THE CHINESE UNIVERSITY OF HONG KONG & & i st K &
HONG KONG INSTITUTE OF ASIA-PACIFIC STUDIES &35 KHFFEFr

Fax [E>0fHE  : (852) 2603 5215
SHATIN « NT - HONG KONG TEL : (852) 3943 6740 F3E B U - BT (\FL) SRS AN IUE
E-mail #57#{4- : hkiaps@cuhk.edu.hk

ABEL AT ATRB
FTR 3 AP L PeEE 'J“"?’
ﬁi%ﬁﬁ@@i E

FBAPSCRE (PR) BAWEAWIFEAT (SERAT) St —IHA BB HER AR
o THREABBEAREE AR - §YTRZa i RS B A EEHS F G — AT
22 FRITNIRA BRI B A S AT A BEEE -

SERATHY 2014 52 7 H 16 H % 18 HIGEITRERNRE - FRIDEH 1 829 £ 18 j5Rak LA
EWHER > eI &R BRI EIRARHE - SR AP SR A B BB E] - 45575
B> 69.7%HYZEH T R ERECEAVEAGEIREE T BRF 7 HWEEHEE BT T
12.1% > 24 4% IE > BEAFHE T 11.1% 0 A 34%[EERY T - BkE
A R 1.4% (RIfR—) - FEBE SR A > AF 7 AHVEERER > 57.9%H)%Z
AT BRI PR S R AT R A A 5 RF 7 Hip BT 8.9%  Forfelin R A
8.2% » HREA 7 A TIE 0.8% - [AI%E T —2 | HUHIA 29.6% » #2547 F T 9.3%

(RIFRT) - [l - A 6.0%HZ5EF0r » BEAGMETBEENRIR - EF
7 A Tk 1.5% 1 Fon A ERYA 45.0% - BEASE 7 HiE0 3.5% (RIffFR=) - thiA
FNEFRIRFAENGEEEE R (R5teiE) BUr > Bt =T HEYE 7y Ee oAt
EHERE DHVBE AR

BB R W REVEREGR 1% > Lo REBUEA RS B AR EE » SR /SRR
(59.4%) HyZEHMRER - BEREE DHFY > RARA TES > 1A 15.7%H
BIEMERE © 5H0h ZAZ—F (47.6%) ZEimREE @ IABEN AT ZHECF
HUE A 2s - IR O AT RFAER] - AR EESUAN A 14.4% - fEAREBEDIARE
AYRTRE E > BUBRAVTHERD HEERECNIRE - IREIRECa AT DUES
AR R BUTFHE B LREE - ENRE L > 21.2% 25T REE - FEE
SAAR PREAERA RN RAVER A FEEAYAE 32.0%  FERGINIFISKECE A L > 36.4%
HYZ 5T Rl R A B RE Z RIS (E TR - A [FEEHYA 31.4%  EE R BUFHILIRE



28.3% 23T R R B ARG E BUR > BB - A EERVAE 35.0% (AT
=) -

A[SERYE o T RBIEENI IS IR AR O BRI — 2R - MBS (43.2% )
2 RA F A AN B A B B A g B E S TEMESE - FEATE
27.9% - 60.4%HY 2 REE > BUFEBEE ST - A/ VBERE ST - A EE
YA 17.3% - EAD - 46.9% 2R REE » S RETTR BN AE S5 > BulE
HEARIER  REBEEFSUENVAIE 21.7% (ZHRWY) -

S A B IR R U I R B A AR B SR B TR | > AR 7 AR AR > 31.4%
ZERFRE K > BIRE T HAVHEE T T 6.0% - NERRAVATE 26.2% > BRE 7T H
EFT 22% (RIFERD) - Sust@EtEeE (R7E) Bor » A7 HREETHE
Bt i 28EER > A E BB L BEERGESREZA -

T2 E AR B B E - i % 2 55 R R R SRRy B AL 2802 B Tk
(12.8%) ~ REH (5.9%)  ARHE (4.9%) MARTE (24%) - HSHENZ 2
SR (1.7% ) e e 5 R B S OB B - (B 800 250 T R AE (B B P s LB b
HASER TR - AR e — B AT B AR AT - ThfE (1.0%) Rk
EREVERAL > RIE TIFESILL - BEHN - A2 5T.5%HIZ T RFR » IR A M
AU B SO E G5 -

AT B 46.3% - 1 829 (BRChEEARIEST 775 e BmAAliE s
FETIETERCE 3.40%LA (FIERERYL 95%)

RPN TRV N S T X v,
“E-UEEH A

Bah BT RESFHEL (T3 0 39431396) -



fe— @ WL —FRTEEBBEAVEREESR (%)
20147 H (3F) 201347 H
FET 69.7 57.6
frEA s 24.4 35.5
¥ 34 4.8
NHRIE,TREEESR 2.5 2.1
(FEAED (829) (840)
BH T EEAE o R E BB RS I R Rk ~ 470 EARRE 2

