INDEPENDENT ANALYSIS REPORT

SUBMITTED TO

COUNCIL FOR SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT

Independent Analysis and Reporting Services for
the Public Engagement on
Long-term Decarbonisation Strategy

Submitted by
Social Sciences Research Centre
The University of Hong Kong

November 9th, 2020



Table of Contents

EXECULIVE SUMIMATY .......oiiiiiiieiitiie ittt bbbttt e e e b e bt bt nbe bt e ne e e e b e 4
Al PPOCESS ..ttt st 4
B.  Quantitative analysis SUMMQIY.............c..ccecvuuieeeiereesieeeeeseeeeetsaeessteeeessssaeeissaaesssssasssssesesssees 4
C.  QuAlitative analysis SUMIMQIY ............cccueeeeeieieeiieeeesiieeeeeeseesetaeesitesaeastsseesssaaesisssaessssssessses 6
L 0 £ XY =1 K L3P 10
E.  Areas showing significantly different 0pinions................cccueeeevveeeeiieeeesiieeeeccieeescieeeeesiiaeens 10

Chapter 1 INTrOAUCTION .........oiiiiiie ettt 11
Y R > To Tol (o [ YV 1 Lo USSR 11
1.2 RESEAICH TOOM ...ttt ettt st sttt et et enaeenae s 11
1.3 PUDIIC INtEIACHION PRASE......c..eoeeeneeeieeeeeeeeee ettt sttt 11
1.4 Types Of FEeADACK RECEIVEM ............occeccueeeeeiiieeeeeeeeeeeesteeeetee et taae e e aaeeesaaaessaaaaesisaaeeanes 11
1.5 ANQIYSIS Of FEOADACK ........ooeeeveeeeeee ettt e st e et e et e e et s e e etaa e e s raaaestasaeeanes 11

Chapter 2 Quantitative Analysis of the Feedback FOrmS ..........c.ccociiiiininiiiiecieee 13
2.1 QUANTIEY Of VICFS...uveeeeee ettt ettt ettt e e et e e et e e et e e ettt s e s aassaaeaassaasastasesssssaasasssnann 13
BV o L YA [ole | e g Lo 1V SRS 13
B N D T2 [0 1o e ALY O SRS 14
2.4 Background INfOrMQLION ..............ceeeeueeeeeieeeeieeeeeceee et e s tte e e ettt e e et a e e ssaa e e sasesssssseesssseas 14
2.5 Support for gradually phasing out fossil fUel ...............cccueieeeveeeeciiieeiiiie e eeciee e e 15
2.6 Long-term fuel mix CONSIAEIALIONS..............eeeecveeeeeiieeecieeeeeee e e st e eecte e e s cae e e s stseaeesreaeeaseas 16
2.7 Support for decarboniSation MEASUIES .............c.ceeeecuueeeeiereesiieeeesseeeeiiresesiisseessisesesssssessasnes 17
2.8 Organisation/company measures to reduce @MiSSIONS .........cc..ccveeeveevrveeiresieeeeieeesieseieenns 18
2.9 Individual measures to reduce eMISSIONS .............cccuevueecueeieriesieeeie sttt 22
2.10 Need for Government to do more on building energy efficiency.............cccoceeevvuveeecvveennnnn. 24
2.11 DemographiC DreAKAOWNS..............cccueeeeeieeeeceeeeeeeeeettee e etee e et tte e e st a e e st a e e s teeaeatsaaesaneeas 24

Chapter 3 QUAlItatiVe ANALYSIS. .......oiiiiiiee bbb e 25
3.1 Introduction to QUAIIEALIVE QNAIYSIS.........c.c.eeeeeieeeeecieeeeeeee e s e et e e cea et eeesrea e 25

3.2 Carbon reduction target fOr 2050 ...............uueuiueeeecireeeeeiieeeesiieeeesceeeeecsaeesiaaaesstasaeesaraaesases 27



3.3 Transition towards a low-carbon lifestyle and SoCiety.............ccceceevceevveencivescieesiiesieeee 29
3.4 REAUCING @NEIGY USE ...ttt ettt ettt ste e sane e s teenaeeeanes 38
3.5 LOW-CAIrDON LrANSPOIL ...ttt ettt ettt e st et esneenane 59
3.6 Other strategies listed in the PE dOCUMENT..........ccccuveeeceeeeeiiieeeiiieeeciiaescieeeesieaessiia e s 66
3.7 Other strategies not listed in the PE dOCUMENT.............coeeveemvieineieniiesieesie e 70
3.8 Feedback on the public @NgaGeMENt ...........ccc.eovueeeeeeniiesieesie ettt 73
Chapter 4 CONCIUSION .......oviiiiieie bbb b a bt nn 77
.1 PIOCESS ..ooeeeeeeeeeeeeeee ettt bbbttt bbbttt bbbttt bttt a et et aenenenenes 77
4.2 Quantitative analysis SUMIMQIY..........ccceeivueereueeniiesieesiee et ettt et ste st esteesateesieeesaee e 77
4.3 Qualitative aNAlYSIS SUMMQIY .......ccccvueeeeeiieeeiiieeeseeeeetee e ceeeesteeestta e s sstaeesteaessseaessseeas 79
B CONSEINSUS..c..uiieeeeeeseieieee e e e ettt e e e e ettt e e e e sttt e e e e e ss st teseaaessssstteaaeesssasssteaeassssssstnanessnnas 83
4.5 Areas showing significantly different 0Opinions................cccccouveeveueenieeseeeesiiesieeee e 83
Annex A List of regional forums (PF)........cccooiiiiiiiieie e 84
Annex B List of public consultative platforms (PCP) ........ccccccooviiviviicieicne e 85
AnNNeX C  List of BriefingSs (EV) ...oc ittt 86
Annex D List of written submissions from organisations or companies (WSC) ................. 89
Annex E List of written submissions from individuals (WSI)........cccccoevvnivininvivicncieien, 92
Annex F List of comments expressed on media coverage (M) ......cccccevvvivvivinnenecivenieniens 110
Annex G List of comments expressed on internet and social media (IM)........c..cccocevvenee. 113
Annex H List of 0pinion SUNVEYS (OS).....cccciviirieiieieiece s se s sie s sna e 139
ANNeX | LiSt Of PELItIONS (P) uvivvieeece et 139
Annex J  Views collection FOrm (VCF).......cciiiiiieeice s 140

ANNeX K CodiNg FrameEWOIK.........ccvcieiiieieiisese ettt a e et enae e s 146



Executive Summary

A. Process

The Council for Sustainable Development (SDC) undertook a public engagement (PE) entitled
“Long-term Decarbonisation Strategy”. The Social Sciences Research Centre of The University
of Hong Kong (SSRC-HKU), was appointed to collect, compile, analyse and report views of
various stakeholder groups, including those of the general public, expressed during the PE.
During the PE, there were 5 regional fora, 9 public consultative platforms and 51
conferences/round tables/seminars/briefings. The public interaction phase of the PE started on
14" June 2019, with all feedback collected by the closing date of 20" September 2019 included
in the analysis.

The HKU-SSRC assisted the SDC in designing a bilingual Views Collection Form (VCF)
simple enough to be understood by anyone with secondary education. It was available online
as well as through the PE events to facilitate wide distribution in the community. In addition,
written submissions and feedback via online fora, print media and public events were collected.
Feedback provided using the VCF (other than open-ended comments) was processed and
analysed using quantitative methods. All feedback other than the closed-ended questions in
the VCFs has been analysed using qualitative analysis, based on a framework that was
developed by the HKU-SSRC to reflect all the issues covered in the PE document, and then
extended to cover all the other relevant issues raised in the qualitative materials collected during
the PE.

The quantitative analysis provides a more precise picture of the public feedback for topics
where a specific closed-ended question was asked, based on the more than 70,000 VCFs from
individuals and organisation/company representatives, while the qualitative analysis provides
a broader, but less precise picture including aspects not covered in the closed-ended questions.
It is also important to note that the VCFs are not a random sample of the population, so
statistical tests, which assume random samples, are not appropriate and we cannot project the
views expressed to the population.

B. Quantitative analysis summary

Overall:

A total of 71,812 VVCFs were received as of 20" September 2019 and subsequently processed,
including 3,037 paper forms and 68,775 forms received through the dedicated website, after
excluding duplicate online VCFs. Of these VCFs, 3,188 were processed as from organisations,
1,949 from companies and 66,675 from individuals. Of the 3,188 Organisations that stated
their type, 27.5% were Professional bodies — Engineering, 16.4% were Public Organisations,
15% were Professional bodies — Building construction and 11.3% were Professional bodies —
Others. Of the 1,949 Companies that stated their type, 43.4% were commercial tenants and
10.3% were real estate developers, while 35% were other types. Of the 66,618 individuals
who reported their age group, 52.4% were aged 31-60, and 40.7% were aged 18-30. Of the
66,165 individuals who reported their property ownership status, only 14.9% stated that they
owned property.



Energy:

Support for gradually phasing out fossil fuel ranged from 54.6% versus 20.4% (Yes versus No)
for Individuals (ratio of 2.7 to 1) down to 46.6% versus 28.6% for Commercial (ratio of 1.6 to
1), indicating clear support across roles. Reliability, and Security and Availability both have
around 30% rating them as most important in all three groups, with about 25% rating
Affordability most important in all three groups and about 15% rating Environmental
Performance most important. However, when we examine those rating the considerations 1%
or 2" in importance, around 70% rate Security and Availability as the most or 2" most
important in all 3 groups, followed by around 60% for Reliability, 40% for Affordability and
30% for Environmental Performance.

Measures:

Support for the deep decarbonisation measures was not very strong with only 10-15% of the
three groups of respondents stating that they support the measures. As regards which measure
to prioritise, adopting a low-carbon lifestyle is the clear leader with 55-64% support across the
three groups, followed by intensifying energy saving efforts with 25-31% support, with close
regional cooperation only receiving 8-12% support.

Organisations and companies:

Over 80% of both organisations and companies reported it was likely or very likely that they
would formulate or tighten up green procurement policy and provide relevant training to staff.
Over 90% of both organisations and companies reported it was likely or very likely that they
would purchase energy-efficient office appliances. Over 80% of both organisations and
companies reported it was likely or very likely that they would participate in the Energy Saving
Charter to practise measures such as maintaining temperatures of 24-26°C in summer. Over
80% of both organisations and companies reported it was likely or very likely that they would
retrofit office premises to improve energy efficiency. Over 70% of both organisations and
companies reported it was likely or very likely that they would participate in the Government
4T Charter. Over 70% of both organisations and companies reported it was likely or very
likely that they would carry out energy carbon audits. Over 75% of both organisations and
companies reported it was likely or very likely that they would reduce flights through
teleconferencing or using emails. Over 65% of both organisations and companies reported it
was likely or very likely that they would use new energy company vehicles. Over 85% of both
organisations and companies reported it was likely or very likely that they would formulate
waste reduction and recycling policies. 32% of both organisations and companies stated that
the government needs to do more to promote building energy efficiency.

Individuals:

Most clothing/waste/food measures are very popular with individuals, with nearly all (over
97%) stating that it was likely or very likely that they would adopt to avoid purchasing excess
food and over 90% reporting that it was likely or very likely that they would buy fewer clothes,
buy products with minimal packaging, support waste reduction at source and bring their own
bottle. The least supported measures, namely buy local food and eat less meat, still had over
80% reporting that it was likely or very likely that they would adopt these measures. Most
energy measures are very popular with individuals, with nearly all (over 95%) stating that it
was likely or very likely that they would adopt energy efficient appliances, turn appliances off
instead of leaving them on standby, turn off lights, and only do full loads of laundry. Over
90% reported it was likely or very likely that they would control aircon temperatures and use
less shower water, while for using natural ventilation the proportion was over 85%. Public
transport and walking received strong support with over 95% and 90% of individual



respondents respectively reporting that it was likely or very likely that they would adopt these
measures. For local instead of international recreation and use of the Low Carbon Living
Calculator, there were only 74% and 59% of individual respondents respectively reporting that
it was likely or very likely that they would adopt these measures. 36% of respondents stated
that the government needs to do more to promote building energy efficiency.

C. Qualitative analysis summary

Overall:

HKU-SSRC coded all the open-ended responses in the 71,812 VVCFs, as well as all submissions
received through other channels by the end of the public interaction phase. For written
submissions which were identical or from the same template, we classified them into petitions.
We thus ended up with four petitions in total. Of the 301,486 views expressed, 191,682
(63.6%) came through the VCF and 98,733 (32.7%) came through petitions. Of the 301,486
views, 120,460 related to further decarbonising electricity generation (majority through VCF),
61,737 related to reducing energy use (majority through petitions), 44,440 related to other
carbon-reduction strategies not mentioned in the PE document, 28,182 related to low-carbon
transport, 27,787 related to carbon reduction target, 12,227 related to other carbon-reduction
strategies in the PE document, 6,162 related to transition towards a low-carbon lifestyle, with
491 about the PE.

Carbon reduction targets:

Most of the 27,787 views about carbon-reduction targets were in general support for action to
reduce carbon emissions in order to limit global average temperature rise without further stance
on specific reduction target, with some supporting net zero emissions by 2050 in order to limit
the global average rise to 1.5°C. Others supported short-term and long-term targets or wanted
faster targets.

