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Preamble

The Public Opinion Programme (POP) was established in June 1991 to collect and
study public opinion on topics which could be of interest to academics, journalists,
policy-makers, and the general public. POP was at first under the Social Sciences
Research Centre, a unit under the Faculty of Social Sciences of the University of
Hong Kong, it was transferred to the Journalism and Media Studies Centre in the
University of Hong Kong in May 2000. In January 2002, it was transferred back to
the Faculty of Socia Sciences in the University of Hong Kong till now. Since its
establishment, POP has been providing quality survey services to a wide range of
public and private organizations, on the condition that they would allow the POP
Team to design and conduct the research independently, and to bear the final
responsibilities. POP a so hopes that the results will be open for public consumption
some time in future.

In December 2008, the Television and Entertainment Licensing Authority (TELA)
commissioned POP to conduct this “Public Opinion Survey for the Review of
Control of Obscene and Indecent Articles Ordinance”. Target respondents of the
study were Cantonese-speaking population of Hong Kong of age 15 or above. The
main objective of the survey was to gauge Hong Kong people' s knowledge of and
opinion towards the review of the Control of Obscene and Indecent Articles
Ordinance (COIAO). This survey was part of the public consultation underway.

The research instrument used in this study was designed by the POP Team after
consulting TELA, while both POP and TELA had equal say in the final instrument.
Fieldwork operations, data collection and data analysis were conducted
independently by the POP Team, without interference from any outside party. In
other words, POP was given full autonomy to design and conduct the survey, and
POP would take full responsibility for al the findings reported herewith.
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Research Design

This was a random telephone survey conducted by real interviewers under close
supervision. All data were collected by our interviewers using a Computer Assisted
Telephone Interview (CATI) system which allowed real-time data capture and
consolidation. To ensure data quality, on top of on-site supervision, voice recording,
screen capturing and camera surveillance were used to monitor the interviewers
performance.

To minimize sampling bias, telephone numbers were first drawn randomly from the
residential telephone directories as “seed numbers’, from which another set of
numbers was generated using the “plus/minus one/two” method, in order to capture
the unlisted numbers. Duplicated numbers were then filtered, and the remaining
numbers were mixed in random order to produce the final telephone sample.

Target respondents of the study were Cantonese-speaking population of Hong Kong
of age 15 or above. When telephone contact was successfully established with a
target household, only one qualified person from the household was selected using
the “next birthday rule’. If the selected subject was aged below 18, the interviewer
first introduced the survey to his/her parent or guardian and sought his/her consent
before interviewing the subject.

To test the validity of the questionnaire and the time required to complete the
interview, a pilot test was conducted between January 6 and 7, 2009, and a total of
20 local citizens of age 18 or above were interviewed. Both the length and some
wordings of the questions were slightly fine-tuned according to the comments and
results collected from this pilot study.

The officia fieldwork was conducted during the period of January 14 to 22, 2009. A
total of 1,531 qualified local citizens were successfully interviewed. The overall
response rate was 64.3% (Table 2), and the sampling error for percentages was less
than 1.3%. In other words, the sampling error for al percentages was less than
plus/minus 2.6% at 95% confidence level.
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2.6

To ensure representativeness of the findings, the raw data collected have been
weighted according to provisional figures obtained from the Census and Statistics
Department regarding the gender-age distribution of the Hong Kong population in
mid-year 2008. All figures in this report are based on the weighted sample.
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Research Findings

The key findings of the survey are summarized below. Cross-references could be made with
the frequency tables listed in Appendix 2. It is noteworthy that the figures in the text are
rounded up to the nearest integers, whereas for figures with the first decimal being “5”, the
second decimal place will also be considered to decide if the rounding-off is deemed

appropriate.

31

3.2

3.3

The survey began by gauging the respondents’ general knowledge of the COIAOQ.
After the interviewers briefly introduced the existing definition for “articles” under
the COIAOQO, all respondents were asked, based on their knowledge, for articles
classified as “obscene” and “indecent”, to what age groups of persons they could be
published? Results showed that 71% of respondents wrongly believed that articles
classified as “obscene” could be published to persons of age 18 or above. Only 25%
recognized that these articles were prohibited from publication to anybody. As for
the “indecent” articles, 71% recognized that they were restricted to be published to
persons of age 18 or above only, while 21% wrongly thought that they were
prohibited from publication to anybody. Summing up, only 13% of the overall
sample could answer both questions correctly, but more respondents (15%)
answered both questions wrongly (Tables 3 to 5).

The survey continued to ask if “films for public exhibition”, “television broadcast”
and “radio broadcast” were under the regulation of the COIAO. Results revealed
that 8% respondents knew that “all three” of the abovementioned items were not
under the COIAQO’s regulation. 77% wrongly believed that “television broadcast”
was included, 74% mistook “films for public exhibition”, and 69% wrongly thought
“radio broadcast”, was under the COIAQO’s regulation. A small proportion of
respondents expressed no idea (5%; Table 6).

According to the results of the first three questions, respondents’ knowledge level of
the COIAO could roughly be categorized into three types — 1) those who gave two
to three correct answers were regarded as “more knowledgeable”, accounting for
18% of the total sample; 2) those who gave only one correct answer as “fairly
knowledgeable”, taking up 67%; and 3) those who failed to give any correct answer
as “less knowledgeable”, amounting to 15%. Although such a classification may not




Public Opinion Programme, HKU Public Opinion survey for the Review of the COIAO

be able to precisely reflect the respondents’ knowledge with regard to the COIAQ, it
bears certain reference value when used as a variable to cross tabulate with other
opinion questions. It should be noted that, since only a very small amount of people
had answered all questions correctly, they were not singled out but also grouped
under the “more knowledgeable” category.

Summary Table1l Knowledge of the definition of “obscene” and “indecent” articles and the
regulation area of the COIAQO (Base = 1,531)

Frequency Percentage
All correct 18 1.2%
Only two correct answers 255 16.6%
Only one correct answer 1,028 67.1%
All incorrect 230 15.0%
Total 1531 100.0%

Summary Chart 1

and the regulation area of the COIAO (Base = 1,531)

Knowledge of the definition of “obscene” and “indecent” articles
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34 When asked if there was a need to regulate all published articles by law in Hong
Kong, the majority of the respondents confirmed such a need (80%) while nearly
20% said “no such need” (18%). On the other hand, 2% of the respondents had no

idea (Table 7).
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As for the classification of articles related to sex, a landslide majority of the
respondents considered photographs or pictures with description of “other types of
sex, such as bestiality, necrophilia, etc.” and “ sexual intercourse, revealing the
contact of male and female genitals’ not suitable for persons below 18 years old
to view. The corresponding percentage was 97% and 93%. Besides, 83% and 66%
respectively considered photographs or pictures with “male(s) and female(s)
revealing their genitals” and with “female(s) revealing her/their breasts’ not suitable
for persons below 18 years old to view, while only a very small amount of
respondents (2%) considered all items suitable for persons below 18 years old to
view (Table 8).

As for the classification of articles related to violence, over 80% of respondents
considered photographs or pictures that “displaying a human’s head separated from
body” and that “displaying a human’s internal organs being exposed” not suitable
for persons below 18 years old to view, with 85% and 82% respectively.
Meanwhile, 63% and 33% considered photographs or pictures “with large space in
displaying blood coming out from a human body” and that “displaying many
bruises on a human body” not suitable for persons below 18 years old to view. Only
6% thought all of the above mentioned items were suitable for persons below 18
yearsold to view (Table 9).

Should any of the above-mentioned articles be prohibited from publication for all
ages? Results revealed that the largest proportion of respondents thought
photographs or pictures with “description of bestiality and necrophilia’ should be
prohibited from publication for all ages, accounting for 63% of the total sample.
Items that followed, in descending order, were photographs or pictures with
“description of sexual intercourse, revealing the contact of male and female
genitals” (49%), “displaying a human's head separated from body” (47%),
“displaying a human’sinternal organs being exposed” (46%) and those with “male(s)
and female(s) revealing their genitals’ (40%), each took up a percentage ranging
from 40% up to 50%. Besides, approximately 15% to 25% respondents thought
photographs or pictures that “with large space in displaying blood coming out from
a human body” (27%), “with female revealing her breast(s)” (26%) and “displaying
many bruises on a human body” (15%) should be prohibited from publication for all
ages. Finally, 25% of the overall sample thought all the above-mentioned items
should not be prohibited from publication at all (Table 10).
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Summary Chart 2 Public views on photographs or pictures considered to be not suitable
for persons below 18 years old to view [Base (sex) = 1,457; Base (violence) = 1,458] and
prohibited from publication for all ages (Base = 1,455)
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3.8 Regarding the adjudication system, over 90% of the respondents said they had
“heard of” (91%) the Obscene Articles Tribunal (OAT) prior to the interview.
However, among the sub-sample of those who had (1,387 respondents), only less
than one-tenth thought the work of OAT had been “well done” (9%), which was
significantly less than those who gave a negative assessment (33%), while almost
half of this sub-sample said “half-half/average” (47%) and around one-tenth failed
to give a definite answer to this question (11%; Tables 12 & 13).

3.9 After a brief description of the current adjudication system and the number of
adjudicators serving on the OAT, the interviewers read out a total of six
improvement proposals to gauge the respondents support level to each of the
propositions. Findings showed that, nearly 80% were in favour of “increasing the
number of adjudicators in each hearing, i.e. from 2 to 4 persons for interim hearings
and from 4 to 6 persons for full hearings’ (78%) and “ prescribing in the legislation
that each tribunal hearing should consist of adjudicators from specified sectors, e.g.
education, social welfare, etc.” (77%). The proposal of “establishing an independent
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classification board for making interim classifications on articles, while the existing
OAT will remain as a judicial body to consider appeals against the classification
decisions of the board” gained a support rate at 63%. Meanwhile, the opposition
rates of the aforementioned proposals were 7%, 11% and 17% respectively. On the
other hand, those who were in favour of “drawing adjudicators from the list of
jurorsinstead of the list of adjudicators for each tribunal hearing” amounted to 58%,
while 21% objected to this proposal. As for “expanding the existing panel of
adjudicators from 300 to 500 individuals’ (43%) and “abolishing the OAT and
having the articles classified by a magistrate” (40%), the objection rates were 31%
and 41% correspondingly (Tables 14 to 20).

Summary Chart 3
(Base = 1,522 - 1,530)
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3.10

With regard to the regulation of obscene and indecent articles on the Internet,

three quarters of the respondents wished that the government regulation would be
“stricter than it is now” (75%), of which almost half of them opted for “much
stricter” (47%). Another 13% considered the current regulation was “ appropriate”,
while only less than one-tenth wished that the regulation would be “more lenient
than it is now” (8%). Excluding those who said “appropriate” and “more lenient”,
the survey continued to ask those respondents how could the regulation be further
tightened. Of all valid responses, the two most frequently cited ones were
“improving the existing regulatory system” (21%) and “raising the penalty”

10
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(19%), followed by “promoting the usage of computer filtering service” (8%,
“stepping up the enforcement by police, increasing the frequency of online patrol”
(5%), “enhancing public education and promotion” (5%), “verifying the age of
Internet users’ (4%), “verifying the identity of Internet users, enhancing
international cooperation so as to facilitate the tracing of publishers’ (2%) and “to
establish a special working team to enforce the regulation by the government”
(1%). Meanwhile, 44% said they had no idea (Table 21 & 22).