PR ITIeE BUR20144F7 A RI20134E7 HHY EH oy LA R 2 B R (R [p < 0.05] -

e — @ B HERBEER BRSO %E (%)
2014 4R 7 A (38) 20134E7 A 2012411 B

PN 57.9 49.0 47.9
—2ff 29.6 38.9 39.3
ael 8.2 9.0 10.1
NHIE AREEER 43 30 2.6
(A (828) (840) (839)

H E# )rj:ﬁ‘* SR (RERAR A BB 3 AT SR SEEIE 2 SR SEE - S Eh—F

g ? |

PECRITIRERUT 2014 52 7 A1 2013 4 7 HAYE >

IR EBERA (R [p<0.05] -

MR =  HEBBERERINERE (%)
2014 4E 7 H (3 201347 A 2012411 H
BN =) 45.0 41.5 421
3w 443 48.7 50.3
R 6.0 7.5 4.6
REIE RS 4.7 2.3 3.0
(EZN ) (829) (840) (839)
REE TR (R EBBERERIE AONETE 2 RARE - I 0 EGMEE ?

DR T RE B 2014457 A f120134E7 H BV Sy Eh A A = R

HE

% [p<0.05] -



Wi - SR BB SR RAVE L (%)

20144E7 A 201347 H 20124111
ABFE S ¥ T Ly RARAFTE
ENEIR=S 15.7 16.2 17.9
CEFE 21.4 26.8 24.7
Bl 59.4 55.4 56.5
ARIE,REEESR 35 1.5 1.0
(BAED (827) (839) (839)
BAB AP A RMAL e LB S
1> 224 g LD AT
ENEI=S 14.4 135 14.0
Qe EeE 34.4 41.7 38.4
Ej=y 47.6 42.0 45.2
NFRIE,REERRS 3.6 2.9 2.4
(B (829) (839) (838)
AAFERAA I NHAED RS A nE D
ENEI= 32.0 313 33.7
EEREE S 38.2 39.8 36.7
EE=S 27.2 27.3 28.1
NRIE,(REESR 2.7 1.7 1.4
(BEARED (829) (840) (839)
LT SRS NI B eS|
REZ 31.4 275 31.0
EEEEE S 26.7 33.3 29.6
A& 36.4 34.2 36.1
TRIE,(REER 55 5.0 3.3
(BEARED (829) (840) (839)
BB Tl A ORE IO BV R
ENEIRES 35.0 27.3 29.2
—F 31.7 38.1 36.9
A& 28.3 31.3 30.8
ARIE A REEESR 4.9 3.2 3.1
(%N (829) (839) (838)



Wil - SEBBESMEIIEMEIRITEZE (%) ()

20144E7 A 201347 H 2012411 8
B AHICE LT § AR 7 6 I8 6 JTH B
BHE A (L)
ENEI=N 43.7 44.3
CEFE 30.1 24.5
[EE 24.0 28.5
NHIEREEER 2.3 2.7
(FEAE) (838) (838)
AEFE R R A RS RRImET
g e 5
ENEI=S 15.4 19.9
Qe EeE 21.2 19.2
Ej=y 60.0 57.2
AR, (REER 35 3.7
(FEAE) (840) (838)
dAAY FHF I Y E A Bk
S
ENEI=N 22.4 22.5
EEREE S 24.4 25.6
A& 48.3 47.0
NRIE,(REESR 4.9 5.0
(BEARED (840) (837)
BH - TEEEEG  TEAEWBE R N E T Y 0 (BRI, o () E

UE ? (31 AR~ A~ B —FFIE 7

EH : TEEERR - THEE  WAABE R T B R E O ERE R o GRS
ECERAEF s o 1/aiE ] EIEN#2E 7 (27 A8~ [AE - EG—FFIE ?
BH T EEERR - TR IR LGS R T 1 R S g o 1A A (2

JE ? (31 JAE ~ AR EF—FFIE?
EH T HEEER
A&~ A EGH—FFIE?

o TEBRLEE A LR NREBOEN T 5 o 17 G S IENT#ZTE 7 (77

BH BN BB RS S B ENT 0 IR g o 1A B A EE 7 15

FIEE ~ AR EG—FFIE?
EH T HEEERE

#H - T HEEERS

PE BN BB (B - 1 & P T 3 AR 2 %8 (A
BUENIAZIE ? (3T EE ~ [FE ~ ER—FFIE?
o TE BB A R LT o B BORAAE ATRE N (T o /A A

JENG#ZTE 2 (AT FE ~ [FE ~ EF—FFIE ? T EE -~ G5  EH—FFIE?