Low-carbon lifestyle:

Of the 6,162 views about transition towards a low-carbon lifestyle and society, about half were
about a low-carbon lifestyle, a quarter about reducing carbon emissions in companies or
organisations, some about government’s role in reduction of individual carbon footprint and
some about government’s role in reduction of company or organisation footprint. Of the views
about low-carbon lifestyle, some were general support for this, some were about specific waste
reduction suggestions, some support changes in eating habits, reducing carbon footprint
through clothing and associated waste and setting individual carbon reduction targets. Of the
specific suggestions, some support waste reduction at source and clean recycling, using less
paper, shopping wisely, second-hand items, using fewer plastic bags, using reusable containers
when shopping, buying products with minimal packaging and avoiding disposable items. Of
the views about changes in eating habits, some were general support, some support eating more
fruit and vegetables and less meat, avoiding disposable utensils, not ordering more food than
needed, buying local food, avoiding plastic bottled drinks and bring your own bottle. Of the
views about clothing and waste, some support buying second-hand clothing and buying less
clothing. Of the positive views about reducing carbon emissions in companies or
organisations, some were about general support for reductions, some support reduced
packaging in products, green procurement, industrial upgrading to lower carbon footprint,
manufacturers to provide effective recycling pathways, minimising food waste through not
over-ordering and labelling systems. Of the views about reduced packaging, some were about
general support, some support reduced packaging in retail and reusable containers. There were



also views in favour of setting carbon reduction targets for companies or organisations. Of the
views about government’s role in reducing individual carbon footprint, some support
government incentives, some support government mandates or punitive measures. Of the
views about government’s role in reducing company or organisation carbon footprint, some
supported government incentives and government regulation to ensure companies and
organisations achieve the targets.

Reducing energy use:

Of the 61,737 views about reducing energy use, some were about promoting building efficiency
and energy saving, some were about government’s role in reducing energy usage of companies
or organisations (majority through petitions), some support increasing energy efficiency and
conservation in companies or organisations (majority through petitions), some support energy
saving by individuals (majority through petitions), some were about government’s role in
increasing energy saving by individuals (majority through petitions) and some support setting
energy saving targets. Of the views about promoting building efficiency and energy saving,
some views expressed general support for promoting energy savings, the majority were about
all buildings (majority through petitions), some were specifically about new or renovated
buildings, some were about existing buildings, and some were about setting targets. Of the
views about all buildings, some support reducing aircon use (majority through petitions),
reducing lighting, energy efficient appliances, green building support, incentives for energy
saving projects, greening in buildings, tightening statutory efficiency standards, innovation,
reducing water usage, setting carbon emissions caps, using smart meters and labelling schemes.
Of the views specifically about new or renovated buildings, some were about general support,
some support energy-smart designs in general, passive energy saving, installation of smart
appliances, district cooling or heating and heat pumps or other multi-generation systems. Of
the views about existing buildings, some expressed general support, some support retrofitting,
energy saving in existing buildings, energy audits, retro-commissioning and carbon audits. Of
the views about setting targets, some support tightening regulations to cover all, wider
implementation of energy saving retrofitting and retro-commissioning for existing buildings,
mandating all large existing buildings to implement energy saving retrofitting and retro-
commissioning, all new or renovated buildings be zero emissions and a wider implementation
for zero emissions. Of the views about government’s role in reducing energy usage of
companies or organisations (majority through petitions), some support government setting
regulatory requirements (majority through petitions), some support government incentives
(majority through petitions), some support government taking the lead (majority through
petitions), some support government promotion of energy saving practices. Of the views about
increasing energy efficiency and conservation in companies or organisations (majority through
petitions), some express general support, some (majority through petitions) support the Energy
Saving Charter, some support reduced operating hours to save energy, retro-fitting office
premises, purchase of energy-efficient appliances and support carbon or energy audits. Of the
views about energy saving by individuals (majority through petitions), some (majority through
petitions) support this in general, some support reduced air-conditioning, purchases of energy-
efficient appliances, turning off lights when not in use, turning off power to appliances that use
energy in standby mode and more use of fans or natural ventilation. Of the views about
government’s role in increasing energy saving by individuals (majority through petitions), some
(majority through petitions) support government incentives, while some support government
disincentives or mandates. Of the views about setting energy saving targets, some supported
non-mandatory measures, while some supported mandatory measures.



Further decarbonising electricity generation:

Of the 120,460 views about further decarbonising electricity generation, about 80% were about
reductions by electricity producers, some were about considerations for the long-term
electricity generation strategy (majority through petitions) and some were about government’s
role in reducing carbon emissions by electricity suppliers (majority through petitions). Of the
views about reductions by electricity producers, the majority were negative views on further
reduction, the minority were positive views on further reduction, some were about setting
targets for future reduction. Of the negative views on further reduction, most were negative
about regional cooperation without specific reasons and some specifically reject importing
energy from the Mainland (majority through petitions), of which some do not give a reason.
Some (majority through petitions) reject reduction because of reliability concerns, some
(majority though petitions) specifically reject nuclear energy import from the Mainland, some
(majority through petitions) reject Mainland import as it may not be eco-friendly, some reject
import of renewable energy from Mainland (majority through petitions), some reject import as
they believe there is sufficient local supply, or because they believe it is expensive, or because
they believe it is not safe, or because it lowers the proportion of local supply, some reject import
nuclear energy in general and some reject importing renewable energy in general. Of the
positive views on further reduction, some were general support for carbon reduction, the
majority support local renewable energy of which some support local solar energy in general,
some (majority through petitions) support independent power producers, some support self-
produced solar, local wind energy and local tidal energy, while some support regional
cooperation in general, some support importing renewable energy, importing nuclear energy
and developing hydrogen as an energy carrier. There are also some views supporting changing
the regressive tariff for business (majority through petitions), some views (majority through
petitions) support more use of natural gas, some support incentives from suppliers for energy
saving, emerging technology, increased tariff to encourage saving, converting food waste to
energy, improving the fuel mix and phasing out fossil fuels. Of the views about considerations
for the long-term electricity generation strategy (majority through petitions), some see
reliability as important (majority through petitions), some see environmental performance as
important (majority through petitions), some see safety as important (majority through
petitions), some see affordability as important, some see security as important. Of the views
about government’s role in reducing carbon emissions by electricity suppliers (majority through
petitions), some support competition being allowed for renewable energy (majority through
petitions), some support government incentives to electricity suppliers and government
regulatory requirements on electricity suppliers.

Low-carbon transport:

Of 28,182 views about low-carbon transport in a smart city, the majority expressed positive
support for low-carbon transport, some were about government’s role in promoting low-carbon
transport, some were about setting targets for low-carbon transport, some were negative
responses to low-carbon transport, some noted the high cost of electric vehicles and some
expressed support for reducing the number of vehicles. Of the views supporting low-carbon
transport, some expressed general support, some support phasing out fossil fuel vehicles, low-
carbon travel by individuals, promoting mobility and walkability, better transportation
management, and low-carbon travel by companies or organisations. Of the views supporting
phasing out fossil fuel vehicles, some expressed general support, some support accelerated
adoption of new energy vehicles, increased charging stations, financial incentives for new
energy vehicles, increasing the financial disincentives for fossil fuel vehicles, increased fuel
efficiency for vehicles, restrictions on fossil fuel vehicles in downtown areas, improving
support facilities for new energy vehicles, more information about new energy vehicles and use



of biofuels. Of the views about low-carbon travel by individuals, the majority support using
public transport as far as possible, some support using bicycles more, walking where possible,
using less transport, and minimising outbound travel by using local facilities. Of the views
supporting promotion of mobility and walkability, the majority were supporting a bicycle
friendly infrastructure, some support upgrading infrastructure to improve walkability, and
turning off lifts during off-peak. Of the views supporting better transportation management,
some expressed general support, some support car or bike sharing, and minimising traffic jams.
Of the views supporting low-carbon travel by companies or organisations, some supported
employers supporting work from home, using telecommunication instead of travel, and
changing company vehicles to be new energy vehicles. Of the views about government’s role
in promoting low-carbon transport, the majority were about government incentives, some
supported government taking the lead, and mandatory measures. Of the views about setting
targets for low-carbon transport, the majority support gradual shift to low-carbon transport,
some were about mandatory measures (the majority positive), and some support proactive
transition to low-carbon. Of the negative responses to low-carbon transport, some expressed
general disagreement and the majority were against phasing out of fossil fuel vehicles.

Other strategies listed in the PE document:

Of 12,227 views about other carbon-reduction strategies mentioned in the PE document, some
were about education and publicity, some about better waste management, some about
economics and finance, some positive views about carbon removal measures, some positive
views about learning from international experience and some about collaboration across
sectors. Of the views about education and publicity, the majority were general positive support
for education and publicity about low-carbon emissions, some about strengthening relevant
research, some support launching a media based climate change awareness campaign,
embedding climate change in school curricula, launching a campaign to promote carbon
reduction for all and strengthening the energy saving for all campaign. Of the views about
better waste management, the majority were about better policy, and some were about waste-
to-energy technologies. Of the views about economics and finance, some were general support
for providing economic opportunities and financing mechanism, some support taxation
measures (including concessions), cap-and-trade schemes and green bonds.

Other strategies not listed:

Of the 44,440 comments about other carbon-reduction strategies not mentioned in the PE
document, the majority support local water production/collection, some support restricting
population growth, government taking the lead, better urban planning, limiting infrastructural
development, encouraging local agriculture (majority through petitions), encouraging local
industry (majority through petitions), laws to address carbon reduction targets, reducing land
reclamation, Hong Kong reporting direct to the Inter-governmental Panel on Climate Change
(IPCC) (majority through petitions), Hong Kong joining the Paris Agreement directly (majority
through petitions), not using Mainland products, a dedicated government body to deal with
climate change, reducing large-scale public events, carbon emission labelling for products and
a societal indicator of carbon reduction progress.

Feedback on the process:

Of the 491 views on the PE, some were about whether it was an open, transparent and bottom-
up process, some about the information provided (including a majority of negative views), some
about the engagement channels (the majority about the VCF questions), some about the need
for further consultation or study, some about implementing or launching feasible options and
some about publicity (majority were negative).



D. Consensus

As seen in the summary above, especially for the quantitative analysis, it is notable that there
was strong support for many decarbonisation actions to be taken by government, organisations,
companies and individuals, from those who participated in the PE (too many actions to list in
detail here). The qualitative analysis shows many suggestions from the community about how
to implement decarbonisation effectively and support for greater education and publicity to
back up those measures.

E. Areas showing significantly different opinions

There were two areas where significantly different opinions were reflected in the qualitative
analysis, namely regional cooperation on low-carbon energy generation and phasing out of
fossil fuel vehicles.

For regional cooperation on energy generation, there were considerable public views expressing
resistance to importing low-carbon energy from the Mainland. These views were expressed
in different ways, some of which tapped into anti-Mainland feelings at that time, but also
concerns about the cost and safety of nuclear power generation in the Mainland. There was
also strong support that Hong Kong should be generating renewable energy (solar, wind or
tidal) locally, rather than importing.

There was strong quantitative support for phasing out fossil fuel in general. As regards
phasing out fossil fuel vehicles, while there were many views supporting this, there was also
considerable concern expressed on the grounds that new energy vehicle technology is not yet
mature and hence the phasing out should be gradual.
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Chapter 1 Introduction

1.1 Background

The Council for Sustainable Development (SDC) launched a public engagement (PE) entitled
“Long-term Decarbonisation Strategy”. The Social Sciences Research Centre of The
University of Hong Kong (HKU-SSRC), an analysis and reporting consultant with strong
experience in research and public surveys, was appointed to collect, compile, analyse and report
views of various stakeholder groups, including those of the general public, expressed during
the PE.

1.2 Research Team

The team is led by Professor John Bacon-Shone, with assistance from Ms. Linda Cho,
processing and analysis by Mr. Thomas Lo, Mr. Kelvin Ng, Miss Lee Hiu Ling, Miss Erica
Wong, Miss Katherine Siu, Mr. Dicky Yip, Ms. Procy Li, Mr. Sonny Chan and logistics support
from all the staff of HKU-SSRC.

1.3 Public Interaction Phase

The public interaction phase started on 14" June 2019, with all feedback collected by the
closing date of 20" September 2019 included in the analysis. During this phase, there were 5
regional fora (listed in Annex A, with a total of 19 focus group discussions), 9 public
consultative platforms (listed in Annex B) and 51 conferences/round tables/seminars/briefings
(listed in Annex C).

1.4 Types of Feedback Received

The HKU-SSRC assisted the SDC in designing a bilingual Views Collection Form (VCF). It
was available online as well as through the PE events to facilitate wide distribution in the
community. The form was designed to be simple enough to be understood by anyone with
secondary education. In addition, written submissions, and feedback via online fora and print
media were collected. Lastly, the HKU-SSRC was invited to attend 65 events (please refer to
Annexes A-C) during the PE. These were an important source of feedback by stakeholders
and the general public.

1.5 Analysis of Feedback

The feedback provided using the VCFs (other than open-ended comments) was processed and
analysed using quantitative methods and the results can be found in Chapter 2 with the VCF in
Annex J. All other feedback was analysed using qualitative methods and the results of
analysis can be found in Chapter 3 with the framework in Annex K.

All the collected data in the VCFs (i.e. closed-ended questions) has been tabulated and analysed

using JMP 14 software to provide percentages for the different response options, and where
appropriate, cumulative percentages.
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All the feedback other than the closed-ended questions in the VCFs has been analysed using
qualitative analysis using the NVivo software, based on a framework in Annex K that was
developed by the HKU-SSRC to reflect all the issues covered in the PE document, and then
extended to cover all the other relevant issues raised in the qualitative materials collected during
the public interaction phase.

The quantitative analysis provides a more precise picture of the public feedback for topics
where a specific closed-ended question was asked, based on the more than 70,000 VCFs from
individuals and organisation/company representatives, while the qualitative analysis provides
a broader, but less precise picture including aspects not covered in the closed-ended questions.