Out of the overall sample, more than 40% of respondents reported that they would
spend no more than 14 hours a week on Internet (42%), meaning no more than 2
hours per day. Another 14% would use the Internet for 15-28 hours per week, and
8% for 29-42 hours per week. Those who indicated that they would use the
Internet for 43-56 hours, 57-70 hours and 71 hours or more amounted to 3%, 2%
and 1% respectively. The remaining 28% were non-Internet users. Excluding
these non- users, about half of the users said they were “concerned” about the
online publication of articles deemed unsuitable for persons below 18 years old.
Those who opted for “not concerned” (26%) and “half-half” (25%) each
accounted for around a quarter of the sample. At the same time, only 22% of the
Internet users had used computer filtering software. As for the reasons of not
using any filtering software, over half of the sub-sample said “no such need”
(55%), 13% clamed “total ignorance in this software”. Other less popular
answers included “lack of technical skills to operate” (3%), “to avoid the fuss’
(3%), “good trust in his/her children/family, education and self-discipline being
more important” (2%), “too expensive’ (1%), “affecting the computer
performance” (1%) and “resultsnot ideal” (1%, Tables 24 to 26).

As for the classification standard set by the OAT, i.e. articles that are neither
obscene nor indecent and suitable for all persons as Class |; articles that are
indecent and unsuitable for persons of age below 18 as Class |l; articles that are
obscene and unsuitable for persons of all ages as Class I1l. As high as 60% of
respondents considered this system “appropriate’, whereas 21% and 14%
respectively thought the existing classification “inappropriate” and “half-half”.
The remaining 5% had no idea (5%, Table 28).

If there was a practical need to focus its resources to handle certain articles first,
respondents believed that TELA should prioritize as follows: “local newspapers’
(30%), “loca magazines’ (19%), “DVDs/VCDs' (19%), “electronic game
products including computer games’ (17%) and finally “comic books’ (6%). If

11
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adding up the percentages of the “first” and “second” priorities, apart from
swapping the orders of the first two items, the rankings of the other three
remained unchanged. They were, in descending priority, “local magazines’
(50%*), “loca newspapers’ (50%*), “DVDsVCDs' (35%) and “electronic
games including computer games’ (30%) and “comic books’ (19%). Conversely,
if to rank by the percentages of “the fifth priority” obtained for each item, the
results also matched and the orders were “comic books’ (23%), “electronic games
including computer games’ (22%), “DVDsVCDSs' (21%), “local newspapers’
(17%) and “local magazines’ (9%, Table 29).

Summary Table2 Respondents priority setting for different articles (Base = 1,524)

Electronic game
Local Local DVDSVCDs products Comic
nNewspapers  magazines including books
computer games
First priority 30% 19% 19% 17% 6%
Second priority 20% 31% 16% 13% 13%
Third priority 13% 16% 20% 19% 25%
Fourth priority 12% 18% 17% 21% 24%
L east priority 17% 9% 21% 22% 23%
Failed to clearly
prioritize all 3% 3% 3% 3% 3%
items
Don’'t know/hard
to say/no 5% 5% 5% 5% 5%
comments

*Note: combining “first” and “ second” priorities, percentage of “local magazine’ was 50.3% and
that of “ local newspapers’ was 50.0% in one decimal place.

3.14 Overall speaking, three-quarters of the respondents expressed their wish that the
penalties for breaching the COIAO should be “more severe than now” (75%).
Meanwhile, 15% of respondents considered the current penalties as “appropriate”.
Only 7% thought the penalties should be “more lenient than now” (Table 30).

3.15 The questionnaire ended by asking through what channels the respondents would

prefer the government to publicize and educate the public about the COIAO in
future. Results revealed that nearly three-quarters of the overall sample preferred
“television advertisements/programmes’ (74%), followed a a distance by
“newspapers/magazines’ (36%) and then “school talks’ (34%). Those who opted for
“radio advertisements/programmes’, “Internet” and “posters/pamphlets’ amounted

12
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to 23%, 18% and 10% respectively. Other less frequently mentioned channels
included “community activities’ (5%), “incorporated into the school curriculum”
(2%), “advertising on public transportations’ (1%) and “promotion in places where
teenagers hang out, such as cyber cafes or amusement game centres’ (1%, Table 31).

As shown from the cross-tabulation analysis based on gender, females were more
inclined than males to believe that there was a need for Hong Kong to regulate the
publication of all articles through legidation. Besides, females tolerance level
towards articles deemed not suitable for persons under the age of 18 or for all ages
was comparatively lower than their male counterparts. On the other hand, the
knowledge level of the OAT was significantly higher among the males. Generally
speaking, more females than males wished for stricter regulation of obscene and
indecent articles on the Internet and were more concerned about displaying articles
not suitable for non-adults online. As for the Internet users, a higher proportion of
females than males had used computer filtering software. Also, females were more
inclined than males to push the court for heavier penaties when dealing with
offenders of the COIAOQ.

With respect to different age groups, relatively more respondents aged between
31-50 tended not to agree that Hong Kong society should call for legidation to
monitor al publication of articles to the public as compared to the younger and
older counterparts. Their acceptance level regarding the publication of sex-related
articles to persons under the age of 18 was also higher than other groups in general.
Nevertheless, as for whether or not the articles should be prohibited from
publication for all ages, the older the respondents, the lower their tolerance level,
implying stricter standards. Among all, respondents aged 51 or above were the least
knowledgeable about the OAT. On the other hand, apart from the proposal
“abolishing the OAT and having the articles classified by a magistrate”, the younger
the respondents, the higher the support rate obtained for all five proposals tested in
this study. Besides, the older the respondents, the higher the percentage seeking for
stricter government regulations related to obscene and indecent articles on the
Internet. Those aged between 31-50 were found to be most concerned about articles
classified as unsuitable for persons below 18 years old displaying on the Internet.
Overal speaking, older respondents were more in favor of raising the court
penalties when dealing with obscene and indecent articles.

In terms of education attainment, the lower the education level, the more likely the
respondents would agree that there was “a need” for Hong Kong society to have

13
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legislation in monitoring all publication of articles to the public. They were also
relatively stricter than the others when classifying articles that were unsuitable for
non-adults or should be prohibited from publication for all ages. Those with higher
education level showed significantly higher knowledge of the OAT. Regarding the
various improvement proposals, except for “abolishing the OAT and having the
articles classified by a magistrate”, the higher the education level, the higher the
support rate obtained for the other five proposals. Those with tertiary education or
above tended to think that the current government regulation of publishing obscene
and indecent articles online was already “appropriate” or even hoped it could be
more lenient than now. As regards the Internet users, respondents with secondary
education level were more likely to have used computer filtering software. Similarly,
respondents with secondary education level generally thought that the current
classification system adopted by the OAT was “appropriate”. Finaly, those with
lower education were more likely than other education groups to ask for heavier
penalties from the court when dealing with obscene and indecent article.

As far as occupation is concerned, cross-tabulation analysis found that the white
collars were relatively more knowledgeable of the OAT when compared to other
occupations as well as the non-working groups. Yet, it is aso the white collars who
tended to rate its work effectiveness as “poor’. Regarding the improvement
proposals put to test, the student group was more inclined to agree with “expanding
the existing panel of adjudicators from 300 to 500 individuals’, “drawing
adjudicators from the list of jurors instead of the list of adjudicators for each
tribunal hearing”, “prescribing in the legislation that each tribunal hearing should
consist of adjudicators from specified sectors, e.g. education, social welfare, etc.”
and “increasing the number of adjudicators in each hearing, i.e., from 2 to 4 persons
for interim hearings and from 4 to 6 persons for full hearings’, whereas white
collars showed more support to “establishing an independent classification board
for making interim classifications on articles, while the existing OAT will remain as
ajudicia body to consider appeals against the classification decisions of the board”
than the others. On the other hand, more blue collars tended to be in favour of
“abolishing the OAT and having the articles classified by a magistrate”. Results also
showed that, compared to people from other sectors, a relatively higher percentage
of students considered the classification currently used by the OAT appropriate.

According to the cross-tabulation analysis with the respondents’ knowledge level of
the COIAOQ, the “more knowledgeable” group was relatively stricter than the other
two groups when deciding which articles were not suitable for persons under the

14
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age of 18 or even prohibited from publication for all ages. Furthermore, the higher
the knowledge level, the more likely the respondents would consider the current
classification adopted by the OAT as “appropriate” and also the more likely to ask
for heavier penalties from the court for the offenders of the COIAOQ.

On another front, it is found that respondents who rated the work effectiveness of
OAT negatively were more likely to agree with “drawing adjudicators from the list
of jurors instead of the list of adjudicators for each tribunal hearing” and
“abolishing the OAT and having the articles classified by a magistrate”. In contrast,
those who rated the OAT’s work effectiveness positively inclined to agree with
“prescribing in the legidlation that each tribunal hearing should consist of
adjudicators from specified sectors’.

Last but not least, cross-tabulations between the Internet usage and respondents
view on the government regulation revealed that the less frequent the usage, the
more likely the respondents would call for stricter control of obscene and indecent
articles online. Those who used the Internet for no more than 15 hours a week were
classified as the first tier, among whom nearly 80% asked for stricter regulation.
Those who used the Internet for 15 to 56 hours per week were classified as the
second tier, and the corresponding figure was close to 70%. The third tier referred to
those who used the Internet for more than 56 hours per week, and almost 50% of
this tier shared the same view in this aspect. Finally, as shown from the
cross-tabulation results, the more concerned about the online publication of articles
deemed unsuitable for persons below 18 years old by law the Internet users were,
the more likely they had used computer filtering software.

15
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Concluding Remarks

This survey finds that people’s knowledge of the COIAQ is just fair. According to
the results gathered from the first three questions of the questionnaire, 18% of the
respondents answered two to three questions correctly and they can be classified as
“more knowledgeable’. Those who only answered one question correctly can be
classified as “fairly knowledgeable’, comprising 67% of the sample. Those who
could not give any correct answer can be classified as “less knowledgeable”,
comprising 15% of the sample. Whether those questions are too difficult or too easy
is, of course, a subjective matter. Nonetheless, dividing the respondents into three
groups helps to analyze the reasons of their opinions.

The consensus among the respondents is that Hong Kong society needs legislations
to monitor the publication of articles. Over 80% of the respondents agreed that
photographs or pictures with descriptions of bestiality, necrophilia, revealing the
contact of male and female genitals, with male(s) and female(s) revealing their
genitals, those displaying a human’s head separated from body, and those displaying
a human’s internal organs being exposed were not suitable for persons aged below
18 to view. Moreover, about two-thirds consensus is struck that photographs or
pictures With female revealing her breast(s), or those with large space in displaying
blood coming out from a human body were not suitable for persons aged below 18
to view.

As for articles which should be banned for al ages, only photographs or pictures
with description of sexual intercourses related to bestiality and necrophilia got the
support of two-third majority. Those revealing the contact of male and femae
genitals, displaying a human’'s head separated from body, and those displaying a
human’s internal organs being exposed got about 45% to 50% support.

This survey shows that most people are aware of the existence of the OAT, but they
generaly regarded its effectiveness to be “neither good nor bad”. Among the six
proposals for improving the adjudication system listed in the questionnaire, people
seemed to be very supportive of increasing the number of adjudicators in each
hearing, and requiring each hearing to include adjudicators from specified sectors.
Both proposals captured amost 80% support. About 60% supported the
establishment of a new independent adjudication system, and the replacement of

16
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adjudicators by jurors. It would be a difficult task to blend together these rather
unrelated and even contradicting suggestions.

As for the regulation of Internet, three-quarters of people urged the government to
step up its regulation, mainly to improve the existing regulatory system and to
increase the penalty. Survey results also show that around 70% of the respondents
had the habit of using the Internet. Although they were rather concerned about the
Internet displaying articles which were classified by law as not suitable for persons
of age under 18, only about 15% of the sample used computer filtering software.

As for other more general questions, research results show that three-quarters of the
people wished the court to increase the penalty for violating the COIAQO, and that the
government would educate the public through the television. Sixty percent
considered the classification standards set by the OAT to be “appropriate” Most
said TELA should handle local newspapers first, followed by magazines and
DVDsVCDs.

