上次不是在本區投票 0% 0% 6%

唔記得 0% 2% 0%

總數 100% 100% 100%

在95%置信水平之下的最大誤差 : 23.6%



• From the above data, the percentage of 

new registered voters who support 

Candidate 2 is the highest among the 3 

candidates

• Among Candidate 1, most voters (90%)

have registered for 4 years or above



Q10. 投票取向分析：你係2007

1號葵青民
生動力
既李志

輝

2號街坊工
友服務
處既周

偉雄

3號愛國愛
港獨立
人士賴

芬芳

1號獨立侯選人梁廣昌 86% 26% 72%

2號獨立侯選人周偉雄 0% 49% 11%

空白票 0% 0% 0%

上次沒有投票（包括未登記） 14% 23% 11%

上次不是在本區投票 0% 0% 6%

唔記得 0% 2% 0%

總數 100% 100% 100%

在95%置信水平之下的最大誤差 : 23.6%



• Candidate 1 and Candidate 3 absorb a 

relatively high percentage of voters who 

support Leung  Kwong Cheong in the last 

DC election

• Candidate 2 attract a higher percentage of 

new registered voters to vote him than the 

other two candidates



D2. 投票取向分析：選民年齡因素

1號葵青民
生動力
既李志

輝

2號街坊工
友服務
處既周

偉雄

3號愛國愛
港獨立
人士賴

芬芳

18 - 19 3% 8% 0%

20 - 29 14% 18% 6%

30 - 39 10% 15% 11%

40 - 49 21% 28% 28%

50 - 59 21% 13% 28%

60或以上 31% 20% 28%

總數 100% 100% 100%

在95%置信水平之下的最大誤差 : 23.6%



Age group of voters

• The percentage allocation of voters in 
different age groups are different too.

• A higher percentage of young voters (i.e. 
the age group of 18-19, 20-29, 30-39) 
support Candidate 2

• Voters voted Candidate 1 and 3 were 
mainly from the elder age group (i.e. the 
age group of 40-49, 50-59 and 60 or 
above)



D5. 投票取向分析：選民職業背景因素

1號葵青民
生動力
既李志

輝

2號街坊工
友服務
處既周

偉雄

3號愛國愛
港獨立
人士賴

芬芳

經理及行政人員 3% 11% 6%

專業人員 3% 11% 0%

輔助專業人員 7% 5% 6%

文員 14% 21% 12%

服務工作及商店銷售人員 21% 5% 18%

漁農業熟練工人 0% 0% 0%

手工藝及有關人員 3% 5% 6%

機台及機器操作員及裝配員 10% 5% 18%

非技術工人 0% 3% 0%

學生 3% 11% 6%

家庭主婦 7% 13% 18%

不能辨別 0% 0% 0%

其他(包括失業、巳退休、及其他非在職者) 28% 11% 12%

總數 100% 100% 100%

在95%置信水平之下的最大誤差 : 24.3%



Career of Voters

• A higher percentage of voters from the group of 
service workers and shop sales workers and 
others (unemployed, retired, etc.) support 
Candidate 1

• A higher percentage of managers and 
administrators, professionals, clerks and 
students support Candidate 2

• A higher percentage of plant and machine 
operators and assemblers and housewives
support Candidate 3



Reviewing why candidate 3 won in the 
election

Part 3



A Contrast

Although Candidate 1 mobilized a lot of supporters to help him promote and Candidate 3

just had a few number of people support her, it  does not mean that she lost her advantage.



A Contrast

• Putting more resources in promotion 
in order to win the DC election is just 
a myth, and it is not always applicable 
to every situation.

However, the design of Candidate 3’s 

flags is simple.

Candidate 1’s campaign advertisement are 

colourful, exquisite and attractive, and the number of 

advertisement is the greatest among the candidates,

which means he has put a larger sum of money in

the advertisement.



Although Candidate 1 highlighted his relationship with Leung Kwong Cheong, 

this did not help him to absorb all the voters who supported Leung in the former 

DC election.



Q10. 投票取向分析：你係2007

1號葵青民
生動力既

李志輝

2號街坊工
友服務處
既周偉雄

3號愛國愛
港獨立人
士賴芬芳

1號獨立侯選人梁廣昌 86% 26% 72%

2號獨立侯選人周偉雄 0% 49% 11%

空白票 0% 0% 0%

上次沒有投票（包括未登記） 14% 23% 11%

上次不是在本區投票 0% 0% 6%

唔記得 0% 2% 0%

總數 100% 100% 100%

在95%置信水平之下的最大誤差 : 23.6%



• Lai also absorbed some of the voters who

supported Leung Kwong Cheong before.

• None of the voters supporting Chow in the 

last election voted Li in this by-election.

• Some of the voters supporting Chow in 

last election changed their mind and voted 

Lai in this by-election.



Forecast

• This implies that the competition between 

Li and Chow may create advantages to 

Lai, and

• voters’ preferences may change across 

situations and across time

• when candidates available in the election 

are different



Is Candidate 3’s strategy different?



• There are a significant percentage of respondents claimed that they 

support  Candidate 3 based on her  performance or achievement in the 

past. 

• None of the respondents claimed that they vote because of the 

attractiveness of the campaign advertisement or the performance in the 

campaign activities.



Candidate 3’s strategies

• Strategies: Low profile, conservative

• Something cannot observed in the 
promotion: the things she has done in the 
implementation level

• Popularity: based on the work that she has 
done which are not observable in the pre By-
election day and election day

• Gaining supporters through usual 
achievement in district affairs



Conclusion

• Although Candidate 3 did not put too many 
resources in the by-election campaign 
activities or advertisement

• We believe that the performance and 
achievement in the implementation level is 
more important for winning the election in 
this district
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