12



Chapter 2 Quantitative Analysis of the Feedback Forms

2.1 Quantity of VCFs

A total of 71,812 VCFs were received as on 20" September 2019 and subsequently processed,
including 3,037 paper VCFs and 68,775 VCFs received through the dedicated website, after
excluding duplicate online VCFs (i.e. VCFs with identical data including demographic
variables and open-ended questions from identical IP addresses and received within a 15-
second period and VCFs submitting with “testing” in the open-ended questions and no
responses in the other questions). Of these VCFs, 3,188 were processed as from organisations
(Org), 1,949 from companies (Com) and 66,675 from individuals (Ind).* The SDC states that
every voice counts, so all responses in the VCFs are included unless excluded for the specific
reasons mentioned above.

2.2 Statistical analysis

As noted in Chapter 1, all the closed-ended questions have been tabulated and analysed using
JMP 14 software to provide percentages for the different response options, and where
appropriate, cumulative percentages. The main questions have been cross-tabulated with the
demographic variables. Some percentages might not add up to the total or 100 because of
rounding. The results are based on the responses to each question and those questions without
a valid response are considered missing data and are excluded in the analysis. Therefore, the
number of responses for each question are shown as the Base, under each table.

It is important to note that the VCFs are not a random sample of the population, so statistical
tests, which assume random samples, are not appropriate and we cannot project the views
expressed to the population.

1 For the online VCFs, we excluded 489 as duplicates because identical VCFs were submitted within 15 seconds
from the same IP address or the VCFs were submitted with “testing” in the open-ended questions and no responses
in the other questions. Otherwise, the issues are minor — 15 submissions completed the VCF for individuals, but
also claimed Organisation (Org) or Company (Com) status (so we treat those 15 as individuals), and 2 submissions
completed the VCF for Org or Com, but did not complete the type of Org or the type of Com, so we also exclude
those 2 submissions as we cannot classify them. Hence, we have 63,759 individuals, 3,078 Orgs and 1,938 Com,
yielding a total of 68,775 online submissions for analysis. For the 3,037 paper submissions received, the issues
are more complex as people often did not complete the VCFs in a consistent manner. 110 completed the Org part
and 76 completed the Com part, but 65 completed both, so we analysed them as Org (as this is assumed to be a
more important role than Com), so we have 110 Org and 11 Com. If the paper VVCFs did not complete either Org
or Com, we treated them as Individual, i.e. 2,916 Individual submissions. Hence overall, we have
3,078+110=3,188 Org; 1,938+11=1,949 Com; 63,759+2,916=66,675 Individuals, for a total of 71,812

submissions processed.
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2.3 Design of VCF

The VCF covers both closed-ended questions and open-ended questions, but only the analysis
of responses to closed-ended questions is included in this chapter (please see Chapter 3 for the
analysis of all qualitative data, including the open-ended questions).

2.4 Background Information

Table 2.1 Organisation Type

Organisation Type Count Percentage
Professional bodies - Building construction 477 15.0%
Professional bodies - Transportation 193 6.1%
Professional bodies - Engineering 878 27.5%
Professional bodies - Others 361 11.3%
Public Organisations 522 16.4%
Others 757 23.7%
Base 3,188 100.0%

As seen in Table 2.1, of the 3,188 Organisations that stated their type, 27.5% were Professional
bodies — Engineering, 16.4% were Public Organisations, 15% were Professional bodies —
Building construction and 11.3% were Professional bodies — Others.

Table 2.2 Company Type

Company Type Count Percentage
Real estate - Real estate developers 201 10.3%
Real estate - Property management companies 129 6.6%
Real estate - Brokerage and agencies 90 4.6%
Commercial tenants 846 43.4%
Others 683 35.0%
Base 1,949 100.0%

As seen in Table 2.2, of the 1,949 Companies that stated their type, 43.4% were commercial
tenants and 10.3% were real estate developers, while 35% were other types.
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Table 2.3 Age Group of Individuals

Age Group
Below 18
18-30
31-60
Above 60
Base

Count
2,938
27,084
34,892
1,704
66,618

Percentage
4.4%
40.7%
52.4%
2.6%
100.0%

As seen in Table 2.3, of the 66,618 individuals who reported their age group, 52.4% were aged

31-60, 40.7% were aged 18-30.

Table 2.4 Property Owner or Not

Property Owner
Yes

No

Base

Count

9,830
56,335
66,165

Percentage
14.9%
85.1%

100.0%

As seen in Table 2.4, of the 66,165 individuals who reported their property ownership status,

only 14.9% stated that they owned property.

2.5 Support for gradually phasing out fossil fuel

Table 2.5 Support for gradually phasing out fossil fuel by Role

Support phasing out fossil fuel
Yes

No

No comment

Base

Ind

36,406
54.6%

13,577
20.4%

16,642
25.0%

66,625

Com

909
46.6%

558
28.6%

482
24.7%

1,949

Org
1,617
50.8%

859
27.0%

710
22.3%

3,186

Total

38,932
54.3%

14,994
20.9%

17,834
24.9%

71,760

As seen in Table 2.5, the support for gradually phasing out fossil fuel ranged from 54.6% versus
20.4% (Yes versus No) for Individuals (ratio of 2.7 to 1) down to 46.6% versus 28.6% for

Commercial (ratio of 1.6 to 1), indicating clear support across roles.
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2.6 Long-term fuel mix considerations

Tables 2.6 and 2.7 show the numbers and percentage who rated each of four considerations as
1%t and 1% or 2" in importance respectively. Reliability, and Security and Availability both
have around 30% rating them as most important in all three groups, with about 25% rating
Affordability most important in all three groups and about 15% rating Environmental

Performance most important.

Table 2.6 Most important consideration

Rank 1st in importance Ind
Reliability 12%22%/50
Security and Availability 2312%%/60
Affordability 125345%/40
Environmental Performance 11%51%/%
Ses 65,908

Com

602
30.9%

539
27.7%

510
26.2%

297
15.3%

1,947

Org
994
31.4%

918
29.0%

811
25.6%

460
14.5%

3,168

Total

20,821
29.3%

22,553
31.8%

16,785
23.6%

11,349
16.0%

71,023

However, when we examine the percentage rating the considerations as 1%t or 2" in importance,
it is clear that around 70% rate Security and Availability as most or 2"Y most important in all 3
groups, followed by around 60% for Reliability, 40% for Affordability and 30% for

Environmental Performance.

Table 2.7 Most or 2nd most important consideration

Rank 1st or 2nd in importance Ind
Reliability %%91%/30
Security and Availability ‘;6192%/%)
Affordability 23%17%/?;
Environmental Performance %3%92%/60
Base 65,908

Com
1,165
59.8%

1,368
70.3%

839
43.1%

523
26.9%

1,947

Org
1,930
60.9%

2,183
68.9%

1,334
42.1%

900
28.4%

3,168

Total

42,058
59.2%

50,472
71.1%

28,366
39.9%

21,359
30.1%

71,023

2 In the paper forms, some respondents rated multiple considerations as most important, so the base is the number

of people who responded and the percentages add to more than 100%.
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2.7 Support for decarbonisation measures

As seen in Table 2.8, support for the deep decarbonisation measures including adopting a low-
carbon lifestyle, intensifying energy saving efforts, and increasing the proportion of zero carbon
energy in our fuel mix through closer regional cooperation, etc. was not very strong with only
10-15% of the three groups of respondents stating that they support the measures. As regards
which measure to prioritise, Table 2.9 shows that adopting a low-carbon lifestyle is the clear
leader with 55-64% support across the three groups, followed by intensifying energy saving
efforts with 25-31% support, with close regional cooperation only receiving 8-12% support.

Table 2.8 Support for deep decarbonisation measures

Support Measures Ind Com Org Total

Yes 9,536 213 348 10,097

14.3% 10.9% 10.9% 14.1%

No 55,352 1,712 2,801 59,865

83.1% 87.9% 87.9% 83.5%

No comment 1,695 23 38 1,756

2.5% 1.2% 1.2% 2.4%

Base 66,583 1,948 3,187 71,718
Table 2.9 Which measure to prioritise?

Which measure to prioritise Ind Com Org Total

. . 6,328 137 190 6,655

Adopting a low-carbon lifestyle 624% 64.0% 549%  62.2%

Intensifying energy saving efforts 2,543 >8 ol Il

25.1% 27.1% 30.6% 25.3%

Increasing the proportion of zero carbon energy in 1,082 17 42 1,141

our fuel mix through closer regional cooperation 10.7% 79% 121% 10.7%

Combination® bl b & A

1.9% 0.9% 2.3% 1.9%

Base* 10,144 214 346 10,704

3 Some respondents using paper VCFs selected a combination of measures rather than just one.

4 Some respondents suggested measures to prioritise, despite not answering yes to whether they support the

measures.
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2.8 Organisation/company measures to reduce emissions

As seen in Table 2.10, over 80% of both organisations and companies reported it was likely or
very likely that they would formulate or tighten up green procurement policy and provide
relevant training to staff.

Table 2.10 Likelihood of green procurement

Green procurement Com Org Total
- 516 734 1.250
y likely 40.3% 37.9% 38.8%
. 559 909 1468
y 43.6% 46.9% 45.6%
. 145 184 329
y 11.3% 9.5% 10.2%

. 61 112 173

Very unlikely 4.8% 5.8% 5 4%
Base 1,281 1,939 3,220

As seen in Table 2.11, over 90% of both organisations and companies reported it was likely or
very likely that they would purchase energy-efficient office appliances.

Table 2.11 Likelihood of purchasing energy-efficient appliances

Purchase Energy-efficient Com Org Total
verv likel 756 1,138 1,894
ylkely 59.2% 58.7% 58.9%
Likel 417 651 1,068
y 32.6% 33.6% 33.2%

. 61 83 144
Unlikely 4.8% 4.3% 4.5%
) 44 66 110

Very unlikely 3.4% 3.4% 3.4%
Base 1,278 1,938 3,216
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As seen in Table 2.12, over 80% of both organisations and companies reported it was likely or
very likely that they would participate in the Energy Saving Charter to practise measures such

as maintaining temperatures of 24-26°C in summer.

Table 2.12 Likelihood of participating in the Energy Saving Charter

Energy Saving Charter Com
Very likely 50.67%/60
Likely o
Unlikely 5o
Very unlikely 4.22/30
Base 1,275

Org Total
995 1,641
51.3% 51.0%
712 1,184
36.7% 36.8%
146 250
7.5% 7.8%
87 140
4.5% 4.4%
1,940 3,215

As seen in Table 2.13, over 80% of both organisations and companies reported it was likely or
very likely that they would retrofit office premises to improve energy efficiency.

Table 2.13 Likelihood of retrofitting office premises to improve energy efficiency

Retrofit for efficiency Com
Very likely 39‘;?)/90

: 540
Ll 42.4%
Unlikely 130
Very unlikely 4 7%/?)
Base 1,273

Org Total
823 1,322
42.7% 41.3%
817 1,357
42.4% 42.4%
205 379
10.6% 11.8%
82 142
4.3% 4.4%
1,927 3,200
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As seen in Table 2.14, over 70% of both organisations and companies reported it was likely or
very likely that they would participate in the Government 4T Charter.

Table 2.14 Likelihood of participating in the Government 4T Charter

AT Charter
Very likely

Likely
Unlikely

Very unlikely

Base

Com

359
28.4%

529
41.9%

278
22.0%

98
7.8%

1,264

Org
639
33.4%

810
42.4%

317
16.6%

145
7.6%

1,911

Total

998
31.4%

1,339
42.2%

595
18.7%

243
7.7%

3,175

As seen in Table 2.15, over 70% of both organisations and companies reported it was likely or

very likely that they would carry out energy carbon audits.

Table 2.15 Likelihood of carrying out energy/carbon audits

Energy/Carbon audits

Very likely
Likely
Unlikely

Very unlikely

Base

Com
383
30.4%

553
43.9%

246
19.5%

77
6.1%

1,259

Org
666
35.0%

847
44.5%

274
14.4%

115
6.0%

1,902

Total
1,049
33.2%

1,400
44.3%

520
16.5%

192
6.1%

3,161
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As seen in Table 2.16, over 75% of both organisations and companies reported it was likely or
very likely that they would reduce taking business trips through teleconferencing or using
emails.

Table 2.16 Likelihood of reducing taking business trips through teleconferencing or using
emails

Reduce taking business trips Com Org Total
N 502 777 1,279
y likely 39.6% 40.5% 40.2%
Likel 491 789 1,280
y 38.8% 41.1% 40.2%
Unlikel 101 PEE 424
y 15.1% 12.1% 13.3%

. 83 119 202

Very unlikely 6.6% 6.2% 6.3%
Base 1,267 1,018 3.185

As seen in Table 2.17, over 65% of both organisations and companies reported it was likely or
very likely that they would use new energy company vehicles.

Table 2.17 Likelihood of using new energy company vehicles

New energy vehicles Com Org Total
- 335 591 926
y likely 26.5% 30.8% 29.1%
Likel 530 798 1.328
y 42.0% 41.6% 41.8%
- 300 375 675
y 23.8% 19.6% 21.2%

. 97 152 249

Very unlikely 7 7% 7.9% 7.8%
Base 1.262 1916 3178
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As seen in Table 2.18, over 85% of both organisations and companies reported it was likely or
very likely that they would formulate waste reduction and recycling policies.

Analysis of other measures specified by the respondents can be found in Chapter 3 as this is

qualitative data.

Table 2.18 Likelihood of formulating waste reduction and recycling policies

Very likely
Likely
Unlikely

Very unlikely

Base

Waste reduction policy

Com
611
48.7%

500
39.9%

94
7.5%

49
3.9%

1,254

Org
970

50.5%

759

39.5%

110

5.7%

81

4.2%

1

,920

Total
1,581
49.8%

1,259
39.7%

204
6.4%

130
4.1%

3,174

2.9 Individual measures to reduce emissions

As seen in Table 2.19, most clothing/waste/food measures are very popular with individuals,
with nearly all (over 97%) stating that it was likely or very likely that they would adopt to avoid
purchasing excess food and over 90% reporting that it was likely or very likely that they would
buy fewer clothes, buy products with minimal packaging, support waste reduction at source and
bring their own bottle. The least supported measures, namely buy local food and eat less meat,
still had over 80% reporting that it was likely or very likely that they would adopt these

measures.