In terms of demographic analyses, women were generally more inclined to ask for
more regulations and heavier penalties than men, but their awareness of the OAT’s
work was relatively lower. In terms of age, those between 31 and 50 were more open
to different kinds of articles, and they were more concerned about problems over the
Internet. Older respondents tended to ask for heavier penalties from the court, while
their knowledge of the OAT was the lowest, but their rating of its effectiveness most
negative. As for education attainment, those with lower education attainment tended
to ask for more regulations and heavier penalties. Those with higher education
attainment were more familiar with the OAT, and rated its effectiveness more
negatively, but tended to think the current government regulation of the Internet was
aready adequate. In terms of occupation, white collars were more familiar with the
OAT, but rated its effectiveness more negatively. Moreover, respondents who were
more familiar with the COIAO seemed to have stricter standards in classifying
different articles. Those who rated the effectiveness of the OAT more poorly tended
to ask for greater changes to the existing adjudication system. The less frequent
Internet users tended to ask for more government control on obscene and indecent
articles on the Internet.
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Table1l Breakdown of contact information of the survey

Frequency Percentage

Respondents' inégligibility confirmed 9,129 43.2%

Fax/ data line 982 4.6%

Invalid number 6,473 30.6%

Call-forwarding/ mobile/ pager number 236 1.1%

Non-residential number 1,159 5.5%

Special technological difficulties 67 0.3%

No eligible respondents 212 1.0%
Respondents' ineligibility not confirmed 5,282 25.0%

Line busy 503 2.4%

No answer 3,389 16.0%

Answering device 89 0.4%

Call-blocking 76 0.4%

Language problem 360 1.7%

Interview terminated before the screening question 748 3.5%

Others 117 0.6%
Respondents  eligibility confirmed, but failed to

completetheinterview 5181 24.5%

Household-level refusal 6 0.0%

Known respondent refusal 16 0.1%

Appointment date beyond the end of the fieldwork period 4,868 23.0%

Partial interview 81 0.4%

Miscellaneous 210 1.0%
Successful cases 1,531 7.2%
Total 21,123 100.0%

Table2  Calculation of response rate

Response rate

_ Successful cases
~ Successful cases + Partial interview* + Refusal cases by eligible respondents®

1531
1,531 + (81+748) + (6+16)

64.3%

* Including “ partial interview” and “ Interview terminated before the screening question”
A Including “ household-level refusal” and “ known respondent refusal”
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[Interviewer to read out: The government is currently reviewing the operation of the
Control of Obscene and Indecent Articles Ordinance (COIAQO), and a public
consultation on the review is underway. The following questions are related to this
review. “Articles’ under the COIAO refer to general articles, such as newspapers,
magazine etc., but not including works of art nor articles with scientific and academic
value]

Table 3[Q1] Asfar asyou know, those articles classified as “obscene” can be published or
sold to which of the following groups of personsto view? [Interviewer read out options 1-3]

Freg. % (N=1,531)
Can be published or sold to persons of age 18 or above only 1,081 70.6%
Are prohibited from publication to all ages (correct answer) 380 24.8%
Can be published or sold to all ages 33 2.2%
Don’'t know/hard to say 37 2.4%
Total 1,531 100.0%

Table 4 [Q2] As far as you know, those articles classified as “indecent” can be published or
sold to which of the following groups of personsto view? [Interviewer read out options 1-3]

Fregq. % (N=1,531)
Can be published or sold to persons of age 18 or above only 1,003 71.4%
(correct answer)
Cannot be published or sold to any person 315 20.6%
Can be published or sold to all ages 86 5.6%
Don’'t know/hard to say 37 2.4%
Total 1,531 100.0%
Table 5 Integrate the answers of [Q1] and [Q2]
Freg. % (N=1,531)
All answers correct 193 12.6%
Only one correct answer 1,086 70.9%
No correct answer 235 15.3%
Don’'t know/hard to say 17 1.1%
Total 1,531 100.0%
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Table6[Q3] Asfar as you know, which of the following ig/are subject to regulation by the
COIAQ: films for public exhibition, television and radio broadcast? [Interviewer read out
options 1-3, multiple answers allowed]

Freq % of responses % of sample
(N=3,570) (N=1,530)
Television broadcast 1,179 33.0% 77.0%
Filmsfor public exhibition 1,136 31.8% 74.2%
Radio broadcast 1,058 29.6% 69.2%
None of the above (correct answer) 119 3.3% 7.8%
Don’'t know/hard to say 78 2.2% 5.1%
Tota 3,570 100.0%
Missing 1

Table 7[Q4] Do you think there is a need to regulate all published articles by law in Hong
Kong?

Freg. % (N=1,529)
Yes 1,220 79.8%
No 272 17.8%
Don’'t know/hard to say 37 2.4%
Total 1,529 100.0%
Missing 2

Table8[Q5] Which of the following photographs or pictures related to sex do you think
iIS/are not suitable for persons below 18 years old to view? [Interviewer read out options 1-4,
order to be randomized by the computer, multiple answers allowed]

% of responses % of sample
Freqg.
(N=4,952) (N=1,457)
With description of other types of sex, such as 0 0
bestiality, necrophilia, etc. 1,412 28.5% 96.9%
With description of sexua intercourse, revealing 0 0
the contact of male and female genitals 1,348 21.2% 92.6%
Wlth' male(s) and female(s) reveding their 1.208 24 4% 82 9%
genitals
With female revealing her breast(s) 956 19.3% 65.6%
All of the above are suitable for persons below o4 0.5% 1.6%
18 yearsold to view
Don’'t know/hard to say/no comments 4 0.1% 0.3%
Total 4,952 100.0%
Missing 74
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Table9[Q6] Which of the following photographs or pictures related to violence do you
think i/are not suitable for persons below 18 years old to view? [Interviewer read out options
1-4, order to be randomized by the computer, multiple answers allowed]

Er % of responses % of sample
| - ®  (N=3945)  (N=1458)
Photographs/pictures displaying a human’s head 1.245 31.6% 85.4%
separated from body
Photographs/p| ctures displaying a human’s 1196 30.3% 82 1%
internal organs being exposed
Photographg/pictures  with large space in
displaying blood coming out from human body 924 234% 63.4%
Photographs/pictures displaying many bruises on 480 12 2% 33.1%
a human body
All of theeboveareguitablefor personsbd ow 18 yearsald 86 2.2% 5.9%
Don’'t know/hard to say/no comments 13 0.3% 0.9%
Total 3,945 100.0%
Missing 73

Table 10 [Q7] Which of the above mentioned photographs or pictures do you think should be
prohibited from publication to all ages? [If needed, interviewer can read out options 1-4 in the
above two guestions, multiple answers alowed)]

Fr % of responses % of sample
(N=4,950) (N=1,455)
Related to sex:
With description of other types of sex, such as 0 0
bestiality, necrophilia, etc. 924 18.7% 63.5%
With description of sexual intercourse, revealing 0 0
the contact of male and female genitals 13 14.4% 49.0%
With male(s) and female(s) revealing their genitals 582 11.8% 40.0%
With female revealing her breast(s) 375 7.6% 25.8%
Related to violence:
Photographs/pictures displaying a human’'s head 682 13.8% 46.9%
separated from body
Photographs/pl ctures displaying a human’s interna 666 13.5% 45.8%
organs being exposed
Phptogrgphs/pl ctures with large space in 390 7 .9% 26.8%
displaying blood coming out from human body
Photographs/pictures displaying many bruises on a 291 45% 15.20
human body
All of'the. above should not be prohibited from 358 720 24 6%
publication to all ages
Others (Please specify: ) 2 0.0% 0.1%
Don'’t know/hard to say/no comments 36 0.7% 2.5%
Total 4,950 100.0%
Missing 76
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Table 11 [Q7_others]  Which of the above mentioned photographs or pictures do you think

should be prohibited from publication to all ages? (Other responses)

Freq.
Description of sexual intercourse with children or same sex 1
Pedophilia 1
Table 12 [Q8] Have you ever heard of the Obscene Articles Tribunal (OAT)?
Freq. % (N=1,531)
Yes 1,388 90.7%
No (skip to Q10) 141 9.2%
Don’'t know/hard to say 2 0.2%
Total 1,531 100.0%

Table 13[Q9] (Only ask respondents who had heard of OAT) How good or bad do you think
the OAT has done its work? [Interviewer to probe intensity of opinion]

Freq. % (N=1,387)
Very good 9 0.7%
yd ) Good ) 122 °) 8.8%
Quite good 113 8.1%
Half-half/average 653 47.1%
uite poor 306 22.1%
Quitep ) Poor ) 461 °133.2%
Very poor 155 11.2%
Don’'t know/hard to say 152 10.9%
Tota 1,387 100.0%
Missing 3
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[Interviewer toread out: Under the existing adjudication system, OAT isajudicial body,
which comprises a presiding magistrate and two members of the public appointed by the
Chief Justice to serve as adjudicators. Currently there is a pool of 300 adjudicators
serving the OAT.] Now, | am going to read out a number of improvement proposals related to
the adjudication system. Please tell me, how much do you support or object to these proposals?
[Interviewer to probe intensity of opinion]

Table 14 [Q10] How much do you support or object to these proposals? (i) Expanding
the existing panel of adjudicatorsfrom 300 to 500 individuals

Freq. % (N=1,530)
Very much support 203 13.3%
) Support ) 653 ) 42.7%
Somewhat support 450 29.4%
Half-half/neutral/alittle support and a little objection 286 18.7%
Somewhat object , 324 21.2%
, ) Object ) 478 ) 31.2%
Very much object 154 10.0%
Don’'t know/hard to say 114 7.4%
Total 1,530 100.0%
Missing 1

Table 15[Q11] How much do you support or object to these proposals? (ii) Drawing
adjudicators from the list of jurors (a pool of 570,000 jurors) instead of the list of
adjudicator s (a pool of 300 adjudicators) for each tribunal hearing

Freg. % (N=1,523)
Very much support 381 25.0%
Support A%
Somewhat support ) Suppor 509 890 33.4% )8.4%
Half-half/neutral/a little support and a little objection 188 12.3%
Somewhat object 79
) ) Object 2391320 15.7% o1 0%
Very much object 82 5.4%
Don’'t know/hard to say 125 8.2%
Total 1,523 100.0%
Missing 8
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Table 16 [Q12] How much do you support or object to these proposals? (iii) Prescribing
in thelegidation that each tribunal hearing should consist of adjudicatorsfrom specified
sectors, e.g. education, social welfare, etc.

Freg. % (N=1,528)

Very much support 19

Y PP ) Support 53011 173 35.1%,26 79
Somewhat support 637 41.7%
Half-half/neutral/a little support and a little objection 126 8.3%
Somewhat object .39

) ) Object 12161 3% 10.5%
Very much object 49 3.2%
Don’'t know/hard to say 69 4.5%
Total 1,528 100.0%
Missing 3

Table 17 [Q13] How much do you support or object to these proposals? (iv) Increasing
the number of adjudicatorsin each hearing, i.e. from 2 to 4 personsfor interim hearings
and from 4 to 6 personsfor full hearings

Freq. % (N=1,527)
Very much support 544 35.6%

y PP ) Support )1,190 °V77.9%
Somewhat support 646 42.3%
Half-half/neutral/a little support and a little objection 157 10.3%
Somewhat object 80 5.2%

d ) Object )112 °)7.4%
Very much object 32 2.1%
Don’'t know/hard to say 68 4.5%
Total 1,527 100.0%
Missing 4

Table 18 [Q14] How much do you support or object to these proposals? (v) Establishing
an independent classification board for making interim classifications on articles, while
the existing OAT will remain as a judicial body to consider appeals against the
classification decisions of the board

Freg. % (N=1,522)
Very much support 2 21.6%

Y PP ) Support 328 1960 0% 163106
Somewhat support 631 41.5%
Half-half/neutral/a little support and a little objection 190 12.5%
Somewhat object _ 172 11.3%

| ) Object )261 °)17.1%
Very much object 89 5.8%
Don’'t know/hard to say 112 7.3%
Total 1,522 100.0%
Missing 9
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Table 19 [Q15] How much do you support or object to these proposals? (vi) Abolishing

the OAT and having the articles classified by a magistrate

Freq. % (N=1,523)
Very much support .39
y PP ) Support 2331606 15.3%29.8%
Somewhat support 373 24.5%
Half-half/neutral/a little support and a little objection 195 12.8%
Somewhat object . 414 27.2%
d ) Object )618 °140.6%
Very much object 204 13.4%
Don’'t know/hard to say 103 6.7%
Total 1,523 100.0%
Missing 8

Table 20 [Q11-Q15 Summary table]  Support and objection
improvement proposals

rates of each of

the

Proposals

Support Object

Increasing the number of adjudicators in each hearing, i.e. from
2 to 4 persons for interim hearings and from 4 to 6 persons
for full hearings

77.9%

7.4%

Prescribing in the legislation that each tribunal hearing should :
consist of adjudicators from specified sectors, e.g. education, |
social welfare, etc. :

76.7%

10.5%

Establishing an independent classification board for making :
interim classifications on articles, while the existing OAT will |
remain as a judicial body to consider appeals against the !
classification decisions of the board :

63.1%

17.1%

Drawing adjudicators from the list of jurors (a pool of 570,000
jurors) instead of the list of adjudicators (a pool of 300 :
adjudicators) for each tribunal hearing ;

58.4%

21.0%

Expanding the existing panel of adjudicators from 300 to 500
individuals :

42.7%

31.2%

Abolishing the OAT and having the articles classified by a '
magistrate :

39.8%

40.6%
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[Interviewer to read out: Under the existing arrangement, TELA will refer cases of
obscene Internet content to the Police, while for indecent articles on the Internet, TELA
will ask the webmaster to add the required statutory warning, or to remove or block
access to the indecent articles. Websites using over sea servers are not subject to the laws
of Hong Kong.]