EH T HEEER

/B BB % 208 7 171 JAEE ~ A~ EG—FFIE 7
b 1 20134E7H R2012F1LARVEE &y © T RS | TEEAHPBUAREUEE - 1B EEEE I

AREE EB Ty o IRENEE RE(EHETE 2 AAFEE - [FE

THER | fE20144E7 ARUHE TSR " &8 NS BELE T EER | -

5

THIR R BITTHF B A 1002 B 2 2 T LT B A 2 K (F 7S g

EfR—FPIE? | By T EEAHBUEHE




IR - BB E AR EBUA B A BEERHE (%)

20144E7 A () 201347 H 20124 11 H
N 26.6 24.4 27.9
—faf 34.2 31.1 27.8
=09 314 37.4 39.6
AR RERS 79 7.0 4.8
(FEAED (828) (839) (839)
BH R - (BT R BB B A 2 BB UECIE 7 (5 —F S B

BEE ?
o R ERUR 2014 &£ 7 HF1 2013 £ 7 HHVE SrEb i = BN 2 EE (%R [p >0.05] -

WFRoN i SrHIE R (%)

201447 H 2013 & 7 * 2012 & 11 ¥

ENFE:ti 12.8 11.2 10.6
RI= 5.9 7.6 75
NN 4.9 5.7 5.1
ANET1&E 2.4 2.1 4.2
W 1.9 1.3 0.8
BRI 1.7 — _
R 1.3 1.7 15
ShEz) 1.1 1.2 1.7
The 1.0 1.8 2.1
T # 0.2 0.2 2.0
SN 0.1 0.1 0.7
HA 5.5 5.5 1.9
H 57.5 58.1 59.8
NHRIE,REEESR 35 35 1.9
(EzN ) (829) (840) (839)

BH - IR R S F BB RS EVE 7 LR - T EE SR



Press Release
Survey Findings on Evaluation of Political Parties in Hong Kong
Released by Hong Kong Institute of Asia-Pacific Studies at CUHK

A telephone survey was conducted from 16 to 18 July 2014 by Hong Kong Institute of
Asia-Pacific Studies, The Chinese University of Hong Kong to study the public views on the
performance, functions, role, and prospect of political parties in Hong Kong. 829 respondents
aged 18 or above were successfully interviewed, with a response rate of 46.3%. The sampling
error is + or —3.40 at a confidence level of 95%.

Major findings are summarized as follows:

While 45.0% of the respondents expressed dissatisfaction with the overall performance of
political parties in Hong Kong, only 6.0% said they were satisfied. 44.3% answered
‘in-between’.  When they were asked if they viewed political parties more positively or
negatively when compared with that of last year, 69.7% of 829 respondents said their overall
impression on political parties has worsened, 3.4% reported an improvement, and 24.4%
indicated no change. Prospectively, 57.9% of the respondents were pessimistic about the
development of political parties in Hong Kong in the next decade, only 8.2% showed optimism.

Concerning perceived roles and functions of political parties in Hong Kong, over one-third
(36.4%) agreed with the statement that ‘Political parties in Hong Kong could absorb and train
political talents’. 31.4% disagreed with it and 26.7% said ‘in-between’. When the respondents
were asked if political parties in Hong Kong could effectively monitor government in order to
reduce blunders in policy implementation, 28.3% agreed and 35.0% disagreed. Moreover,
27.2% of the respondents said that political parties in Hong Kong could represent different
views of the public, 32.0% disagreed. Three-fifths (60.4%) agreed that ‘in Hong Kong, many
government policies could not be smoothly implemented without the support of political
parties’ and 17.3% disagreed with this view.

In the survey, questions about impression of the public on political parties were also asked.
While almost half of the respondents (47.6%) agreed that ‘those who join political parties in
Hong Kong are for self-interests rather than genuinely serving the public’, 14.4% showed
opposite view and 34.4% said ‘in-between’. Furthermore, 59.4% of the respondents thought
that political parties in Hong Kong were not doing their job but engaging in arguments among
themselves and 15.7% said otherwise.

Contrary to the popular view that people in Hong Kong are apolitical, 43.2% of respondents did
not think that people in Hong Kong have little interest in political parties and do not care about
their performance. Over a quarter (27.9%) supported this popular view.

Almost half of the respondents (46.9%) believed that ‘it would be difficult for political parties
in Hong Kong to play a more important and active role before the implementation of universal
suffrage in the HKSAR Chief Executive and the Legislative Council’. 21.7% disagreed with
this statement and 23.9% said ‘in-between’. As for the future political scenario of Hong Kong,
nearly one-third (31.4%) expressed the desire to have political parties ruling the HKSAR in the
long run. 26.6% opposed this idea.

The top five political parties or organizations that gained the most support from the respondents



were the Democratic Alliance for the Betterment and Progress of Hong Kong (12.8%), the
Democratic Party (5.9%), the Civic Party (4.9%), the People Power (2.4%) and the New
People’s Party (1.9%). There was still 57.5% of the respondents who claimed that they did not
support any political parties or organizations in Hong Kong.

Media Contacts: Dr. IP Chung-yan Joanne, Research Associate (Tel: 3943 1396)