Table 2.19 Likelihood of clothing/waste/food measures

How likely B”{I‘m‘;g
Very likely ~ SLO10

. 21,200
Likely 33 8%
Unlikely 3175?,/50
Very 967
unlikely 1.5%
Base 62,778

Buy
minimal
packaging

42,434
67.6%

18,109
28.9%

1,492
2.4%

710
1.1%

62,745

Waste
reduction
at source

40,047
64.0%

20,019
32.0%

1,766
2.8%

787
1.3%

62,619

Avoid
purchasing
excess food

46,033
73.5%

14,837
23.7%
1,127
1.8%

626
1.0%

62,623

Buy
local
food

27,095
43.4%

23,495
37.6%

8,693
13.9%

3,150
5.0%

62,433

Eat
less
meat

31,973
51.1%

22,765
36.4%

6,295
10.1%

1,493
2.4%

62,526

Bring
Your
Own

Bottle

34,055
54.5%

23,711
37.9%

3,720
6.0%

1,009
1.6%

62,495
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As seen in Table 2.20, most energy-saving measures are very popular with individuals, with
nearly all (over 95%) stating that it was likely or very likely that they would adopt energy
efficient appliances, turn appliances off instead of leaving them on standby, turn off lights, and
only do full loads of laundry. Over 90% reported they would likely or very likely control
aircon temperatures and use less shower water, while for using natural ventilation the
proportion was over 85%.

Table 2.20 Likelihood of energy-saving measures

Buy Set aircon
Turn Less Full
How likely energy- D el B off shower load

efficient ventilation at 24-26°C appliances .

. lights water laundry

appliances or above
verv likel 42,534 28,952 34,021 44,177 48,706 35975 45,759
y y 68.3% 46.4% 54.6% 70.9% 78.2%  57.8% 73.5%
Likel 18,105 25,476 22,578 16,264 12,253 21,899 14,472
y 29.1% 40.9% 36.2% 26.1% 19.7%  35.2% 23.3%
Unlikel 1,131 6,399 4,282 1,317 880 3,526 1,423
y 1.8% 10.3% 6.9% 21% 14%  57%  2.3%
Very 504 1,503 1,437 568 459 818 575
unlikely 0.8% 2.4% 2.3% 09% 0.7% 1.3% 0.9%
Base 62,274 62,330 62,318 62,326 62,298 62,218 62,229

As seen in Table 2.21, public transport and walking received strong support with over 95% and
90% of individual respondents respectively reporting that it was likely or very likely that they
would adopt these measures. For enjoying local recreation and use of the Low Carbon Living
Calculator, there were 74% and 59% of individual respondents respectively reporting that it
was likely or very likely that they would adopt these measures.

Table 2.21 Likelihood of travel and footprint measures

Use Low

How likely Pl Walking Focal Carbon
transport recreation L|V|ng

Calculator

— 45,392 35.492 21,540 12,950
72.9% 57.0% 34.7% 21.1%

T 14,539 22763 24,194 23.187
23.4% 36.6% 39.0% 37.8%

p— 1,672 3,192 12,663 10,467
2.7% 5.1% 20.4% 31.7%

. 641 781 3,628 5,780
Veryunitkely 1.0% 1.3% 5.8% 9.4%
Base 62,244 62,228 62,025 61,384
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2.10 Need for Government to do more on building energy efficiency

As seen in Table 2.22, only 32-36% of respondents in the three groups stated that the
government needs to do more to promote building energy efficiency.

Table 2.22 Government needs to do more on building energy efficiency

Need for Government to do more to

promote building energy efficiency Ind Com Org  Total

13,665 346 577 14,588

Yes 36.3% 31.9% 32.4%  36.0%
No 23.964 738 1205 25907

63.7% 68.1% 67.6%  64.0%
Base 37629 1084 1782 40,495

2.11 Demographic breakdowns

Demographic breakdowns are not discussed here as the differences across commercial type for
companies; across age groups for individual submissions; and across organisation type for
organisations were all very small (U statistics® all less than 3%) suggesting a high degree of
consensus within the type of submission.

5 This statistic is similar to R? statistic in linear models in that it indicates how much of the variability in one

variable can be explained using the other variable.
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Chapter 3 Qualitative Analysis

3.1 Introduction to qualitative analysis

HKU-SSRC coded all the open-ended responses in the 71,812 VVCFs, as well as all submissions
received through other channels by the end of the PE’s public interaction phase using the NVivo
software, based on a coding framework in Annex K that was developed by HKU-SSRC to
reflect all the issues covered in the PE document, and then extended to cover all the other
relevant issues raised in the qualitative materials collected during the PE’s public interaction
phase. For written submissions which were identical or from the same template, we classified
them into petitions. We thus ended up with four petitions in total. Where appropriate (i.e. there
is some disagreement), comments are coded as positive, negative or neutral. The comments
in the submissions are also divided up by the feedback channels shown in Table 3.1. It is
impracticable to account for some individuals or organisations expressing their views through
multiple channels, so the same view may be included in more than one channel.

In the discussion below, topics are normally sorted within tables in decreasing order and topics
with at least 30 comments are mentioned in the text, together with typical relevant quotes. The
guotes have been translated as necessary and edited lightly to ensure relevance, e.g. a comment
about low-carbon lifestyle and low-carbon transport in the low-carbon transport section would
have the low-carbon lifestyle reference removed. Topics for which at least half of the
comments came through a single channel are highlighted by adding a reference to the dominant
channel, e.g. (x through petitions) if at least half came through petitions.

Table 3.1 Number of submissions and number of views by channels

Item Channel Sources Number of Number of
Submissions Views
1 PCP District Council/Advisory and 9 (9 Summaries) 253
(Public Consultative Statutory Bodies (ASBs)
Platforms)
2 E Regional Forum 5 (19 Summaries) 1,184
(Event) Non-ASBs/Chambers/Youth 51 (40 1,078
Summaries)
3 WSC Written Submission from 52 1,239
(Written Submission Organisation or Company
from
Organisation or
Company)
4 WSI Written Submission from Individual 610 6,793
(Written Submission
from Individual)
5 VCF Online Form 68,775 186,267
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Item Channel Sources Number of Number of
Submissions Views
(Views Collection Other Form 3,037 5,415
Form)
6 M Radio 1 0
(Media) Print Media 53 59
7 IM Blog 4 2
(Internet and Social Discussion Forum 22 95
Media) Facebook 150 161
Web-based Media 137 205
8 P Petitions Petition 1 (5,018) 98,733
(Petitions) Petition 1.1 (50)
Petition 2 (142)
Petition 2.1 (27)
Petition 3 (73)
Petition 4 (18)
9 0S Opinion Surveys 1 2
(Opinion Surveys)
Total 301,486

Table 3.1 shows that of the 301,486 views, 191,682 (=186,267+5,415) (63.6%) came through
the VCF/feedback forms and 98,733 (32.7%) came through petitions.

Table 3.2 Overall counts by Broad Type and channel

Tables PCP| E |WSC|WSI | VCF |[M|IM OS | Total
A. Carbon Reduction Target for 2050 47 | 293 62 562 | 21,406 | 7| 82 | 5,328 0 |27,787
B. Trangltlon Towards a Low-carbon Lifestyle 8 | 361 | 114 85 5575 | 5| 14 0 | 6162
and Society
C(i). Reducing Energy Use® 50 | 396 | 279 [1,856| 18,512 | 2| 25 | 40,616 | 1 |61,737
C(ii). Further Decarbonising Electricity 23 | 306 277 | 3,785 | 64,084 [32|231| 51,721 | 1 {120,460
Generation”
D. Low-carbon Transport in A Smart City 52 | 306 246 113 | 27,445 | 0| 20 0 |28,182
E. Other car_bon-reductlon strategies and measures 37| 437 | 189 | 143 | 11172 | 4| 22 293 0 | 12,207
(mentioned in the PE document)

6 Reducing Energy Use is codes C1, C4, C5, C6, C7 & C90

7 Further Decarbonising Electricity Generation is codes C2, C3 & C8
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G. Other carbon-reduction strategies and 15 | 75 39 212 | 43212 | 1| ;1 845 0 | 44,440
measures

P. Comments on public engagement 21| 88 33 37 276 |8 28 0 0 491
Total 253 (2,262 | 1,239 | 6,793 | 191,682 |59| 463 | 98,733 | 2 |301,486

Table 3.2 shows that of the 301,486 views, 120,460 related to further decarbonising electricity
generation (64,084 through VCF), 61,737 related to reducing energy use (40,616 through
petitions), 44,440 related to other carbon-reduction strategies not mentioned in the PE
document (43,212 through VCF), 27,787 related to carbon reduction target (21,406 through
VCF), 28,182 related to low-carbon transport (27,445 through VCF), 12,227 to other carbon-
reduction strategies in the PE document (11,172 through VCF), 6,162 to transition towards a

low-carbon lifestyle (5,575 through VCF), with 491 about the PE (276 through VCF).

3.2 Carbon reduction target for 2050

Table 3.3 Carbon reduction target

Tables PCP| E |WSC|WSI | VCF (M|IM P OS | Total

A. Carbon Reduction Target for 2050 47 | 293 62 562 | 21,406 | 7| 82 | 5,328 0 | 27,787

A.1 Overall support for action to 45 | 270 43 548 | 21,352 | 6| 81 | 5328 | 0 | 27,673
limit global average temperature rise
through reducing carbon emissions
WITH or WITHOUT specific
targets

A.1.0 General support for action | 43 | 261 29 527 | 21,336 | 5| 80 | 5,310 0 | 27,591
to reduce carbon emissions in
order to limit global average
temperature rise without further
stance on specific reduction
target

A.1.3 Achieving Net Zero 1 7 10 21 11 1|1 18 0 70
Carbon Emissions (Carbon
Neutral) by 2050 in order to limit
global average temperature rise
to 1.5°C

A.1.3.1 Support for Net Zero | 1 6 8 20 11 1|1 18 0 66
Carbon Emissions (Carbon
Neutral) by 2050 in order to
limit global average
temperature rise to 1.5°C
without further stance

A.1.3.2 Support for Net Zero | 0 1 2 1 0 0| 0 0 0 4
Carbon Emissions (Carbon
Neutral) by 2050 in order to
limit global average
temperature rise to 1.5°C as
reducing carbon emissions by
only 80% is not enough
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Tables

PCP

WSC

WSI

VCF

oS

Total

A.1.4 Reducing carbon emissions

by 60%~80% by 2050 (2005 as
base year)

A.1.4.1 Support for reducing
carbon emissions by
60%~80% by 2050 (2005 as
base year) without further
stance

A.1.2 Reducing carbon emissions

by 80% by 2050 (2005 as base
year) in order to limit global
temperature rise to between
1.5°C and 2°C

A.1.2.1 Support for reducing
carbon emissions by 80% by
2050 (2005 as base year) in
order to limit global
temperature rise to between

1.5°C and 2°C without further

stance

A.1.1 Reducing carbon emissions

by 60% by 2050 (2005 as base
year) in order to limit global
average temperature rise to 2°C

A.1.1.1 Support for reducing
carbon emissions by 60% by
2050 (2005 as base year) in
order to limit global average
temperature rise to 2°C
without further stance

A.2 Overall disagreement on
limiting global average temperature
rise through reducing carbon
emissions

A.2.0 General disagreement on
limiting global average
temperature rise through
reducing carbon emissions
without further stance

A.99 Other comments on carbon
reduction target for 2050

23

19

14

49

109

A.99.1 Support for setting short
term and long-term carbon
reduction targets

16

33

A.99.2 Support for setting faster
carbon reduction targets

11

32

A.99.6 Support for reducing
consumption-based instead of
production-based carbon
emission as carbon emission
reduction targets

17
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Tables PCP| E |WSC|WSI | VCF (M|IM P OS | Total

A.99.4 Support for focusing on 0 2 1 0 12 00 0 0 15
working with industries or
sectors instead of individuals in
order to achieve targets of carbon
emission reduction more
effectively

A.99.3 Support for meeting 0 1 2 1 2 0| 0 0 0 6
simple carbon reduction targets
before the difficult ones

A.99.8 Support for using carbon | 0 0 1 1 2 0| 0 0 0 4
emission per capita to set target

A.99.7 Support for setting cross- | 0 0 0 0 2 0| 0 0 0 2
region cooperation carbon
emission reduction targets

Table 3.3. shows that of the 27,787 views about carbon-reduction targets (21,406 through VCF),
27,591 were in general support for action to reduce carbon emissions in order to limit global
average temperature rise without further stance on specific reduction target (21,336 through
VCF) (“climate change is happening and getting worse—Hong Kong has to act NOW”) and 70
support net zero emissions by 2050 in order to limit the global average rise to 1.5°C (“Hong
Kong should target to become a net zero emission city by 2050). There were 109 other views
about the target, including 33 supporting short-term and long-term targets (“for the sake of the
next generation's livelihood and sustainable development, short- and long-term environmental
protection and conservation policies should be established) and 32 wanting faster targets (“we
urge the government to set more aggressive targets and to achieve real reductions”).