Table 21 [Q16] Do you wish the government regulation of the obscene and indecent
articles on the Internet to be stricter or more lenient than it is now? [Interviewer to probe
intensity of opinion]

Freg. % (N=1,526)
i 0,
Much stricter .than now ) Stricter than now 718) 1151 47.1% Y75.4 %
Somewhat stricter than now 432 28.3%

The current regulation is appropriate 203 13.3%

i 0,
Somewhat morg lenient than now ) More lenient than now 72) 120 4.7% 17.9%
Much more lenient than now 48 3.1%
Don’'t know/hard to say 53 3.5%
Totd 1,526 100.0%

Missing 5

Table 22 [Q17] (Excluding those who said “appropriate’ and “lenient than now” in Q16)
Then how do you think the regulation could be enhanced? [Do not read out answers, multiple
answers allowed, interviewer to probe by asking “anything else?’]

Fr % of responses % of sample
- (N=1,302) (N=1,178)

Improving the existing regulation system 246 18.9% 20.9%
Raising the penalty 228 17.5% 19.4%
Promoting the usage of computer filtering service 98 7.5% 8.3%
Stepping up the enfor_cement by police, increasing 58 45% 4.9%

the frequency of online patrol
Enhancing public education and publicity 55 4.2% 4.7%
Verifying the age of Internet users 49 3.7% 4.1%
Verifying the identity of Internet users, enhancing

international cooperation so as to facilitate the 19 1.4% 1.6%

tracing of publishers _ ' .
The government to establl_sh a special working 13 1.0% 1.1%

team to enforce the regulation
Others (Please specify: ) 16 1.2% 1.3%
Don’'t know/hard to say 521 40.0% 44.2%

Total 1,302 100.0%
Missing 30
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Table 23 [Q17_others] (Excluding those who said “appropriate” and “lenient than now” in
Q16) Then how do you think the regulation could be enhanced? (Other answers)

Freq.

Encouraging the public to report publishers breaching the COIAO
Involving the cultural professionalsto enhance regulation

Involving the public in Legislative Council and Human rights organizations
Persuading and advising

Verbal warnings

Adding statutory warnings on the Internet

Very difficult, no resources

The government and parents have to enhance regul ation, salf-discipline of website
Require the users to pay to access the website

Do nat let people browse after smply pressng the* reeder isof age 18 or above’ button
Using password at home computer

Self-discipline of public

Difficult to regulate, depends on self-discipline

Cooperation with professionalsin thisfield

P PR PR RPRERPRPRRPRREPNMNDND®

Table 24 [Q18] How many hours on average do you spend on using the Internet a week?
Please consider all forms of usage (e.g. e-mailing, browsing websites)

Freq. % (N=1,527)
14 hours or less 643 42.1%
15 - 28 hours 212 13.9%
29 - 42 hours 123 8.1%
43 - 56 hours 39 2.6%
57 - 70 hours 35 2.3%
71 hours or more 15 1.0%
Do not use Internet (skip to Q21) 435 28.5%
Don’'t know/hard to say 25 1.7%
Total 1,527 100.0%
Missing 4
Mean 16.9 hours
Standard error of mean 0.57 hours
Median 10 hours
Mode 10 hours
Base 1,067
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Table 25 [Q19] (Excluding non-Internet users) How much are you concerned about the online
publication of articles deemed unsuitable for persons below 18 years old to view by the law?
[Interviewer to probe intensity of opinion]

Freq. % (N=1,090)
Very much concerned 215 19.7%

y ) Concerned )519 °)47.6%
Somewhat concerned 304 27.9%
Half-half 269 24.7%

Not quite concerned 207 19.0%
) Not concerned )283 )26.0%
Not concerned at all 77 7.0%
Don’'t know/hard to say 19 1.7%
Total 1,090 100.0%
Missing 6

Table 26 [Q20] (Excluding non-Internet users) Do you have the habit of using computer
filtering software, e.g. CyberPatrol, Family Safety (OneCare), etc.? [If the respondent says
“no”, interview to ask “Why not?’. Do not read out answers, multiple answers allowed]

% of responses % of sample

Fred.(N=1,123) (N=1,089)
Yes 240 21.4% 22.0%
No, there is no such need 590 52.5% 54.2%
No, no knowledge of these software 138 12.3% 12.7%
No, lack of technical skillsto operate 34 3.1% 3.1%
No, to avoid the fuss 31 2.7% 2.8%
ot s gy dnsion gy gy o
No, too expensive 12 1.1% 1.1%
No, software affects the computer performance 11 1.0% 1.0%
No, results not ideal 10 0.9% 1.0%
No, with other reasons (Please specify: ) 17 1.5% 1.5%
Don’t know/hard to say 21 1.9% 1.9%
Total 1,123 100.0%
Missing 7
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Table 27 [Q20_others] (Excluding non-Internet users) Do you have the habit of using
computer filtering software, e.g. CyberPatrol, Family Safety (OneCare), etc.? (Other reasons)

T
8

There is password control in the computer already
Could not name any specific reasons (already probed)
All computer-related matters are handled by other family members

The computer does not belong to the respondent, he/she will not
handle any of these software

Did not notice

There are genera filter functionsin the computer already
Not interested in

The computer belongs to the office

Will useit in future

Seldom go online

No time

P R R R R R REPNDNDNOW®

Have not bought any software

Table 28 [Q21] Do you think the current classification standard used by the OAT, i.e.
articles that are neither obscene nor indecent and suitable for all persons as Class |; articles
that are indecent and unsuitable for persons of age below 18 as Class Il; articles that are
obscene and unsuitable for persons of all ages as Class I11, is appropriate or not? [Interviewer
to probe intensity of opinion]

Freq. % (N=1,529)
Ver ropriate 207 13.5%

Y appropriare ) Appropriate )923 2160.3%
Somewhat appropriate 716 46.8%
Half-half 208 13.6%
Somewhat inappropriate 231 15.1%

. app P ) Inappropriate )321 0)21.0%
Very inappropriate 89 5.8%
Don’'t know/hard to say 78 5.1%
Total 1,529 100.0%
Missing 2
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Table 29 [Q22] TELA has practical need to focus its resources to handle certain articles
first. Please use a scale of 1 — 5 to indicate how you think the articles should be prioritized, 1
means first priority. [Interviewer to read out items 1-5, order to be randomized by computer]

L ocal newspapers Freg. % (N=1,524)
First priority 464 30.5%
Second priority 298 19.6%
Third priority 198 13.0%
Fourth priority 188 12.4%
Least priority 260 17.0%
Failed to clearly prioritize al items 46 3.0%
Don’'t know/hard to say/no comments 70 4.6%
Total 1,524 100.0%
Missing 7
L ocal magazines Freg. % (N=1,524)
First priority 294 19.3%
Second priority 473 31.0%
Third priority 239 15.7%
Fourth priority 267 17.5%
Least priority 135 8.9%
Failed to clearly prioritize all items 46 3.0%
Don’t know/hard to say/no comments 70 4.6%
Total 1,524 100.0%
Missing 7
DVDsVCDs Freq. % (N=1,524)
First priority 288 18.9%
Second priority 237 15.6%
Third priority 300 19.7%
Fourth priority 263 17.2%
Least priority 320 21.0%
Failed to clearly prioritize all items 46 3.0%
Don’'t know/hard to say/no comments 70 4.6%
Total 1,524 100.0%
Missing 7
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Electronic game products, including computer

Freq. % (N=1,524)
games

First priority 266 17.5%
Second priority 195 12.8%
Third priority 283 18.6%
Fourth priority 326 21.4%
Least priority 338 22.2%
Failed to clearly prioritize all items 46 3.0%
Don’'t know/hard to say/no comments 70 4.6%

Total 1,524 100.0%

Missing 7
Comic books Freg. % (N=1,524)

First priority 96 6.3%
Second priority 205 13.5%
Third priority 388 25.5%
Fourth priority 363 23.8%
Least priority 356 23.3%
Failed to clearly prioritize al items 46 3.0%
Don’'t know/hard to say/no comments 70 4.6%

Total 1,524 100.0%

Missing 7

Table 30 [Q23]

Overall speaking, do you wish that the penalties for breaching the COIAO

should be more severe or more lenient than now? [Interviewer to probe intensity of opinion]

Freq. % (N=1,528)
Much more severe than now 652 42.7%
) More severe than now )1,140 )74.6%
Somewhat more severe than now 488 31.9%
The current penalties are appropriate 234 15.3%
Somewhat more lenient than now , 64 4.2%
. ) More lenient than now )103 )6.7%
Much more lenient than now 38 2.5%
Don’'t know/hard to say 51 3.4%
Totd 1,528 100.0%
Missing 3
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Table 31 [Q24] Through what channels would you like that government to publicize and
educate the public about the COIAO in future? [Do not read out answers, multiple answers
allowed]

Freq % of _responses % oi sample
(N=3,321) (N=1,526)
Television advertisements/programmes 1,125 33.9% 73.7%
Newspapers/magazines 546 16.4% 35.8%
School talks 524 15.8% 34.4%
Radio advertisements/programmes 350 10.6% 23.0%
| nternet 273 8.2% 17.9%
Posters/pamphlets 155 4.7% 10.1%
Community activities 76 2.3% 5.0%
Incorporated into the school curriculum 37 1.1% 2.4%
Advertising on public transportations 18 0.5% 1.1%
Exhibition at shopping malls 6 0.2% 0.4%
Others (Please specify: ) 37 1.1% 2.4%
No promotion is needed 6 0.2% 0.4%
Don’'t know/hard to say/no comments 154 4.6% 10.1%
Total 3,321 100.0%
Missing 5
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Table 32 [Q24 others] Through what channels would you like that government to publicize
and educate the public about the COIAQ in future? (Other answers)

Freq.

Family education

Stargartistes

SMS

Heavier penalties

DVDs/VCDs

Prescribe in legidation first, then promoted by L egislative Councilors

N N W W~ O

Promotion video to be played before movie in the cinema and
warnings in computer games

N

Talksfor parents

Encourage public opinions/discussion

Provide more legidlative guidelines

Enhance monitoring for warning purpose

Normal channels

Inspection

Hire PR firms to promote

Step up prosecution as a deterrent

Give more detailsin publicity and education programmes
Parents, church

Parental guidelines

Business charter

Office

Prosecute those persons who publish obscene articles
Police

e N = T = T = e e e S N T L L
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Cross-tabulations
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Notesfor deciphering the in-depth analyses:

1. The

cross-tabulations listed below only include the items which are tested to be

statistically significant at p=0.05 level.