3.3 Transition towards a low-carbon lifestyle and society

Table 3.4 Transition towards a low-carbon lifestyle and society

Tables PCP| E |WSC|WSI | VCF (M|IM P OS | Total

B. Transition Towards A Low-carbon 8 361 114 85 5575 | 5| 14 0 0 6,162
Lifestyle and Society

B.1 A less wasteful and low-carbon 4 208 41 51 2929 |5 8 0 0 3,246
lifestyle by individuals

B.1.1 Positive responseson aless| 4 | 200 39 46 2,883 |4 | 7 0 0 | 3,183
wasteful and low-carbon lifestyle
by individuals

B.1.1.0 General Support for 0 13 7 2 325 (0] 1 0 0 348
less wasteful and low-carbon
lifestyle by individuals

29



Tables

PCP

WSC

WSI

VCF

(0N}

Total

without specific targets and
methods

B.1.1.4 Positive responses on
other waste reduction
suggestions at individual level

69

19

1,430

1,525

B.1.1.4.00 General
Support for reduce wastes
at individual level without
specific targets and
measures

19

20

B.1.1.4.02 Support for
practising waste reduction
at source and clean
recycling

497

511

B.1.1.4.08 Support for
using less paper

493

493

B.1.1.4.03 Support for
shopping wisely

130

138

B.1.1.4.11 Support for
other second-hand items

51

58

112

B.1.1.4.07 Support for
using less plastic bags
(e.g. using recycled bags)

80

84

B.1.1.4.05 Support for
using reusable containers
when shopping

54

57

B.1.1.4.01 Support for
buying products with
minimal packaging

36

43

B.1.1.4.04 Support for
avoiding disposable items
e.g. facial tissues, hand
towels or paper
handkerchiefs etc.

34

38

B.1.1.4.10 Support for
using less water by
individuals

22

22

B.1.1.4.09 Support for
using home-made product

B.1.1.4.06 Support for
reducing unused
pharmaceuticals
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PCP

WSC

WSI

VCF

(0N}

Total

B.1.1.2 Positive responses on
changes in eating habits and
reduction on associated
wastes

74

21

16

1,031

1,151

B.1.1.2.00 General
Support for changes in
eating habits and reduction
on associated wastes
without specific targets
and methods

13

30

45

B.1.1.2.03 Support for
eating more vegetables
and fruits and less meat

37

12

285

343

B.1.1.2.07 Support for
avoiding using disposable
utensils

299

307

B.1.1.2.02 Support for
minimising our food
waste, avoid purchasing or
ordering more food than
needed

10

147

160

B.1.1.2.01 Support for
buying local or
neighbouring areas' food

10

121

139

B.1.1.2.04 Support for
avoiding buying plastic
bottled drinks

81

82

B.1.1.2.05 Support for
bringing your own bottle

53

58

B.1.1.2.06 Support for
delivering surplus to those
in need

11

11

B.1.1.2.08 Support for
buying sustainable foods

B.1.1.1 Positive responses on
reducing the carbon footprint
of the clothes and associated

wastes

41

82

137

B.1.1.1.00 General
Support for reducing the
carbon footprint of the
clothes and associated
wastes without specific
targets and measures

20

24
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PCP

WSC

WSI

VCF

(0N}

Total

B.1.1.1.02 Support for
buying vintage and
second-hand clothing

16

35

52

B.1.1.1.01 Support for
buying fewer clothes

16

30

B.1.1.1.03 Support for
choosing garments made
from eco-friendly, natural
fabrics

15

B.1.1.1.04 Support for
buying good-quality
clothes that last longer

B.1.1.1.05 Support for
instead of buying new
clothes, giving clothes a
makeover

B.1.1.1.06 Support for
wearing casual wear for
working

B.1.1.3 Positive responses on
reviewing progress on
switching to low-carbon
living from time to time

15

22

B.1.1.3.00 General
Support for reviewing
progress on switching to
low-carbon living from
time to time without
specific targets and
methods

B.1.1.3.01 Support for
using Environment
Bureau's Low Carbon
Living Calculator or other
similar apps from time to
time to assess personal
carbon footprint and
identify room for carbon
reduction

13

15

B.1.90 Setting carbon reduction
targets by individuals

42

58

B.1.90.1 Individuals taking
initiative to change habits
gradually to reduce energy
use and carbon emissions

42

58
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PCP

WSC

WSI

VCF

(0N}

Total

B.1.90.1.1 Agree or other
positive responses

42

58

B.1.2 Negative responses on a
less wasteful and low-carbon
lifestyle by individuals

B.1.2.0 General disagreement
on less wasteful and low-
carbon lifestyle by individuals
without comments on specific
targets and methods

B.1.3 Neither positive nor
negative responses on a less
wasteful and low-carbon lifestyle
by individuals

B.1.3.1 Concern on the price
of sustainable food

B.2 Reducing carbon emissions in
companies or organisations

62

33

13

1,538

1,651

B.2.1 Positive responses on
reducing carbon emissions in
companies or organisations

61

31

12

1,498

1,607

B.2.1.0 General Support for
reducing carbon emissions in
companies or organisations
without specific targets and
measures

141

148

B.2.1.7 Support for reduced
packaging in products

409

423

B.2.1.7.00 Support for
reduced packaging in
products in general

141

145

B.2.1.7.03 Support for
reduced packaging in
retailing products

203

205

B.2.1.7.02 Support for
allowing shoppers to use
their own reusable
containers for shopping

41

44

B.2.1.7.01 Support for
effective solutions to
reduce shipping packaging
waste

24

29

33



Tables

PCP

WSC

WSI

VCF

(0N}

Total

B.2.1.11 Support for using
less paper by companies or
organisation

288

288

B.2.1.2 Support for
formulating (or updating)
internal waste reduction and
internal recycling policy (e.g.
paper and plastic recycling
materials)

266

271

B.2.1.1 Positive responses on
green procurement by
companies or organisations
without specific targets and
measures

12

116

138

B.2.1.1.0 General Support
for green procurement by
companies or
organisations without
specific targets and
measures

46

56

B.2.1.1.1 Support for
formulating (or tighten up)
green procurement
company or organisation

policy

55

66

B.2.1.1.2 Provide training
to staff on green
procurement by companies
or organisations

15

16

B.2.1.3 Support for Industrial
upgrading (e.g. use of low-
carbon materials and
production methods)

84

95

B.2.1.4 Support for
manufacturers to provide
effective ways for recycling
products to minimise waste

10

78

90

B.2.1.9 Support for
minimising food waste, avoid
purchasing or ordering more
food than needed by
companies or organisations

74

79

B.2.1.8 Support for
manufacturers or retailers to
introduce label system(s) for
products

25

28

61
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PCP

WSC

WSI

VCF

(0N}

Total

B.2.1.10 Support for using
less water by companies or
organisation

14

14

B.2.90 Setting carbon reduction
targets by companies or
organisations

38

42

B.2.90.1 Companies or
organisations taking initiative
to gradually shift to low-
carbon practices (e.g. green
procurement)

22

25

B.2.90.1.1 Agree or other
positive responses

22

25

B.2.90.2 Mandating low-
carbon practices in companies
or organisations (e.g. green
procurement)

16

17

B.2.90.2.1 Agree or other
positive responses

16

17

B.2.3 Neither agree nor disagree
on reducing carbon emissions in
companies or organisations

B.2.3.1 Generally neither
agree nor disagree on
reducing carbon emissions in
companies or organisations
without comments on specific
targets and methods

B.2.2 Negative responses on
reducing carbon emissions in
companies or organisations

B.2.2.0 General disagreement
on reducing carbon emissions
in companies or organisations
without comments on specific
targets and methods

B.3 Government's role in driving
down individual's carbon footprint

43

20

667

741

B.3.1 Government providing
incentives to encourage change
of behaviour to reduce carbon
emissions by individuals

21

11

444

482

B.3.1.1 Agree or other
positive responses

21

11

443

481
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Tables PCP| E |WSC|WSI | VCF (M| IM P OS | Total

B.3.1.2 Disagree or other
negative responses

B.3.2 Government setting 1 22 9 4 223 0| O 0 0 259
mandating or punitive measures
to require all citizens shifting to
lower-carbon lifestyle more
proactively

B.3.2.1 Agree or other

. 1 22 9 4 215 (0] O 0 0 251
positive responses

B.3.2.2 Disagree or other

. 0 0 0 0 8 00 0 0 8
negative responses
B.4 Government's role in driving 1 48 20 13 441 (0] 1 0 0 524
down companies or organisations'
carbon footprint
B.4.1 Government providing 0 27 12 4 233 |0] O 0 0 276

incentives to encourage
transitioning to low-carbon
practices in companies or
organisations (e.g. green
procurement)

B.4.1.1 Agree or other

. 0 27 12 4 233 0| O 0 0 276
positive responses

B.4.2 Government setting 1 21 8 9 208 |0 1 0 0 248
regulatory requirements to ensure
companies and organisations
meeting the designated carbon
reduction targets

B.4.2.1 Agree or other 1 21 8 9 207 0] 1 0 0 247
positive responses

B.4.2.2 Disagree or other 0 0 0 0 1 0| 0 0 0 1
negative responses

Table 3.4 shows 6,162 views about transition towards a low-carbon lifestyle and society (5,575
through VCF), including 3,246 about a low-carbon lifestyle (2,929 through VCF), 1,651 about
reducing carbon emissions in companies or organisations (1,538 through VCF), 741 about
government’s role in reduction of individual carbon footprint and 524 about government’s role
in reduction of company or organisation footprint.

Of the 3,246 views about low-carbon lifestyle (2,929 through VCF), 348 were about general

support for this (325 through VCF) (“change the wasteful life-style™), 1,525 were about specific
waste reduction suggestions, 1,151 about changes in eating habits, 137 were about reducing
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carbon footprint through clothing and associated waste and 58 about setting individual carbon
reduction targets (42 through VCF) (“reducing carbon from your habits is a good place to start”).
Of the 1,525 specific suggestions (1,430 through VCF), 511 were about support for waste
reduction at source and clean recycling (497 through VCF) (“provide more resources for people
to recycle in daily living, educate citizens to categorise different materials at home before
dumping”), 493 about support for using less paper (all through VCF) (“use less paper”), 138
about support for shopping wisely (130 through VCF) (“avoid buying unnecessary things”),
112 about support for second-hand items (58 through VCF) (“try my best to look for second-
hand product before buying new product”), 84 about support for using less plastic bags (80
through VCF) (“bringing reusable cloth bags to replace plastic”), 57 about support for using
reusable containers when shopping (54 through VCF) (“encourage the public to bring their own
reusable containers to pack takeaway food”), 43 about buying products with minimal packaging
(36 through VCF) (“concerned about food packaging, e.g. apples wrapped in unnecessary
plastic) and 38 about support for avoiding disposable items (34 through VCF) (“use electrical
hand dryer rather than tissues”). Of the 1,151 views about changes in eating habits (1,031
through VCF), 45 were general support (30 through VCF) (“diet should be low-carbon”), 343
were about eating more fruit and vegetables and less meat (285 through VCF) (*government
should encourage a reduction in meat consumption towards a flexitarian diet”), 307 were about
avoiding disposable utensils (299 through VCF) (“bring your own cutlery every day”), 160
were about not ordering more food than needed (147 through VCF) (“don’t waste food”), 139
were about buying local food (121 through VCF) (*buy more local agricultural products”), 82
were about avoiding plastic bottled drinks (81 through VVCF) (“drinking water machine in major
shopping malls or MTR stations to encourage the public to reduce the purchase of plastic bottled
drinks”) and 58 were about bring your own bottle (53 through VCF) (“water machines to
encourage the public to bring their own water bottles”). Of the 137 about clothing and waste
(82 through VCF), 52 were about buying second-hand clothing (35 through VCF) (“more young
people were okay with second-hand clothes™) and 30 about buying less clothing (16 through
VCF) (*buy about five or six pieces of clothing a year that suit you™).

Of the 1,607 positive views about reducing carbon emissions in companies and organisations,
148 were about general support for reductions (141 through VCF) (“encourage employees to
live a green life”), 423 about support for reduced packaging in products (409 through VCF)
(“merchants should control product packaging materials to reduce waste”), 138 about
supporting green procurement (116 through VCF) (*all operating materials and building
materials are procured from a sustainable source”), 95 about support for industrial upgrading
to lower carbon footprint (84 through VCF) (“encourage industrial and commercial institutions
to replace plastics with decomposable materials”), 90 about support for manufacturers to
provide effective recycling pathways (78 through VCF) (“strengthen mandatory
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recycling/reuse packaging”), 79 about minimising food waste through not over-ordering (74
through VCF) (“Hong Kong can reduce kitchen waste), 61 about support for labelling systems
(“carbon emission labels can be added to make it easy for the public to choose low-carbon
products™). Of the 423 views about reduced packaging (409 through VCF), 145 were about
general support (141 through VCF) (“encourage merchants to reduce packaging”), 205 were
about reduced packaging in retail (203 through VCF) (“require manufacturers to reduce
packaging and be responsible for packaging waste”), 44 were about support for reusable
containers (41 through VVCF) (“catering industry should encourage customers to bring their own
takeaway boxes and offer discounts”). There were also 42 views in favour of setting carbon
reduction targets for companies or organisations (38 through VCF) (“ask professionals to set
science-based carbon reduction goal for their companies”).

Of the 741 views about government’s role in reducing individual carbon footprint, 481 were
support for government incentives (443 through VCF) (“government should first provide
economic incentives to encourage behaviour change”), and 251 were about support for
government mandates or punitive measures (215 through VCF) (“if education is not possible,
need to enact some mandatory legislation”).

Of the 524 views about government’s role in reducing company or organisation carbon footprint
(441 through VCF), 276 supported government incentives (233 through VCF) (“provide green
tax concessions to merchants or large companies to encourage implementation of carbon
reduction policies”), and 247 supported government regulation to ensure companies and
organisations achieve the targets (207 through VCF) (“mandatory for retailers to remove all
single use plastics”).

3.4 Reducing energy use

Table 3.5 Reducing energy use

Tables PCP| E |WSC| WSsI VCF | M | IM P (O] Total
C(i). Reducing Energy Use 50 | 396 | 279 | 1,856 | 18,512 | 2 | 25 | 40,616 1 61,737
C.1 Promoting energy saving and 25 | 154 | 189 620 13,190 | 0 | 16 | 10,172 1 24,367

efficiency in buildings (by the
government, property developers or
managers)

C.1.1 Positive responses on 21 | 148 172 618 12,466 | O 16 | 10,172 1 23,614
promoting energy saving and
efficiency in buildings (by the
government, property developer
or managers)
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PCP

WSC

WSI

VCF

(0N}

Total

C.1.1.0 General Support for
promoting energy saving and
efficiency in buildings (by the
government, property
developer or managers)
without specific targets and
methods

49

13

73

C.1.1.3 All new, renovated or
existing buildings

13

100

98

590

8,856

10,172

19,831

C.1.1.3.08 Support for
using less air-conditioning
in buildings or better
ventilation

21

274

1,676

5,068

7,051

C.1.1.3.07 Support for
reducing unnecessary
lighting

18

266

1,592

5,068

6,949

C.1.1.3.10 Support for
install energy smart or
energy saving appliances
in buildings (e.g. elevator,
escalators, lighting,
cooling and heating
systems)

14

14

1,538

1,577

C.1.1.3.05 Support for
green building or
promoting Green Building
Certification

15

15

1,034

18

1,094

C.1.1.3.03 Support for
increasing funding to
support energy saving
projects in buildings (e.g.
replacement of central air-
conditioning and lifts
funded by energy
efficiency funds scheme)

13

962

985

C.1.1.3.12 Support
greening in buildings (e.g.
roof-top garden)

926

926

C.1.1.3.01 Support for
tightening statutory energy
efficiency standards of
buildings

12

19

25

724

18

799

C.1.1.3.04 Support for
technology advancement
and innovation for saving
energy in buildings

102

117
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PCP

WSC

WSI

VCF

(0N}

Total

C.1.1.3.11 Support using
less water in buildings

104

105

C.1.1.3.02 Support for
setting carbon emissions
caps for large buildings

85

91

C.1.1.3.09 Support for
installing smart meters to
show carbon emission
readings from electricity,
gas and water usage

65

75

C.1.1.3.06 Support for
fully implementing
Labelling Schemes (e.g.
MEELS)

48

62

C.1.1.1 New or renovated
buildings

27

27

15

2,343

2,412

C.1.1.1.00 General
Support for promoting
energy saving and
efficiency in new or
renovated buildings
without specific
mechanisms

89

96

C.1.1.1.01 Designs to
incorporate energy-smart
elements in new or
renovated buildings

26

24

12

2,126

2,188

C.1.1.1.1.00 General
support for designs to
incorporate energy-
smart elements in new
or renovated buildings

313

324

C.1.1.1.1.03 Support
for promoting passive
energy saving building
designs (e.g. new
RTTYV standard, better
ventilation, use of
natural sources of
cooling and heating)

15

12

1,056

1,087

C.1.1.1.1.04 Support
for installing energy
smart or energy saving
appliances (e.g.
elevator, escalators,
lighting, cooling and
heating systems) in

677

687
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Tables PCP| E |WSC| WSI VCF | M | IM P (ON) Total

new or renovated
buildings

C.1.1.1.1.01 Support 0 2 3 1 44 0|0 0 0 50
for adopting district
cooling or heating
systems in new or
renovated buildings

C.1.1.1.1.02 Support 0 1 3 0 36 0|0 0 0 40
for adopting heat
pumps, combined heat
and power (co-
generation) and tri-
generation systems
(cooling, heating and
power) in new or
renovated buildings

C.1.1.1.07 Support for 0 0 0 0 128 0 0 0 0 128
using durable building
materials

C.1.1.2 Existing buildings 6 20 42 11 1,218 | O 1 0 0 1,298
C.1.1.2.00 General 1 0 0 1 49 0 0 0 0 51

Support for promoting
energy saving and
efficiency in existing
buildings without specific
targets

C.1.1.2.05 Support for 0 6 12 2 519 0|0 0 0 539
Retrofitting in existing
buildings

C.1.1.2.01 Support for 2 7 5 1 338 0 1 0 0 354
energy saving in existing
buildings

C.1.1.2.04 Support for 1 2 8 3 129 0|0 0 0 143
Retro-commissioning in
existing buildings

C.1.1.2.02 Support for 1 3 15 4 120 0 0 0 0 143
Energy audit in existing
buildings

C.1.1.2.03 Support for 1 2 2 0 63 0|0 0 0 68
Carbon audit in existing
buildings

C.1.90 Setting targets on energy | 4 6 17 2 712 0 0 0 0 741
saving and efficiency in
buildings (by the government,
property developer or managers)




Tables

PCP

WSC

WSI

VCF

(0N}

Total

C.1.90.3 All new, renovated
or existing buildings

484

493

C.1.90.3.1 Tightening the
building ordinance and
regulations to mandating
all buildings to emit less
carbon

484

493

C.1.90.3.1.1 Agree or
other positive
responses

484

493

C.1.90.2 Existing buildings

123

133

C.1.90.2.1 Wider
implementation of energy
saving retrofitting and
retro-commissioning for
existing buildings

74

81

C.1.90.2.1.1 Agree or
other positive
responses

74

79

C.1.90.2.1.3 Neither
agree nor disagree or
other neutral responses

C.1.90.2.2 Mandating all
large existing buildings to
implement energy saving
retrofitting and retro-
commissioning

49

52

C.1.90.2.2.1 Agree or
other positive
responses

48

51

C.1.90.2.2.2 Disagree
or other negative
responses

C.1.90.1 New or renovated
buildings

105

115

C.1.90.1.2 Mandating all
new or renovated
buildings to be net zero
carbon emissions

68

74

C.1.90.1.2.1 Agree or
other positive
responses

68

74

C.1.90.1.1 Wider
implementation to be net

37

41

42
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PCP

WSC

WSI

VCF

(0N}

Total

zero carbon emissions for
new or renovated building

C.1.90.1.1.1 Agree or
other positive
responses

37

41

C.1.2 Negative responses on
promoting energy saving and
efficiency in buildings (by the
government, property developer
or managers)

C.1.2.0 General disagreement
on promoting energy saving
and efficiency in buildings
(by the government, property
developer or managers)
without comments on specific
targets and methods

C.1.3 Neither positive nor
negative responses on promoting
energy saving and efficiency in
buildings (by the government,
property developer or managers)

C.1.3.0 Generally neither
agree nor disagree on
promoting energy saving and
efficiency in buildings (by the
government, property
developer or managers)
without comments on specific
targets and methods

C.7 Government's role in driving
down companies or organisations'
energy usage

101

34

610

1,635

15,204

17,591

C.7.2 Government setting
regulatory requirements to ensure
companies and organisations
meeting the designated energy
saving targets

42

11

264

654

5,068

6,040

C.7.2.1 Agree or other
positive responses

42

11

264

654

5,068

6,040

C.7.1 Government providing
incentives to encourage
transitioning to energy saving
practices in companies or
organisations

45

11

88

580

5,068

5,794
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WSI

VCF
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C.7.1.1 Agree or other
positive responses

45

11

88

579

5,068

5,793

C.7.1.2 Disagree or other
negative responses

C.7.3 Government taking the
lead to save energy (e.g. using
less air-conditioning in
Government premises)

14

10

255

374

5,068

5,724

C.7.3.1 Agree or other
positive responses

14

10

255

374

5,068

5,724

C.7.0 Government should
promote transitioning to energy
saving practices in companies or
organisations without further
explanation

27

33

C.7.0.1 Agree or other
positive responses

27

33

C.5 Increasing energy efficiency and
conservation in companies or
organisations

60

24

270

1,557

5,068

6,984

C.5.1 Positive responses on
increasing energy efficiency and
conservation in companies or
organisations

60

24

270

1,555

5,068

6,982

C.5.1.0 General Support for
increasing energy efficiency
and conservation in
companies or organisations
without specific targets

15

117

145

C.5.1.1 Support for less air-
conditioning or participating
in the Energy Saving Charter
to practise energy saving
measures such as maintaining
air-conditioned average room
temperature between 24°C
and 26°C or above by
companies and organisations
in summer

26

241

874

5,068

6,219

C.5.1.6 Support for
shortening business or
operation hours to save
energy

207

207

C.5.1.2 Support for
retrofitting office premises to
improve energy efficiency,

13

167

187
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PCP

WSC

WSI

VCF

(0N}

Total

such as installing new lighting
and air-conditioning systems

C.5.1.3 Support for
purchasing energy-efficient
electrical office appliances
(e.g. those with energy labels)
except light and air-
conditioning, such as
computers and printers etc.

10

149

171

C.5.1.5 Support for carrying
out energy or carbon audits
with a view to identifying and
implementing measures to
reduce energy consumption
and carbon emissions

28

33

C.5.1.4 Support for
participating in the
Government 4T Charter
(namely target, timeline,
transparency and together) to
set a target and timeline to
reduce carbon emissions by
saving energy

13

20

C.5.2 Negative responses on
increasing energy efficiency and
conservation in companies or
organisations

C.5.2.1 Disagreement for less
air-conditioning and
maintaining air-conditioned
average room temperature
between 24°C and 26°C or
above by companies and
organisations in summer

C.5.3 Neither positive nor
negative responses on increasing
energy efficiency and
conservation in companies or
organisations

C.5.3.0 Generally neither
agree nor disagree on
increasing energy efficiency
and conservation in
companies or organisations
without comments on specific
targets and methods

C.4 Energy saving by individual

10

40

13

262

1,543

5,068

6,942
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Tables PCP| E |WSC| WSI VCF | M | IM P (ON) Total

C.4.1 Positive responses on 10 | 40 13 262 1543 | 1 5 | 5,068 0 6,942
energy saving by individual

C.4.1.0 General support for 1 5 4 242 405 1 2 5,068 0 5,728
energy saving by individual
without specific targets

C.4.1.3 Support for less air- 5 12 2 3 400 0 1 0 0 423
conditioning or maintaining
air-conditioned average room
temperature between 24°C
and 26°C or above in summer
at home

C.4.1.1 Support for 1 15 5 10 321 0 0 0 0 352
purchasing energy-efficient
electrical appliances (e.g.
those with Grade 1 energy
labels), such as inverter type
air conditioners and LED
light bulbs, etc.

C.4.1.5 Support for turning 0 2 1 1 168 0 0 0 0 172
off the lights when not in use

C.4.1.4 Support for switching | 2 1 0 0 158 0 0 0 0 161
off power source to the
electrical appliances that will
not be in use to avoid energy
consumption in standby mode

C.4.1.2 Support for using 1 5 1 3 80 0 2 0 0 92
natural ventilation or fans
instead of air conditioners as
far as possible

C.4.1.6 Support for installing | 0 0 0 1 6 0 0 0 0 7
a low-flow shower-head and
taking shorter showers (i.e.
reducing the energy to supply
clean water)

C.4.1.8 Support for avoiding | 0 0 0 1 3 0 0 0 0 4
using automatic flush toilets
to prevent potential water
waste

C.4.1.7 Support for waiting 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 2
until there is a full laundry
load before using the washing
machine

C.4.1.9 Support for taking 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
cold shower




Tables PCP| E |WSC| WSI VCF | M | IM P (ON) Total

C.6 Government's role in driving 4 37 12 90 537 0 2 | 5,068 0 5,750
down energy usage by individual

C.6.1 Government providing 2 24 7 83 397 0 1 5,068 0 5,582
incentives to encourage energy
saving by individuals

C.6.1.1 Agree or other 2 24 7 83 397 0 1 5,068 0 5,582
positive responses

C.6.2 Government setting 2 13 5 7 140 0 1 0 0 168
mandating or punitive measures
to require all citizens to save
energy more proactively

C.6.2.1 Agree or other 2 13 5 7 140 0 1 0 0 168
positive responses
C.90 Setting targets on energy 1 4 7 4 50 0 1 36 0 103
saving
C.90.1 Improvements in energy 1 0 3 2 13 0 1 36 0 56

efficiency and conservation
through non-mandatory
measures, e.g. tightening energy-
related standards and
encouraging behavioural changes

C.90.1.1 Agree or other 1 0 3 2 13 0 1 36 0 56
positive responses

C.90.2 Improvements in energy 0 4 4 2 37 0 0 0 0 47
efficiency and conservation
through mandatory measures

C.90.2.1 Mandatory energy 0 2 3 1 34 0 0 0 0 40
saving measures without
mentioning the zero carbon
emission target

C.90.2.1.1 Agree or other | 0 2 3 1 34 0 0 0 0 40
positive responses

C.90.2.2 Mandatory energy 0 2 1 1 3 0 0 0 0 7
saving measures to achieve
zero carbon emission

C.90.2.2.1 Agree or other | 0 2 1 1 3 0 0 0 0 7
positive responses

Table 3.5 shows that of the 61,737 views about reducing energy use, 24,367 were about
promoting building efficiency and energy saving (13,190 through VCF), 17,591 were about
government’s role in reducing energy usage of companies or organisations (15,204 through
petitions), 6,984 were about increasing energy efficiency and conservation in companies or
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organisations (5,068 through petitions), 6,942 were about energy saving by individuals (5,068
through petitions), 5,750 were about government’s role in increasing energy saving by
individuals (5,068 through petitions), and 103 were about setting energy saving targets.