2.  Thedemographic variable called “knowledge level” refers to the respondents’ knowledge
level to the COIAO based on the results of the first three questions of the survey
guestionnaire. Those who gave at least two correct answers were categorized as “more
knowledgeable’; those who gave only one correct answer were categorized as “fairly
knowledgeable”; and those who failed to give any correct answer (including those opted
for “don't know/hard to say” for al three questions) were categorized as “less
knowledgeable”. Thefirst three questions of the survey questionnaire were:

- [Q1] Asfar as you know, those articles classified as “ obscene” can be published or
sold to which of the following groups of persons to view? Can be published or sold
to persons of age 18 or above only, are prohibited from publication to all ages
(correct answer), or can be published or sold to all ages?

- [Q2] As far as you know, those articles classified as “indecent” can be published
or sold to which of the following groups of persons to view? Can be published or
sold to persons of age 18 or above only (correct answer), cannot be published or
sold to any person, or can be published or sold to all ages?

- [Q3] Asfar as you know, which of the following is/are subject to regulation by the
COIAQO? Films for public exhibition, televison and radio broadcast? Films for
public exhibition, televison broadcast, and radio broadcast? (Correct answer:
none of the above)

3. It is recommended that this in-depth analysis section should be regarded as
supplementary information to the research findings, but not as the sole reference for
making important policy decisions.

I ndex of the cross-tabulation findings of demogr aphic variables with opinion questions

Significant Significant

Demographic difference at difference at

Question variables Probability p=0.05 level p=0.01 level
[Q4] Gender 0.000 * * %
[Q4] Age 0.007 * x
[Q4] Education attainment 0.004 * * %
[Q4] Occupation 0.002 * * ok

[Q4] Knowledge level 0.096
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Significant Significant
Demographic difference at difference at
Question variables Probability p=0.05 level p=0.01 level

[Q5] Gender 0.000 * *ox
[Q5] Age 0.000 * * x
[Q5] Education attainment 0.000 * * x
[Q5] Occupation 0.000 * * x
[Q5] Knowledge level 0.000 * **
[Q6] Gender 0.000 * * x
[Qf] Age 0.000 * * x
[Q6] Education attainment 0.000 * * x
[Q6] Occupation 0.000 * * x
[Q6] Knowledge level 0.163
[Q7] Gender 0.000 * * x
[Q7] Age 0.000 * *ox
[Q7] Education attainment ~ 0.000 * *ox
[Q7] Occupation 0.000 * * x
[Q7] Knowledge level 0.001 * **
[Q8] Gender 0.000 * **
[Q8] Age 0.000 * **
[Q8] Education attainment 0.000 * **
[Q8] Occupation 0.000 * **
[Q8] Knowledge level 0.223
[Q9] Gender 0.080
[Q9] Age 0.004 * *ox
[Q9] Education attainment 0.000 * *ox
[Q9] Occupation 0.040 *
[Q9] Knowledge level 0.311
[Q10] Gender 0.202
[Q10] Age 0.000 * *ox
[Q10] Education attainment 0.000 * *ox
[Q10] Occupation 0.000 * *ox
[Q10] Knowledge level 0.538
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Significant Significant
Demographic difference at difference at
Question variables Probability p=0.05 level p=0.01 level
[Q11] Gender 0.003 * *ox
[Q1]] Age 0.000 * * x
[Q1]] Education attainment 0.000 * * x
[Q1]] Occupation 0.000 * * x
[Q11] Knowledge level 0.404
[Q12] Gender 0.000 * * x
[Q12] Age 0.000 * * x
[Q12] Education attainment 0.000 * * x
[Q12] Occupation 0.000 * * x
[Q12] Knowledge level 0.002 * fail
[Q13] Gender 0.026 *
[Q13] Age 0.000 * * x
[Q13] Education attainment 0.000 * * x
[Q13] Occupation 0.000 * * x
[Q13] Knowledge level 0.057
[Q14] Gender 0.000 * * x
[Q14] Age 0.000 * * x
[Q14] Education attainment ~ 0.000 * *ox
[Q14] Occupation 0.000 * * x
[Q14] Knowledge level 0.100
[Q15] Gender 0.000 * * x
[Q15] Age 0.000 * * x
[Q15] Education attainment 0.000 * * x
[Q15] Occupation 0.000 * * x
[Q15] Knowledge level 0.278
[Q16] Gender 0.000 * * x
[Q16] Age 0.000 * *ox
[Q16] Education attainment 0.000 * *ox
[Q16] Occupation 0.000 * *ox
[Q16] Knowledge level 0.367
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Significant Significant
Demographic difference at difference at
Question variables Probability p=0.05 level p=0.01 level

[Q19] Gender 0.000 * *x
[Q19] Age 0.000 * *x
[Q19] Education attainment 0.658
[Q19] Occupation 0.004 * *x
[Q19] Knowledge level 0.167
[Q20] Gender 0.000 * *ox
[Q20] Age 0.059
[Q20] Education attainment 0.009 * *ox
[Q20] Occupation 0.134
[Q20] Knowledge level 0.065
[Q21] Gender 0.198
[Q21] Age 0.000 * *ox
[Q21] Education attainment 0.000 * *ox
[Q21] Occupation 0.000 * *ox
[Q21] Knowledge level 0.000 * *ox
[Q23] Gender 0.000 * *ox
[Q23] Age 0.002 * *ox
[Q23] Education attainment 0.000 * *ox
[Q23] Occupation 0.000 * *ox
[Q23] Knowledge level 0.022 *

I ndex of the cross-tabulation findings of opinion questions with opinion questions

Significant Significant
difference at difference at
Questions Questions Probability p=0.05 level p=0.01 level
[Q1Q] [Q9] 0.013 *
[Q11] [Q9] 0.000 * *ox
[Q12] [Q9] 0.005 * *ox

[Q13] [Q9] 0.077
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Significant Significant

difference at difference at

Questions Questions Probability p=0.05 level 0=0.01 level
[Q14] [Q9] 0.100

[Q13] [Q9] 0.000 * . *

[Q16] [Q18] 0.000 * x

[Q20] [Q19] 0.000 * . %

Summary Table of Cross-tabulations 1
[Q4] Do you think there is a need to regulate all published articles by law in Hong Kong?

Gender Age Education attainment Occupation
[<H) w0
> o} > e} & 0
§ ¢ 8 8 <2 g8 f 3% £E 5 § ¢
= 5 v 5 EXR g & 28 g g O
0o T = m
Yes 78% 85% 81% 79% 86% 87% 83% 7% 9% 79% 81% 87%
No 22% 15% 19% 21% 14% 13% 17% 23% 21% 21% 19% 13%

Total 100% 100% 100%  100% 100% 100% 100% 100%  100% 100% 100%  100%

Base 693 799 374 592 501 223 802 457 630 152 155 537

Note: Since at least one cell in one of the cross-tabulations has expected cell counts less than 5, which may affect
the Chi-square results, the “don’'t know/hard to say” respondents were excluded. This summary table shows the

analyzed results with the “don’t know/hard to say” respondents excluded.
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Summary Table of Cross-tabulations 2

[Q5] Which of the following photographs or pictures related to sex do you think is/are not suitable for persons

below 18 years old to view? (multiple answers allowed)

Gender Age Education attainment
p— > P —
o (e} o
§ § § 8 =% g8 % &%
= 5 9 » b& EB8 (% £ 8
[a N [
With description of other types of
Ssex, such as bestiality, 97% 98% 97% 97% 98% 99% 97% 96%
necrophilia, etc.
With  description of  sexudl
intercourse, revealing the contact 90%  95% 92% 91% 96% 98% 92% 91%
of male and female genitals
with  male(s) and female(s) 770 ggop 810 g0 89w 9% 83%  79%
revealing their genitals
With femalerevealing her breast(s) 58%  73% 69% 61% 69% 78% 65% 62%
All of the above are suitable for
persons below 18 years old to 2% 1% 1% 2% 2% 0% 2% 3%
view
Base 686 767 362 583 482 208 786 449

Summary table of cross-tabulations 2 (Contd.)

[Q5] Which of the following photographs or pictures related to sex do you think is/are not suitable for persons
below 18 years old to view? (multiple answers allowed)

Occupation Knowledge level
o v %) 2 %) g? 87 %
£8 $8 & g $82 B2 £BO
= = = ° < = TSR =3
=3 @8 2 &8 -3® P3® =3
0] e c c
4 X 4
With description of other types of sex, SUCh 700 9700 9gop 9796 95%  97%  99%
as bestiality, necrophilia, etc.
With description of sexua intercourse,
revealing the contact of male and female 91% 90%  92%  96% 89% 93% 96%
genitals
Wlth_male(s) and female(s) reveding their 80%  76%  81%  90% 80% 83% 87%
genitals
With female revealing her breast(s) 62% 55% 70% @ 72% 61% 65% 73%
All of the above are suitable for persons 0 0 0 0 0 0
below 18 years old to view 2% 2% 1% 2% 3% 2% <1%
Base 622 149 149 517 212 975 265

Note: Since at least one cell in one of the cross-tabulations has expected cell counts less than 5, which may affect
the Chi-square results, the “don’'t know/hard to say” respondents were excluded. This summary table shows the
analyzed results with the “don’t know/hard to say” respondents excluded.
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Summary Table of Cross-tabulations 3
[Q6] Which of the following photographs or pictures related to violence do you think is/are not suitable for
persons below 18 years old to view? (Multiple answers allowed)

Gender Age Education attainment
() o —
o > o} P o}
g 3 8 8 & 23 £ g
S g Te} — — = D Q =
L — ™ o = 5 gé o &
Ve & (=

Photographg/pictures displaying a
human’s head separated from body

Photographg/pictures displaying a
human’s internal organs being 79% 85% 81%  82% 83% 86% 82% 80%
exposed

Photographs/pictures  with  large
space in displaying blood coming 55% 70% 57%  63% 69% 71% 64% 59%
out from human body

Photographs/pictures displaying
many bruises on a human body

All of the above are suitable for
persons below 18 years old

Don't know (DK)/Hard to say
(HS)/no comments

84% 87% 84% 86% 86% 86% 86%

=
X

29% 37% 24% 29% 46% 52% 33% 25%

8% 4% 6% 6% 5% 4% 5% 7%

1% 1% <1% 1% 1% 0% 1% <1%

Base 688 770 365 587 478 209 789 449

Summary Table of Cross-tabulations 3 (Contd.)
[Q6] Which of the following photographs or pictures related to violence do you think is/are not suitable for
persons below 18 years old to view? (Multiple answers allowed)

Occupation
(2]
o v 2 = 2
=E 38 3 2
=g @38 2 3
ngtdc;lgraphs/pl ctures displaying a human’s head separated from 86% 84% 83% 86%
Photographs/pictures displaying a human’s internal organs being 84% 73% 8% 84%
exposed
Photographs/pl ctures with large space in displaying blood 64% 53% 50% 20%
coming out from human body
Photographs/pictures displaying many bruises on a human body 28% 38% 17% 42%
All of the above are suitable for persons below 18 years old 6% 9% 6% 5%
DK/HS/no comments 1% 1% 0% 1%
Base 624 150 151 516
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Summary Table of Cross-tabulations 4

[Q7] Which of the above mentioned photographs or pictures do you think should be prohibited from
publication to all ages? (Multiple answers allowed)

Gender Age Education attainment
2 5 > 5
e = 8 B8 £ 28 £ z¢
= & L = 5 EZ 8 = %
L — (92] o = Q 3; T
A o [
With description of other types of
sex, such as bestiality, necrophilia,  60% 67% 55%  67% 66% 65% 65% 59%
etc.
With  description  of  sexua
intercourse, reveaing the contact 40% 57%  35% 50%  58% 62% 50% 41%
of male and female genitals
V\g‘ ea”r:gi'ﬁg‘r) genﬁglds female(S) 3106  as%  28% 39%  49%  56%  40% 3%
With female revealing her breast(s) 19% 31% 21%  24% 31% 38% 26% 20%
Pﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁ?ﬁﬁz&iﬁ;ﬁ atgéiem E% dya 44%  50%  41%  46%  54%  58%  49%  38%
Photographs/pictures displaying a
human's internal organs being 42% 49% 40%  44% 53% 56% 47% 39%
exposed
Photographs/pictures  with  large
gpace in displaying blood coming 23% 30% 16%  27% 35% 40% 27% 20%
out from human body
Prrf;ﬁsrsmfg ‘g#ﬁummdéﬂsy'”g 13% 17% 8%  12%  24%  30%  15% 8%
All of the above should not be
prohibited from publication to all  28% 22% 31% 23% 22% 21% 22% 30%
ages
DK/HS/no comments 2% 3% 2% 2% 3% 3% 3% 2%
Base 687 768 365 583 480 209 787 449

Summary Table of Cross-tabulations 4 (Contd.)

[Q7] Which of the above mentioned photographs or pictures do you think

publication to all ages? (Multiple answers allowed)

should be prohibited from

Occupation

(2]

£8 38 &

= = = °©

=38 @3 2

With description of other types of sex, such 0 0 0

as bestiality, necrophilia, etc. 60% 61% 60%
With description of sexua intercourse,

revealing the contact of male and female 43% 41% 36%

genitals

Knowledge level
] ] ]
) (@] (@) (@)
g 4 8o 238 % 28
{= = == =
§ 23T TE° =39
C c C
Y4 x Y4
69% 61% 62% 73%
62% 48% 48% 54%
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With male(s) and female(s) revealing their

Jenitils 33%  34%  31%  53% 3%  39%  46%
With female revealing her breast(s) 2206 21%  23%  33%  23%  26%  29%
Pug;%gg;zfgﬁ?n gc')f‘g/' ing a human's o0 a0 306 55%  44%  46%  51%
Pihr?ttgr%?p;z ;‘g‘;ﬁg%}f&g‘g a human's o0 gy 40%  53%  45%  45%  51%
Photographg/pictures with large space in

displaying blood coming out from human 22% 25% 13% 37% 13% 15% 19%

body
nga?gsagﬂsg p;lfjtrl:lI;e‘lsbo d;/j' slaying — many g0 geer 9 24%  25%  26%  31%
Af'I'rO%f ;:;iggt?gﬁ tj‘;f':g;"t be prohibited o0 o705 2e% 20 25%  2m%  17%
DK/HS/no comments 2% 3% 2% 4% 2% 2% 3%

Base 622 150 151 515 214 975 266

Note: Since at least one cell in one of the cross-tabulations has expected cell counts less than 5, which may affect
the Chi-square results, the “don’'t know/hard to say” respondents were excluded. This summary table shows the

analyzed results with the “don’t know/hard to say” respondents excluded.

Summary Table of Cross-tabulations 5

[Q8] Haveyou ever heard of the Obscene Articles Tribunal (OAT)?

Gender Age Education attainment Occupation
S > S

) = 8 o 2
§ £ § 8 g g8 £ g2 £E sE 5§
= — & b ES8 £® = 8 O 3 = o}

- £ 5 & - ° o
Yes 9% 88% 93% 9%6% 84% T71% 92% 96% 96% 94% 90% 84%
No 6% 12% 7% 4% 16% 23% 8% 4% 4% 6% 10% 16%
Total 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Base 713 816 375 605 520 235 822 460 641 157 156 555

Note: Since at least one cell in one of the cross-tabulations has expected cell counts less than 5, which may affect
the Chi-square results, the “don’'t know/hard to say” respondents were excluded. This summary table shows the

analyzed results with the “don’t know/hard to say” respondents excluded.
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Summary Table of Cross-tabulations 6
[Q9] (Only ask respondents who had heard of OAT) How good or bad do you think the OAT has done its

work?
Age Education attainment Occupation
S P S %)
8 8 5% 23 € Y £8 38 § &
Lo — — D o = = = = <
= = o % g s = % ; (@} Mm O > o
£ § @ °© % 8
Good 11% 8% 8% 8% 10% 7% 8% 9% 11% 9%
Half-half/ 52% 47% 43% 41% 48% 48% 48% 50% 53% 43%
average
Poor 28% 36% 35% 32% 31% 37% 36% 31% 29% 33%
DK/HS 9% 9% 15% 19% 11% 7% 8% 11% 7% 15%
Total 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Base 348 580 436 179 755 444 616 145 141 468

Summary Table of Cross-tabulations 7
[Q10] How much do you support or object to these proposals? (i)
adjudicators from 300 to 500 individuals

Expanding the existing panel of

Age Education attainment Occupation
S b S %
8 B 5% g3 3§ % £8 3B § B
8 s ®s £ 8 §3 38 38 3z B
[an [
Support 53% 43% 34% 29% 44% 48% 47% 33% 56% 36%
Hr?le]:tr; gllf/ 20% 19% 17% 18% 19% 19% 16% 22% 21% 20%
Object 23% 32% 36% 35% 32% 28% 30% 40% 22% 33%
DK/HS 4% 6% 12% 18% 6% 5% 7% 5% 1% 11%
Total 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%  100%  100% 100% 100%
Base 377 605 520 235 822 462 643 157 157 555
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Summary Table of Cross-tabulations 8

[Q11] How much do you support or object to these proposals? (ii) Drawing adjudicators from the list of jurors
(a pool of 570,000 jurors) instead of the list of adjudicators (a pool of 300 adjudicators) for each tribunal

hearing

Gender Age Education attainment Occupation

o P o) %)

: % § E° CETE 4
Support 62% 55% 65% 60% 52% 46% 61% 61% 63% 61% 65% 51%
Hr?lettr: lef/ 11% 13% 12% 11% 14% 13% 13% 10% 10% 9% 12% 16%
Object 21% 21% 21% 22% 20% 22% 18% 26% 23% 23% 22% 18%
DK/HS 6% 10% 2% 6% 15% 19% 8% 3% 5% 7% 1% 14%
Total 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%  100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Base 711 812 375 604 517 233 819 461 639 157 157 553
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Summary Table of Cross-tabulations 9
[Q12] How much do you support or object to these proposals? (iii) Prescribing in the legislation that each
tribunal hearing should consist of adjudicators from specified sectors, e.g. education, social welfare, etc.

Gender Age Education attainment

p— >\ .

) o o
g § 8 B 5% 23 £ 33
= g ¥ & =8 ESZ 53 %%

& [
Support 74% 79% 80% 80% 71% 65% 80% 7%
Half-half/ neutral 9% 8% 9% 7% 9% 9% 8% 8%
Object 14% 8% 10% 10% 11% 11% 8% 14%
DK/HS 3% 6% 1% 2% 9% 15% 3% 1%

Total 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%  100%  100%  100%
Base 713 815 377 606 517 233 822 462

Summary Table of Cross-tabulations 9 (Contd.)
[Q12] How much do you support or object to these proposals? (iii) Prescribing in the legislation that each
tribunal hearing should consist of adjudicators from specified sectors, e.g. education, social welfare, etc.

Occupation Knowledge level
o W0 ) 2 n % g‘) 87
£ 8 9B o o 882 28 L S
s3 @m3s 3 = 9=8% F3z8% ==%
4 Y4 4
Support 7% 76% 86% 74% 66% 79% 7%
Half-half/ neutral 8% 5% 8% 9% 9% 8% 8%
Object 13% 12% 6% 8% 17% 9% 11%
DK/HS 2% 6% 1% 8% 7% 4% 5%
Total  100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Base 643 157 157 552 230 1,025 273
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Summary Table of Cross-tabulations 10
[Q13]

each hearing, i.e. from 2 to 4 persons for interim hearings and from 4 to 6 persons for full hearings

How much do you support or object to these proposals? (iv) Increasing the number of adjudicatorsin

Gender Age Education attainment
s £ 5 8 =z g8 i &%
= 5§ ¥ & ©B8 EZ g £4%
o <§ [

Support 79% 7% 82% 84% 69% 62% 81% 80%

Half-half/ neutral 9% 11% 12% 7% 12% 13% 10% 9%

Object 8% 6% 5% 7% 9% 11% 6% 8%

DK/HS 3% 6% 1% 2% 10% 14% 3% 3%
Total 100% 100% 100% 100%  100% 100% 100% 100%

Base 710 817 376 606 517 234 821 460

Summary Table of Cross-tabulations 10 (Contd.)

[Q13] How much do you support or object to these proposals? (iv) Increasing the number of adjudicatorsin
each hearing, i.e. from 2 to 4 persons for interim hearings and from 4 to 6 persons for full hearings
Occupation Knowledge level
(%))
8 9 o) g, )
g5 3 5 T $Be 2ZZe LBo
3 < g 8 F3%8 B
=8 8 & 5 -8 i =3
= c c o
m X X X
Support 82% 84% 83% 71% 70% 79% 79%
Half-half/ neutral 8% % 14% 12% 13% 10% 11%
Object 8% 5% 2% 8% 9% 7% 8%
DK/HS 2% 3% <1% 9% 8% 4% 3%
Total  100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Base 639 155 157 555 230 1,025 272
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Summary Table of Cross-tabulations 11

[Q14] How much do you support or object to these proposals? (v) Establishing an independent classification
board for making interim classifications on articles, while the existing OAT will remain as a judicial body to

consider appeal s against the classification decisions of the board

Gender Age Education attainment Occupation
] % S % S n n 2] n

) o () Q I=
§ P 7 3 ¢ B : Bp:zii:iz
— ™ o] £ 0 = = '®)

= 2 & § B R
Support 64% 62% 62% 65% 62% 56% 66%  62% 66% 64%  59% 61%
Hr?le]:tr; gllf/ 11% 13% 16% 10% 13% 12% 13% 12% 11% 10% 16% 14%
Object 20% 15% 20% 20% 12% 9% 16% 23% 21% 19%  24% 11%
DK/HS 5% 10% 2% 5% 14%  23% 5% 4% 3% 7% 1% 14%
Total 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%  100%
Base 712 810 375 605 515 233 818 460 640 157 156 550

Summary Table of Cross-tabulations 12

[Q15] How much do you support or object to these proposals? (vi) Abolishing the OAT and having the

articles classified by a magistrate

Gender Age Education attainment Occupation

@ > 2 %‘ S ” » 2 ”
()] o o o O (@) ) 9

s § % B g B3 E §g 2 § b
L — ™ o on 5 (EB) E = o &) & o}
Support 41% 39% 32% 43% 42% 45% 43% 31% 36% 56%  30% 41%
Hr?g;tr; gllf/ 12% 14% 14% 1% 14% 15% 13% 11% 11% 10%  14% 15%
Object 4% 38% 50% 42% 32% 21% 39% 53% 49% 29%  53% 32%
DK/HS 3% 10% 4% 4% 12%  19% 5% 5% 4% 5% 3% 12%
Tota 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%  100%
Base 711 812 376 605 515 233 817 462 640 157 157 550
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Summary Table of Cross-tabulations 13
[Q16] Do you wish the government regulation of the obscene and indecent articles on the Internet to be
stricter or more lenient than it is now?

Gender Age Education attainment Occupation
S >\ S
L © o] ° %) %) 2 "
() (@] o = O (] g
§ ¢ % B &g g5 £ &Bg £f %= & &
= i — ™ o 8 }%Q (% E% = 8 @ g 5’5 o)

More severe

61% 88% 70% 76% 79% 81% 79% 67% 70% 73% 70%  84%
than now
The current
ifg“'at'on 20% 7% 20% 14% 8% 4%  13% 18%  17% 17% 20% 6%
appropriate
More lenient o/ 200 706 8% 7% 6% 5%  13% 10% 8% 7% 5%
than now
DK/HS 2% 3% 3% 2% 6% 8% 3% 2% 3% 3% 3% 5%
100
Total 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

%
Base 710 816 376 605 518 234 822 459 641 157 157 554

Summary Table of Cross-tabulations 14
[Q19] (Excluding non-Internet users) How much are you concerned about the online publication of articles
deemed unsuitable for persons below 18 years old to view by the law?