Of the 24,367 views about promoting building efficiency and energy saving (13,190 through
VCF), 73 views (49 through VCF) were about general support for promoting energy savings
(“improve energy efficiency of buildings™), 19,831 were about all buildings (10,172 through
petitions), 2,412 were specifically about new or renovated buildings (2,343 through VCF),
1,298 were about existing buildings (1,218 through VCF) and 741 were about setting targets
(712 through VCF). Of the 19,831 views about all buildings (10,172 through petitions), 7,051
were about reducing aircon use (5,068 through petitions) (“well designed buildings reduce the
use of air-conditioning™), 6,949 about reducing lighting (5,068 through petitions) (“turning off
unnecessary lights, such as those on the exterior walls of buildings, can reduce light damage
and save energy”), 1,577 (1,538 through VVCF) about energy efficient appliances (“use electrical
appliances with higher energy efficiency”), 1,094 about green building support (1,034 through
VCF) (“innovative green buildings bring economic benefits, such as reduced long-term
operating costs”), 985 about incentives for energy saving projects (962 through VCF) (“provide
grants/concessions and encourage enterprises to install solar panels”), 926 support greening in
buildings (all through VCF) (“rooftop greening to lower temperature during day time”), 799
support tightening statutory efficiency standards (724 through VCF) (“progressively tighten the
statutory energy efficiency standards in buildings™), 117 for supporting innovation (102 through
VCF) (“promote innovative construction technology to the practitioner”), 105 support reducing
water usage (104 through VCF) (“provide rainwater harvesting recycling systems for
irrigation”), 91 support setting carbon emissions caps (85 through VCF) (“cap carbon emissions
and provide funding for refurbishment, replacement and renovation of existing buildings and
equipment”), 75 support using smart meters (65 through VCF) (“install smart meters to
effectively monitor power use”) and 62 support labelling schemes (48 through VCF) (“energy
labels for equipment, so energy efficiency considerations can be added to purchase decision”).
Of the 2,412 views specifically about new or renovated buildings (2,343 through VCF), 96 were
about general support (89 through VCF) (“all new buildings have to be energy-efficient”), 324
supporting energy-smart designs in general (313 through VCF) (“reduce temperature of wall
body and air using plants, insulation materials, water, air conditioning, fans in combination”),
1,087 supporting passive energy saving (1,056 through VCF) (“use reflective and insulated
materials to add to the wall to reduce heat absorption inside the building”), 687 supporting
installation of smart appliances (677 through VCF) (*use sensors so appliances are only
activated when used”), 50 supporting district cooling or heating (44 through VCF) (“install
district cooling system for the new buildings™) and 40 supporting heat pumps or other multi-
generation systems (36 through VCF) (“recommend use of heat pumps or multi-link heat
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pumps”). Of the 1,298 views about existing buildings (1,218 through VCF), 51 expressed
general support (49 through VCF) (“legislation to govern energy efficiency in building
operations”), 539 supported retrofitting (519 through VCF) (“force old buildings to upgrade
their power supply equipment and utility facilities with high electricity consumption, such as
lifts, with government financial support”), 354 for energy saving in existing buildings (338
through VCF) (“update existing building interior facilities to better meet the purpose of energy
conservation and emission reduction”), 143 for retro-commissioning (129 through VCF)
(“perform retro-commissioning to measure and verify the energy performance of existing
electrical appliance”),143 for energy audits (120 through VCF) (“government should take the
lead in conducting regular energy audits on major government buildings™), and 68 for carbon
audits (63 through VCF) (“existing buildings have high potential to become more
environmentally friendly through carbon audits”). Of the 741 views about setting targets (712
through VCF), 493 were supporting tightening regulations to cover all buildings (484 through
VCF) (“add terms in building ordinance - equipment for the use of renewable energy must be
provided”), 79 were about wider implementation of energy saving retrofitting and retro-
commissioning for existing buildings (74 through VVCF) (“create a board to review old buildings
and set standard for minimum energy efficiency”), 51 support mandating all large existing
buildings to implement energy saving retrofitting and retro-commissioning (48 through VVCF)
(“implement as soon as possible the mandatory requirement for all existing large buildings to
be refurbished and re-inspected and other energy savings”), 74 support that all new or renovated
buildings be zero emissions (68 through VCF) (“mandate that new buildings are at least carbon
neutral’), while 41 support a wider implementation for zero emissions (37 through VCF) (“clear
goal and regulation for new building to reach a defined level of energy consumption reduction
plan”).

Of the 17,591 views about government’s role in reducing energy usage of companies or
organisations (15,204 through petitions), 6,040 support government setting regulatory
requirements (5,068 through petitions) (“better and stronger regulation of shipping and
factories”), 5,793 support government incentives (5,068 through petitions) (“offer incentive for
businesses, merchants who meet the carbon reduction standards™), 5,724 support government
taking the lead (5,068 through petitions) (“government to take the lead in the use of power-
saving equipment”), and 33 support government promotion of energy saving practices (27
through VCF) (“government should further encourage the private sector”).

Of the 6,984 views about increasing energy efficiency and conservation in companies or
organisations (5,068 through petitions), 145 express general support (117 through VCF)
(“promote energy conservation and emission reduction in industrial and commercial sectors™),
6,219 (5,068 through petitions) support the Energy Saving Charter (“limit the central air
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conditioning of private company buildings to 24-26°C”), 207 support reduced operating hours
to save energy (all through VCF) (“limiting the number of hours employees work can reduce
the Organisation’s unnecessary carbon emissions beyond working hours”), 187 support retro-
fitting office premises (167 through VCF) (“install new and energy-efficient equipment to
improve energy efficiency and reduce carbon emissions”), 171 support purchase of energy-
efficient appliances (“use energy-efficient appliances as much as possible”), and 33 support
carbon or energy audits (28 through VCF) (“implement new statutory regulations, such as
annual energy operation audit”).

Of the 6,942 views about energy saving by individuals (5,068 through petitions), 5,728 (5,068
through petitions) support this in general (“individuals need to play a more active role”), 423
support reduced air-conditioning (400 through VCF) (“set the air-conditioning to a higher
temperature but increase ventilation so that it doesn't feel stuffy”), 352 support purchases of
energy-efficient appliances (321 through VCF) (“use electric appliances with grade 1 energy
efficiency label”), 172 support turning off lights when not in use (168 through VCF) (“switch
off lights which are not in use”), 161 support turning off power to appliances that use energy in
standby mode (158 through VCF) (“switch off or uninstall unnecessary electronic devices”),
and 92 support more use of fans or natural ventilation (80 through VCF) (“try to replace air
conditioning with a fan”).

Of the 5,750 views about government’s role in increasing energy saving by individuals (5,068
through petitions), 5,582 (5,068 through petitions) support government incentives (“provide
more incentives to lower energy usage”), while 168 (140 through VCF) support government
disincentives or mandates (“penalise those who live a high carbon and wasteful style”).

Of the 103 views about setting energy saving targets, 56 supported non-mandatory measures
(36 through petitions) (“government should create an enabling environment to fully explore
domestic renewable energy potential”), while 47 supported mandatory measures (37 through
VCF) (“set legislative requirements to meet the environmental needs which should be regularly
reviewed”).

Table 3.6 Further Decarbonising Electricity Generation

Tables PCP| E |WSC| WSI VCF | M | IM P (ON) Total

C(ii). Further Decarbonising Electricity | 23 | 306 | 277 | 3,785 | 64,084 | 32 | 231 | 51,721 1 120,460
Generation

C.2 Further Carbon Reduction 13 | 238 | 180 | 2,350 | 61,696 | 27 | 180 | 31,207 1 95,892
Measures in Electricity Generation
(by electricity suppliers)

50



Tables PCP| E |WSC| WSI VCF | M | IM P (ON) Total

C.2.2 Negative responses on 0 31 9 1,469 | 51,531 | 13 | 134 | 20,587 0 73,774
further carbon reduction in
electricity generation (by
electricity suppliers)

C.2.2.1 Use of zero carbon 0 31 9 1,469 | 51,531 | 13 | 134 | 20,587 0 73,774
energy source

C.2.2.1.1 Negative 0 22 9 1,469 | 51,530 | 13 | 134 | 20,587 0 73,764
responses on regional
cooperation

C.2.2.1.1.00 General 0 2 1 24 41,182 | 0 6 0 0 41,215
disapproval on regional
cooperation for use of
zero carbon energy
source without
comments on specific
targets and reasons

C.2.2.1.1.07 Disagree 0 18 7 1,425 | 9,223 | 12 | 125 | 20,587 0 31,397
on importing energy
from the Mainland

C.2.2.1.1.7.00 0 3 0 35 5741 | 0 | 17 0 0 5,796
Disagree on
importing energy
from the Mainland
without explanation
or fuel type

C.2.2.1.1.7.04 0 8 1 342 1,018 | 2 | 39 | 5237 0 6,647
Disagree on
importing energy
from the Mainland
because whether it
cannot be
guaranteed that they
are not reliable

C.2.21.1.7.01 0 4 6 305 591 8 | 12 | 5141 0 6,067
Disagree on
importing nuclear
energy from the
Mainland or other
regions

C.2.2.1.1.7.03 0 2 0 320 440 2 7 | 5,068 0 5,839
Disagree on
importing energy
from the Mainland
because whether it
cannot be
guaranteed that they




Tables

PCP

WSC

WSI

VCF

(0N}

Total

are eco-friendly
energy

C.2.21.1.7.02
Disagree on
importing
renewable energy
from the Mainland
or other regions

373

336

5,068

5,778

C.2.2.1.1.7.05
Disagree on
importing energy
from the Mainland
because there are
sufficient electricity
supply from local
generators to meet
the demand

29

631

23

73

757

C.2.2.1.1.7.08
Disagree on
importing energy
from the Mainland
because it is
expensive

12

276

11

299

C.2.2.1.1.7.07
Disagree on
importing energy
from the Mainland
because it is not
safe

170

177

C.2.2.1.1.7.06
Disagree on
importing energy
from the Mainland
because it lowers
the proportion of
electricity supply
from local
electricity suppliers

20

13

37

C.2.2.1.1.08 Disagree
on importing nuclear
energy from other
regions but not specify
the Mainland

18

1,024

1,049

C.2.2.1.1.09 Disagree
on importing
renewable energy from
other regions but not
specify the Mainland

101

103
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Tables PCP| E |WSC| WSI VCF | M | IM P (ON) Total

C.2.2.1.2 Negative 0 9 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 10
response on local
renewable energy

C.2.2.1.2.0 Negative 0 1 0 0 0 0|0 0 0 1
response on local
renewable energy in
general without
specific

C.2.2.1.2.1 Negative 0 4 0 0 1 0|0 0 0 5
response on locally
generated solar energy

C.2.2.1.2.3 Negative 0 3 0 0 0 0|0 0 0 3
response on locally
generated tidal energy

C.2.2.1.2.2 Negative 0 1 0 0 0 0|0 0 0 1
response on locally
generated wind energy

C.2.1 Positive responses on 13 | 207 | 153 872 10,130 | 14 | 43 | 10,620 0 22,052
further carbon reduction in
electricity generation (by
electricity suppliers)

C.2.1.00 General support for | 1 0 2 5 48 0 0 0 0 56
further carbon reduction in
electricity generation (by
electricity suppliers) without
specific targets and methods

C.2.1.01 Use of zero carbon 10 | 165 | 117 566 9,255 | 14 | 34 | 5,310 0 15,471
energy source

C.2.1.1.0 General Support | 0 6 8 2 53 0 3 0 0 72
for use of zero carbon
energy source without
specific targets

C.2.1.1.2 Support for local | 6 | 108 69 544 9,049 | 7 | 24 | 5310 0 15,117
renewable energy

C.2.1.1.2.0 Support for | 1 19 20 181 1635 | 2 | 11 169 0 2,038
local renewable energy
in general without

specifics

C.2.1.1.2.1 Support for | 3 72 37 356 6,511 | 3 | 10 | 5141 0 12,133
locally generated solar

energy

C.2.1.1.2.1.00 1 22 15 24 2947 | 3 | 7 73 0 3,092

Support for locally
generated solar
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Tables

PCP

WSC

WSI

VCF

(0N}

Total

energy without
specifics

c.21121.01
Support for using
more renewable
energy generated by
independent power
producer (e.g.
installing solar
panel electricity
systems in buildings
and connected to
power grid,
Renewable Energy
Feed-in Tariff)

14

11

310

432

5,068

5,838

C.2.1.1.2.1.02
Support for using
self-produced
renewable energy
(e.g. installing solar
power plates to
power households,
buildings or public
facilities) but did
not mention
connecting to power
grid

36

11

22

3,132

3,203

C.2.1.1.2.2 Support for
locally generated wind
energy

11

707

738

C.2.1.1.2.3 Support for
locally generated tidal
energy

196

208

C.2.1.1.1 Positive
responses on regional
Cooperation

47

34

18

108

224

C.2.1.1.1.00 General
Support for regional
cooperation for use of
zero carbon energy
source without specific
targets

51

67

C.2.1.1.1.02 Support
importing renewable
energy

22

19

10

37

97
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Tables

PCP

WSC

WSI

VCF

(0N}

Total

C.2.1.1.1.01 Support
importing nuclear
energy

18

12

20

60

C.2.1.1.4 Support for
developing hydrogen as an
energy carrier (e.g. to
make fuel cells, blending
into natural gas, storing
renewable energy etc.)