Gender Age Occupation

51 or White Blue
Male Female  15-30 31-50 above Students  Others

collars  collars
Concerned 41% 55% 43% 55% 42% 48% 44% 41% 58%
Half-half 28% 22% 32% 22% 19% 26% 21% 33% 18%
Not concerned 30% 23% 25% 23% 39% 26% 35% 26% 24%
Total 100%  100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Base 524 552 366 522 169 592 88 155 225

Note: Since at least one cell in one of the cross-tabulations has expected cell counts less than 5, which may affect
the Chi-square results, the “don’'t know/hard to say” respondents were excluded. This summary table shows the
analyzed results with the “don’t know/hard to say” respondents excluded.
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Summary Table of Cross-tabulations 15
[Q20] (Excluding non-Internet users) Do you have the habit of using computer filtering software?

Gender Education attainment
Male Female Primary or below Secondary Teratti;%or
Yes 17% 28% 20% 26% 18%
No 83% 72% 80% 74% 82%
Total 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Base 525 547 33 592 439

Note: Since at least one cell in one of the cross-tabulations has expected cell counts less than 5, which may affect
the Chi-square results, the “don’'t know/hard to say” respondents were excluded. This summary table shows the
analyzed results with the “don’t know/hard to say” respondents excluded.

Summary Table of Cross-tabulations 16

[Q21] Do you think the current classification standard set by the OAT, i.e. articles that are neither obscene
nor indecent and suitable for all persons as Category |; articles that are indecent and unsuitable for persons of
age below 18 as Category 11; articles that are obscene and unsuitable for persons of all ages as Category |11, is
appropriate or not?

Age Education attainment
15-30 31-50 51 or above Pribrgac:\yl/v or Secondary Teragi%or
Appropriate 62% 63% 57% 49% 65% 59%
Half-half 14% 13% 14% 15% 14% 13%
| nappropriate 22% 21% 19% 22% 18% 25%
DK/HS 2% 3% 10% 14% 3% 4%
Total 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Base 377 606 519 234 822 462

Summary Table of Cross-tabulations 16 (Cond.)

[Q21] Do you think the current classification standard used by the OAT, i.e. articles that are neither obscene
nor indecent and suitable for all persons as Class I; articles that are indecent and unsuitable for persons of age
below 18 as Class |1; articles that are obscene and unsuitable for persons of all ages as Class 111, is appropriate
or not?

Occupation Knowledge level
White Blue Less Fairly More
collas  collars  Sudents  Others .\ jedgeanle  knowledgesble  knowledgeable
Appropriate 61% 64% 67% 57% 49% 61% 66%
Half-half 14% 13% 10% 15% 12% 14% 12%
Inappropriate 23% 20% 21% 19% 31% 20% 17%
DK/HS 3% 3% 2% 9% 8% 4% 5%
Total  100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Base 643 157 157 554 230 1,026 273
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Summary Table of Cross-tabulations 17
[Q23] Overall speaking, do you wish that the penalties for breaching the COIAO should be more severe or
more lenient than now?

Gender Age Education attainment

m p— S

- > o} %‘ e}
g T 8 8 | g§F 2 g3

a o =
More severe than now 64% 83% 2% 75% 78% 81% 78% 66%
The current penalties are appropriate ~ 20% 11% 19% 17% 11% 8% 14% 22%
More lenient than now 11% 3% 8% % 6% 5% 6% 9%
DK/HS 4% 3% 2% 2% 5% 5% 3% 3%

Total 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%  100%  100%  100%
Base 712 816 376 605 520 235 821 460

Summary Table of Cross-tabulations 17 (Cond.)
[Q23] Overall speaking, do you wish that the penalties for breaching the COIAO should be more severe or
more lenient than now?

Occupation Knowledge level
()]
8 2 g g &
25 3 5 T pBe Z2Pe Lo
=3 ¢ 3 § J3® Fz® =3%
= 3 @ 035 O B L g =3
o g g g
More severe than now 70% 74% 71% 81% 69% 75% 78%
The current penalties are appropriate ~ 18% 13% 20% 11% 18% 15% 13%
More lenient than now 9% 10% 7% 3% 6% 7% 7%
DK/HS 3% 3% 2% 4% % 3% 2%
Total  100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Base 642 156 157 555 230 1,027 271
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Summary Table of Cross-tabulations 18

[Q10] How much do you support or object to these proposals? (i) Expanding the existing panel of
adjudicators from 300 to 500 individuals with [Q9] (Only ask respondents who had heard of OAT) How good
or bad do you think the OAT has done its work?

[Q9]
[Q10] Good Half-half/ average Poor
Support 52% 47% 47%
Half-half/neutral 13% 23% 16%
Object 35% 30% 37%
Total 100% 100% 100%
Base 116 619 437

Note: Since at least one cell in one of the cross-tabulations with the two questions have expected cell counts less
than 5, which may affect the Chi-sguare results, the “don’t know/hard to say” respondents in both the questions
were excluded. This summary table shows the analyses results with the “don’t know/hard to say” respondents
excluded.

Summary Table of Cross-tabulations 19

[Q11] How much do you support or object to these proposals? (ii) Drawing adjudicators from the list of
jurors (a pool of 570,000 jurors) instead of the list of adjudicators (a pool of 300 adjudicators) for each
tribunal hearing with [Q9] (Only ask respondents who had heard of OAT) How good or bad do you think the
OAT has done its work?

[Q9]
[Q11] Good Half-half/ average Poor
Support 56% 61% 73%
Half-half/neutral 9% 16% 9%
Object 35% 23% 18%
Total 100% 100% 100%
Base 117 613 437

Note: Since at least one cell in one of the cross-tabulations has expected cell counts less than 5, which may affect
the Chi-square results, the “don’'t know/hard to say” respondents were excluded. This summary table shows the
analyzed results with the “don’t know/hard to say” respondents excluded.




Public Opinion Programme, HKU Public Opinion survey for the Review of the COIAO

Summary Table of Cross-tabulations 20

[Q12] How much do you support or object to these proposals? (iii) Prescribing in the legislation that each
tribunal hearing should consist of adjudicators from specified sectors, e.g. education, social welfare, etc. with
[Q9] (Only ask respondents who had heard of OAT) How good or bad do you think the OAT has done its
work?

[Q9]
[Q12] Good Half-half/ average Poor
Support 89% 81% 77%
Half-half/neutral 3% 9% 8%
Object 8% 9% 15%
Total 100% 100% 100%
Base 118 640 448

Note: Since at least one cell in one of the cross-tabulations has expected cell counts less than 5, which may affect
the Chi-square results, the “don’'t know/hard to say” respondents were excluded. This summary table shows the
analyzed results with the “don’t know/hard to say” respondents excluded.

Summary Table of Cross-tabulations 21

[Q15] How much do you support or object to these proposals? (vi) Abolishing the OAT and having the
articles classified by a magistrate with [Q9] (Only ask respondents who had heard of OAT) How good or bad
do you think the OAT has done its work?

[Q9]
[Q15] Good Half-half/ average Poor
Support 34% 40% 48%
Half-half/neutral 6% 16% 12%
Object 60% 45% 40%
Total 100% 100% 100%
Base 117 622 446

Note: Since at least one cell in one of the cross-tabulations has expected cell counts less than 5, which may affect
the Chi-square results, the “don’t know/hard to say” respondents were excluded. This summary table shows the
analyzed results with the “don’t know/hard to say” respondents excluded.
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Summary Table of Cross-tabulations 22

[Q16] Do you wish the government regulation of the obscene and indecent articles on the Internet to be
stricter or more lenient than it is now? with [Q18] How many hours on average do you spend on using the
Internet aweek?

[Q18]
14 hours 15-28 29 -42 43 - 56 57-70 71 hours
[Q16]
or less hours hours hours hours or more
Stricter than now 79% 69% 68% 68% 48% 49%
The current regulation is
. 12% 23% 18% 14% 32% 28%
appropriate
More lenient than now 8% 7% 14% 18% 20% 22%
Total 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Base 625 210 122 36 33 13

Note: Since at least one cell in one of the cross-tabulations has expected cell counts less than 5, which may affect
the Chi-square results, the “don’t know/hard to say” respondents were excluded. This summary table shows the
analyzed results with the “don’t know/hard to say” respondents excluded.

Summary Table of Cross-tabulations 23

[Q20] (Excluding non-Internet users) Do you have the habit of using computer filtering software? with
[Q19] (Excluding non-Internet users) How much are you concerned about the online publication of articles
deemed unsuitable for persons below 18 years old to view by the law?

[Q19]
[Q20] Concerned Half-half Not concerned
Yes 29% 18% 13%
No 71% 82% 87%
Totd 100% 100% 100%
Base 511 266 277

Note: Since at least one cell in one of the cross-tabulations has expected cell counts less than 5, which may affect
the Chi-square results, the “don’'t know/hard to say” respondents were excluded. This summary table shows the
analyzed results with the “don’t know/hard to say” respondents excluded.
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Appendix IV
Demographics of the Respondents
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Demographic profile of respondents

To ensure representativeness of the findings, the raw data collected have been adjusted
according to provisional figures obtained from the Census and Statistics Department
regarding the gender-age distribution of the Hong Kong population in mid-year 2008. All
analysesin this report are based on the weighted sample.

Table 33 Gender
Raw sample Weighted sample
Frequency Percentage Frequency Percentage
Mae 673 44.0% 713 46.6%
Female 858 56.0% 818 53.4%
Total 1,531 100.0% 1,531 100.0%
Table 34 Age
Raw sample Weighted sample
Frequency Percentage Frequency Percentage
15-20 178 11.8% 129 8.6%
21-30 275 18.3% 247 16.5%
31-40 270 18.0% 282 18.7%
41 -50 390 25.9% 324 21.6%
51-60 249 16.6% 246 16.4%
61 or above 141 9.4% 274 18.3%
Total 1,503 100.0% 1,503 100.0%
Missing 28 28
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Table 35 Education attainment

Raw sample Weighted sample
Frequency Percentage Frequency Percentage
Primary or below 175 11.5% 235 15.5%
Secondary 858 56.5% 822 54.1%
Tertiary or above 486 32.0% 462 30.4%
Total 1,519 100.0% 1,519 100.0%
Missing 12 12
Table 36 Occupation
Raw sample Weighted sample
Frequency Percentage Frequency Percentage
Executives and professionals 351 23.2% 334 22.1%
Clerical and services workers 329 21.8% 308 20.4%
Production workers 151 10.0% 157 10.4%
Students 205 13.6% 157 10.4%
Housewives 257 17.0% 244 16.1%
Others 218 14.4% 311 20.6%
Totd 1511 100.0% 1511 100.0%
Missing 20 20
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Appendix V
Questionnaire [Bilingual]
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Part | Introduction

Good evening, sirfmadam, this is Mr/Ms X, an interviewer from the Public Opinion
Programme of the University of Hong Kong. We are now conducting a survey jointly with the
Television and Entertainment Licensing Authority (TELA) and would like to ask for your
opinion on the Control of Obscene and Indecent Articles Ordinance (COIAO) which would
only take you a couple of minutes. Please rest assured that your phone number is randomly
selected by our computer and your information provided will be kept strictly confidential.
Please note that two questions in this survey questionnaire will contain sex and violence
related description, please tell meif you feel uneasy or embarrassed, you don’'t have to answer
such questions. To ensure the accuracy of the data collected, the following interview will be
recorded, but only for internal reference and the recording will be destroyed in a short period
of time. Isit okay?

Yes
No (Terminate interview)

Part 2 Selection of respondents

[S1] Is there any Hong Kong citizen in your household of age 15 or above? Since we
need to conduct random sampling, if there is more than one available, | would like to speak to
the one who will have his / her birthday next. [If there is no target respondents in the
household, terminate the interview, thank respondent’ s cooperation.]

Yes—15-17 years old, obtain parental/guardian consent

Yes— 18 years old or above (Skip [S2], start the interview)

No (Terminate the interview, thank the respondent’s cooperation, bye-bye)

Refuse to answer (Terminate the interview, thank the respondent’s cooperation, bye-bye)

[S2] Then may | speak to your parent or guardian?
[Ask parent/guardian] Would you let your son/daughter to participate in this opinion
survey for the review of the COIAO, as part of the public consultation
underway? ..... Please rest assured that your phone number is randomly selected by
our computer and your information provided will be analyzed collectively and the
findings will be released to the public in future. Isit okay?

Yes — Start the interview
No (Terminate the interview)
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Part 3 Main guestions

[Interviewer to read out: The government is currently reviewing the operation of the
Control of Obscene and Indecent Articles Ordinance (COIAQO), and a public
consultation on the review is underway. The following questions are related to this
review. “Articles’ under the COIAO refer to general articles, such as newspapers,
magazine etc., but not including works of art nor articles with scientific and academic
value]

[Q1] As far as you know, those articles classified as “obscene” can be published or sold
to which of the following groups of persons to view? [Interviewer read out options
1-3]

Can be published or sold to persons of age 18 or above only
Are prohibited from publication to all ages

Can be published or sold to al ages

Don’t know/hard to say

Refuse to answer

[Q2] As far as you know, those articles classified as “indecent” can be published or sold
to which of the following groups of persons to view? [Interviewer read out options
1-3]

Can be published or sold to persons of age 18 or above only
Cannot be published or sold to any person

Can be published or sold to all ages

Don’t know/hard to say

Refuse to answer

[Q3] As far as you know, which of the following is/are subject to regulation by the
COIAOQ: films for public exhibition, television and radio broadcast? [Interviewer
read out options 1-3, multiple answers allowed]

Films for public exhibition
Television broadcast
Radio broadcast

None of the above

Don’t know/hard to say
Refuse to answer

63



Public Opinion Programme, HKU Public Opinion survey for the Review of the COIAO

[Q4] Do you think there is a need to regulate all published articles by law in Hong Kong?

Yes

No

Don’t know/hard to say
Refuse to answer

[Interviewer to read out: the following two questions involved some sex- and
violence-related descriptions, which may make you feel uneasy or embarrassed, please
tell me if you do not want to answer such questions and you do not have to answer
them.]

[Q5] Which of the following photographs or pictures related to sex do you think is/are
not suitable for persons below 18 years old to view? [Interviewer read out options
1-4, order to be randomized by the computer, multiple answers allowed]

With female revealing her breast(s)

With male(s) and female(s) revealing their genitals

With description of sexual intercourse, reveaing the contact of male and female
genitals

With description of other types of sex, such as bestiality, necrophilia, etc.

All of the above are suitable for persons below 18 years old to view

Don’'t know/hard to say/no comments

Refuse to answer

[Q6] Which of the following photographs or pictures related to violence do you think
is/are not suitable for persons below 18 years old to view? [Interviewer read out
options 1-4, order to be randomized by the computer, multiple answers alowed)]

Photographs/pi ctures displaying many bruises on a human body
Photographs/pictures with large space in displaying blood coming out from human
body

Photographs/pi ctures displaying a human’s head separated from body
Photographs/pi ctures displaying a human’s internal organs being exposed

All of the above are suitable for persons below 18 years old to view

Don’'t know/hard to say/no comments

Refuse to answer
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[Q7]

[Q8]

[Q9]

Which of the above mentioned photographs or pictures do you think should be
prohibited from publication to all ages? [If needed, interviewer can read out options
1-4 in the above two questions, multiple answers allowed]

With female revealing her breast(s)

With male(s) and female(s) revealing their genitals

With description of sexual intercourse, reveaing the contact of male and female
genitals

With description of other types of sex, such as bestiality, necrophilia, etc.
Photographs/pi ctures displaying many bruises on a human body
Photographs/pictures with large space in displaying blood coming out from human
body

Photographs/pi ctures displaying a human's head separated from body
Photographs/pi ctures displaying a human’s internal organs being exposed

All of the above should not be prohibited from publication to al ages

Others (Please specify: )

Don’'t know/hard to say/no comments

Refuse to answer

Have you ever heard of the Obscene Articles Tribunal (OAT)?

Yes

No (skip to Q10)

Don’'t know/hard to say
Refuse to answer

(Only ask respondents who had heard of OAT) How good or bad do you think the
OAT has done its work? [Interviewer to probe intensity of opinion]

Very good

Quite good
Half-half/average
Quite poor

Very poor

Don’t know/hard to say
Refuse to answer
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[Interviewer to read out: Under the existing adjudication system, OAT isajudicial body,
which comprises a presiding magistrate and two members of the public appointed by the
Chief Justice to serve as adjudicators. Currently there is a pool of 300 adjudicators
serving the OAT ]

[Q10]  Now, I am now going to read out a number of improvement proposals related to the
adjudication system. Please tell me, how much do you support or object to these
proposals? [Interviewer to probe intensity of opinion]

(i) Expanding the existing panel of adjudicators from 300 to 500 individuals

Very much support

Somewhat support

Half-half/neutral/alittle support and a little object
Somewhat object

Very much object

Don’t know/hard to say

Refuse to answer

[Q11]  (ii) Drawing adjudicators from the list of jurors (a pool of 570,000 jurors) instead
of thelist of adjudicators (apool of 300 adjudicators) for each tribunal hearing

Very much support

Somewhat support

Half-half/neutral/alittle support and a little object
Somewhat object

Very much object

Don’t know/hard to say

Refuse to answer

[Q12]  (iii) Prescribing in the legislation that each tribunal hearing should consist of
adjudicators from specified sectors, e.g. education, social welfare, etc.

Very much support

Somewhat support

Half-half/neutral/alittle support and a little object
Somewhat object

Very much object

Don’t know/hard to say

Refuse to answer
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[Q13]  (iv) Increasing the number of adjudicators in each hearing, i.e. from 2 to 4 persons
for interim hearings and from 4 to 6 persons for full hearings

Very much support

Somewhat support

Half-half/neutral/alittle support and a little object
Somewhat object

Very much object

Don’t know/hard to say

Refuse to answer

[Q14] (v) Establishing an independent classification board for making interim
classifications on articles, while the existing OAT will remain as a judicial body to
consider appeals against the classification decisions of the board

Very much support

Somewhat support

Half-half/neutral/alittle support and a little object
Somewhat object

Very much object

Don’t know/hard to say

Refuse to answer

[Q15]  (vi) Abolishing the OAT and having the articles classified by a magistrate

Very much support

Somewhat support

Half-half/neutral/alittle support and a little object
Somewhat object

Very much object

Don’'t know/hard to say

Refuse to answer
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[Interviewer to read out: Under the existing arrangement, TELA will refer cases of
obscene Internet content to the Police, while for indecent articles on the Internet, TELA
will ask the webmaster to add the required statutory warning, or to remove or block
access to the indecent articles. Websites using over sea servers are not subject to the laws
of Hong Kong.]

[Q16]

[Q17]

[Q18]

Do you wish the government regulation of the obscene and indecent articles on the
Internet to be stricter or more lenient than it is now? [Interviewer to probe intensity
of opinion]

Much stricter than now

Somewhat stricter than now

The current regulation is appropriate (skip to Q18)
Somewhat more lenient than now (skip to Q18)
Much more lenient than now (skip to Q18)

Don’'t know/hard to say

Refuse to answer

(Only ask respondents who opted for “stricter than now”) Then how do you think
the regulation could be enhanced? [Do not read out answers, multiple answers
allowed, interviewer to probe by asking “anything else?’]

Improving the existing regul ation system

Raising the penalty

Promoting the usage of computer filtering service
Verifying the age of Internet users

Others (Please specify: )

Don’'t know/hard to say

Refuse to answer

How many hours on average do you spend on using the Internet a week? Please
consider al forms of usage (e.g. e-mailing, browsing websites)

___ bhours per week

Do not use Internet (skip to Q21)
Don’t know/hard to say

Refuse to answer
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[Q19]

[Q20]

(Only ask Internet users) How much are you concerned about the online publication
of articles deemed unsuitable for persons below 18 years old to view by the law?
[Interviewer to probe intensity of opinion]

Very much concerned
Somewhat concerned
Half-half

Not quite concerned
Not concerned at al
Don’t know/hard to say
Refuse to answer

(Only ask Internet users) Do you have the habit of using computer filtering software,
e.g. CyberPatrol, Family Safety (OneCare), etc.? [If the respondent says “no”,
interview to ask “Why not?’. Do not read out answers, multiple answers allowed]

Yes

No, as no knowledge of these software

No, as too expensive

No, as the results not ideal

No, as the software affect the computer performance
No, aslack of technical skillsto operate

No, asto avoid the fuss

No, asthereis no such need

No, with other reasons (Please specify: )
Don’'t know/hard to say

Refuse to answer
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[Q21]

[Q22]

[Q23]

Do you think the current classification standard used by the OAT, i.e. articles that
are neither obscene nor indecent and suitable for all persons as Class I; articles that
are indecent and unsuitable for persons of age below 18 as Class II; articles that are
obscene and unsuitable for persons of all ages as Class I, is appropriate or not?
[Interviewer to probe intensity of opinion]

Very appropriate

Somewhat appropriate

Half-half

Somewhat inappropriate/not quite appropriate
Very inappropriate/not appropriate at all

Don’t know/hard to say

Refuse to answer

TELA has practical need to focus its resources to handle certain articles first. Please
use a scale of 1 — 5 to indicate how you think the articles should be prioritized, 1
means first priority. [Interviewer to read out items 1-5, order to be randomized by
computer]

L ocal newspapers

L ocal magazines

Comic books

DVDs/VCDs

Electronic game products, including computer games
Don’'t know/hard to say/no comments

Refuse to answer

Overall speaking, do you wish that the penalties for breaching the COIAO should
be more severe or more lenient than now?

Much more severe than now
Somewhat more severe than now
The current penalties are appropriate
Somewhat more lenient than now
Much more lenient than now

Don’'t know/hard to say

Refuse to answer
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[Q24]  Through what channels would you like that government to publicize and educate
the public about the COIAO in future? [Do not read out answers, multiple answers
allowed]

Television advertisements/programmes
Radio advertisements/programmes
Posters/pamphl ets

Community activities

School talks

Newspapers/magazines

Internet

Others (Please specify: )
Don’t know/hard to say/no comments
Refuse to answer
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Part 4 Demographics

We would like to ask you some personal information for further analyses. Please rest assured
that your information provided will be kept strictly confidential.

[DM1] Gender

Mae
Female

[DM2a] Age
Exact age
Refuse to answer

[DM2b] [For those who do not want to tell their exact age] Ageinterval (Interviewer can read
out the intervals)

15-20

21-30

31-40

41-50

51-60

61 years old or above
Refuse to answer

[DM3] Education Attainment

Primary or below

Secondary

Matricul ated

Tertiary, non-degree course
Tertiary, degree course or above
Refuse to answer
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[DM4]  Occupation

Managers and executives

Professionals

Associate professionals

Clerks

Service workers and shop sales workers
Skilled agricultural and fishery workers
Craft and related workers

Plant and machine operators and assemblers
Non-skilled workers

Students

Housewives

Cannot be classified

Others (including unemployed, retired and other non-working respondents)
Others (Please specify: )
Refuse to answer

Thank you for your time. If you have any questions regarding this interview, you can call
XXXX-XXXX to talk to our supervisor Ms XX, or the Human Research Ethics Committee for
Non-Clinical Faculties of the University of Hong Kong at XXXX-XXX during office hours to
verify thisinterview's authenticity and confirm my identity. Good-bye!
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