18

31

C.2.1.1.3 Support for
locally generated nuclear
energy

27

27

C.2.1.06 Support for
abandoning regressive
electricity tariff for business
customers to encourage
energy saving

238

151

5,068

5,460

C.2.1.04 Support for using
more natural gas

10

53

130

242

453

C.2.1.09 Support for
electricity suppliers to provide
incentives to promote energy
saving (e.g. rewarding
scheme, energy saving
contest)

158

167

C.2.1.02 Support for use of
emerging and future
technologies

10

15

131

165

C.2.1.14 Support for
increasing electricity tariff to
encourage energy saving

138

145

C.2.1.03 Support for turning
food waste into energy

56

71

C.2.1.10 Support for
improving the fuel mix to
achieve the decarbonisation
targets

48

49

C.2.1.15 Support for offering
green tariff to encourage use
of renewable energy

15

15

C.2.90 Setting target for reducing
carbon emissions

18

34

65

C.2.90.4 Gradually phase out
fossil fuel

13

24

46

55




Tables PCP| E |[WSC| WsSI VCF IM P 0os Total
C.2.90.4.1 Agree or other | 0 0 13 4 22 3 0 1 43
positive responses
C.2.90.4.2 Disagree or 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 3
other negative responses
C.2.90.3 100% zero carbon 0 0 5 4 10 0 0 0 19
energy
C.2.90.3.1 Agree or other | 0 0 5 4 10 0 0 0 19
positive responses
C.2.3 Neither positive nor 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
negative responses on further
carbon reduction in electricity
generation (by electricity
suppliers)
C.2.3.1 Generally neither 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
agree nor disagree on further
carbon reduction in electricity
generation (by electricity
suppliers) without comments
on specific targets and
methods
C.3 Considerations when 8 58 86 1,158 | 2,241 50 | 15,446 0 19,051
determining our long-term strategy
to decarbonise the electricity
generating sector
C.3.2 Reliability (availability of | 3 9 24 431 708 12 | 5,237 0 6,425
power)
C.3.2.1 More Importance or 3 9 24 431 708 12 | 5,237 0 6,425
other positive responses
C.3.1 Environmental 3 6 14 336 615 9 | 5,068 0 6,052
performance
C.3.1.1 More Importance or 3 6 14 336 615 9 5,068 0 6,052
other positive responses
C.3.3 Safety 1 19 14 350 441 15 | 5141 0 5,982
C.3.3.1 More Importance or 1 19 14 350 441 15 | 5,141 0 5,982
other positive responses
C.3.4 Affordability 1 15 21 27 462 14 0 0 541
C.3.4.1 More Importance or 1 15 21 27 462 14 0 0 541
other positive responses
C.3.5 Security (availability of 0 9 13 14 15 0 0 0 51

fuel)
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Tables PCP| E |WSC| WSI VCF | M | IM P (ON) Total

C.3.5.1 More Importance or 0 9 13 14 15 0 0 0 0 51
other positive responses

C.8 Government's role in driving 2 10 11 277 147 1 1 5,068 0 5,517
down carbon emissions by
electricity suppliers

C.8.3 Government introducing 0 2 4 263 49 1 1 | 5068 0 5,388
competition into electricity sector
to allow competitor to supply

renewable energy at a lower cost

C.8.3.1 Agree or other 0 2 4 262 49 1 1 | 5,068 0 5,387
positive responses

C.8.3.2 Disagree or other 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
negative responses

C.8.1 Government providing 1 6 6 10 59 0 0 0 0 82
incentives to encourage reduction
in carbon emissions by electricity
suppliers

C.8.1.1 Agree or other 1 6 6 10 59 0 0 0 0 82
positive responses

C.8.2 Government setting 1 2 1 4 39 0 0 0 0 47
regulatory requirements to ensure
electricity suppliers meeting the
designated carbon emissions
reduction targets

C.8.2.1 Agree or other 1 2 1 4 39 0 0 0 0 47
positive responses

Table 3.6 shows that of the 120,460 views about further decarbonising electricity generation,
95,982 were about reductions by electricity suppliers (61,696 through VCF), 19,051 were about
considerations for the long-term electricity generation strategy (15,446 through petitions) and
5,517 were about government’s role in reducing carbon emissions by electricity suppliers
(5,068 through petitions).

Of the 95,892 views about reductions by electricity suppliers (61,696 through VCF), 73,774
were negative views on further reduction (51,531 through VCF), 22,052 were positive views
on further reduction, and 65 were about setting targets for future reduction (34 through VCF)
(“reduce the use of fossil energy and increase the use of new energy”). Of the 73,774 negative
views on further reduction (51,531 through VCF), 41,215 (41,182 through VCF) were negative
about regional cooperation without specific reasons (“oppose purchase of electricity from other
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places”) and 31,397 specifically reject importing energy from the Mainland (20,587 through
petitions), of which 5,796 (5,741 through VCF) do not give a reason (oppose buying electricity
from Mainland China”), 6,647 (5,237 through petitions) reject because of reliability concerns
(“reliability of the electricity supply from the Mainland is questionable™), 6,067 (5,141 though
petitions) specifically reject nuclear energy import from the Mainland (“strongly object to
buying nuclear power from Mainland China”), 5,839 (5,068 through petitions) reject Mainland
import as it may not be eco-friendly (“cannot ensure that power grid and power generation
process are renewable energy and comply with environmental codes”), 5,778 reject import of
renewable energy from Mainland (5,068 through petitions) (“against the importation of
renewable energy from the Mainland”), 757 reject import as they believe there is sufficient
local supply (631 through VCF) (“no need to import electricity from the Mainland as there is a
surplus of electricity generated in Hong Kong”), 299 reject import as they believe it is expensive
(276 through VCF) (“should not purchase electricity from Mainland with an unreasonable
price™), 177 reject import as they believe it is not safe (170 through VCF) (“energy from the
Mainland may emit more carbon in the process, which is unsafe”), 37 reject import as it lowers
the proportion of local supply (20 through VCF) (“purchase of additional nuclear or renewable
energy from Mainland will seriously affect the profits of the local electricity companies™), 1,049
reject import nuclear energy in general (1,024 through VCF) (“nuclear power is a major threat
to the safety of all living things™) and 103 (101 through VCF) reject importing renewable energy
in general (“strongly oppose purchase of renewable energy from other places”). Of the 22,052
positive views on further reduction, 56 were general support for carbon reduction (48 through
VCF) (“improve power plant facilities in Hong Kong to improve production efficiency”),
15,117 were support for local renewable energy (9,049 through VCF) of which 3,092 (2,947
through VCF) support local solar energy in general (“develop local solar energy vigorously”),
5,838 (5,068 through petitions) support independent power producers (“solar feed-in tariff plan
is good”), 3,203 (3,132 through VCF) support self-produced solar (“equip bus roof with solar
panels to generate electricity for streetlights nearby”), 738 support local wind energy (707
through VCF) (“expedite development of wind farms in Hong Kong”) and 208 support local
tidal energy (“tidal energy is a feasible way to generate electricity”), while 67 views (51 through
VCF) support regional cooperation in general (“increase proportion of zero carbon energy in
the fuel mix through closer regional cooperation”), 97 support importing renewable energy
(“feasible to buy renewable energy from the Mainland”), 60 support importing nuclear energy
(“can import nuclear power as the plants are not located in the seismic zone and are relatively
safe”) and 31 (18 through VCF) support developing hydrogen as an energy carrier (“some
difficulties in using hydrogen, but the development must be explored”). There are also 5,460
views supporting changing the regressive tariff for business (5,068 through petitions)
(“regressive electricity charges encourage business users to use more electricity and should be
abolished”), 453 views (242 through petitions) support more use of natural gas (“natural gas is
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more environmentally friendly, so increase the proportion”), 167 views (158 through VCF)
support incentives from suppliers for energy saving (“offer discount to people using less
electricity then previous year”), 165 views (131 through VVCF) supporting emerging technology
(“invest in development of green technology’), 145 supporting increased tariff to encourage
saving (138 through VCF) (“increase electricity cost, especially to commercial and industrial
buildings, to make them switch to energy saving appliances”), 71 supporting converting food
waste to energy (56 through VCF) (“kitchen waste can be used for power generation, like
Singapore and Taiwan”) and 49 (48 through VVCF) supporting improving the fuel mix (“promote
and increase the proportion of local low-polluting energy source in electricity generation”),
while 46 support phasing out fossil fuels (“reduce use of fossil fuels and increase the use of
new energy”).

Of the 19,051 views about considerations for the long-term electricity generation strategy
(15,446 through petitions), 6,425 see reliability as important (5,237 through petitions) (“reliable
energy supply is more important than whether it is zero carbon energy”), 6,052 see
environmental performance as important (5,068 through petitions) (“encourage more
environmentally friendly fuels”), 5,982 see safety as important (5,141 through petitions)
(*Hong Kong power plants should focus on safety”), 541 see affordability as important (462
through VCF) (“energy costs are also important for business competitiveness”), and 51 see
security as important (“although renewable energy is of great benefit, supply of wind and water
in Hong Kong is unstable”).

Of the 5,517 views about government’s role in reducing carbon emissions by electricity
suppliers (5,068 through petitions), 5,387 support competition being allowed for renewable
energy (5,068 through petitions) (“consider a more open market for clean energy”), 82 support
government incentives to electricity suppliers (59 through VCF) (“offer tax concession to HK
Electric and CLP for using more natural gas to generate power”), and 47 support government
regulatory requirements on electricity suppliers (39 through VCF) (“tighten the requirement for
the power supply companies in carbon emission reduction”).

3.5 Low-carbon transport

Table 3.7 Low-carbon transport

Tables PCP| E |WSC|WSI | VCF (M| IM P OS | Total

D. Low-carbon Transport In A Smart 52 | 306 | 246 | 113 |27,445| 0 | 20 0 0 | 28,182
City
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PCP

WSC

WSI

VCF

(0N}

Total

D.1 Positive responses on low-
carbon transport in a smart city

46

250

181

84

23,213

17

23,791

D.1.0 General support on low-
carbon transport in a smart city
without specific targets

1,050

1,060

D.1.1 Phasing out or ban fossil
fuel vehicles in Hong Kong

22

107

94

35

13,998

14,261

D.1.1.0 General support on
phasing out or ban fossil fuel
vehicles in Hong Kong
without specific targets

4,009

4,025

D.1.1.1 Support for
accelerating the adoption of
new energy vehicles such as
EVs and vehicles using non-
traditional fuels (ethanol and
biodiesel)

38

27

13

5,774

5,859

D.1.1.2 Support for increasing

numbers of EV charging
stations

11

34

25

1,664

1,738

D.1.1.7 Support for providing
tax deduction or subsidies for

environment-friendly vehicles

12

1,455

1,482

D.1.1.8 Support for increasing

the expense on using fossil
fuel vehicles (e.g. tax)

358

372

D.1.1.3 Support for
improving fuel efficiency of
vehicles (e.g. hybrid vehicle)

251

263

D.1.1.9 Support for banning
or limiting the number of
fossil fuel vehicles in Hong
Kong in downtown area

218

229

D.1.1.5 Support for
improving new energy
vehicles maintenance service
and facilities

136

144

D.1.1.6 Support for providing
more information about
electric cars

110

113

D.1.1.4 Support for
promoting the use of biofuels
in heavy goods vehicles, etc.

10

23

36
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PCP

WSC

WSI

VCF

(0N}

Total

D.1.3 Low-carbon travel by
individual

10

72

32

20

6,594

10

6,738

D.1.3.00 General support on
low-carbon travel by
individual without specific
targets

13

15

D.1.3.01 Support for using
public transportation as far as
possible

28

10

12

3,254

3,314

D.1.3.05 Support for riding
more bicycles by individuals

17

2,033

2,063

D.1.3.02 Support for walking
for short distance commuting
as far as possible

15

1,023

1,051

D.1.3.06 Support for using
less transports (including
public or private transports)

183

193

D.1.3.03 Support for
minimising outbound travel
via air and cruise trips. Enjoy
our local or neighbouring
areas' recreational facilities as
far as possible, such as
country parks, etc.

88

102

D.1.2 Promote Mobility and
Walkability (by government

policy)

10

57

33

24

842

968

D.1.2.0 General support on
promoting mobility and
walkability at policy level
without specific targets

11

21

D.1.2.2 Support for upgrading

infrastructure to fostering a
“bicycle-friendly”
environment (e.g. building
more bicycle tracks and
parking facilities)

34

12

13

621

684

D.1.2.1 Support for upgrading

infrastructure to improve
walkability (e.g. building
more footbridge)

20

15

136

187

D.1.2.3 Support for the policy

to switch off some elevators
during off-peak hours

74

76

61



Tables

PCP

WSC

WSI

VCF

(0N}

Total

D.1.5 Better effective
transportation management

459

467

D.1.5.00 General support on
more effective transportation
management without specific
targets

144

145

D.1.5.04 Support for car or
bicycle sharing

151

153

D.1.5.02 Support for more
effective transportation
management to minimise
traffic jam

105

106

D.1.5.03 Support for more
effective transportation
management to minimise the
waiting time to park

24

27

D.1.5.05 Support for building
more electric rail network

22

22

D.1.5.01 Support for more
effective transportation
management to minimise
detour

13

14

D.1.4 Low-carbon travel
measures by companies or
organisations

15

270

297

D.1.4.00 General support on
low-carbon travel measures
by companies or organisations
without specific targets

D.1.4.03 Support for
arranging employers to work
at home

129

137

D.1.4.01 Support for instead
of taking business trips,
conduct video conferencing or
use emails to reduce carbon
footprint from flights

73

79

D.1.4.02 Support for using
new energy vehicles (e.g.
electric vehicles) as company
vehicles

65

77

D.4 Government's role in promoting
low-carbon transport

38

25

12

1,904

1,985
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PCP

WSC

WSI

VCF

(0N}

Total

D.4.1 Government providing
incentives to encourage low-
carbon transport

25

17

1,134

1,186

D.4.1.1 Agree or other
positive responses

25

17

1,134

1,186

D.4.3 Government taking the
lead to use low-carbon
transportation

517

519

D.4.3.1 Agree or other
positive responses

517

519

D.4.2 Government setting
mandating or punitive measures
to require all citizens, companies
and organisations to use low-
carbon transportation more
proactively

13

253

280

D.4.2.1 Agree or other
positive responses

13

253

280

D.90 Setting targets on low-carbon
transport policy in a smart city

11

29

554

604

D.90.1 Gradually shift to low-
carbon transport policy in a smart
city (e.g. gradually replacing
conventional fuel-driven vehicles
with new energy vehicles)

14

314

338

D.90.1.1 Agree or other
positive responses

14

314

338

D.90.3 Mandating policy on low-
carbon transport in a smart city
(e.g. mandating zero emission
vehicles to replace all
conventional fuel-driven
vehicles)

131

142

D.90.3.1 Agree or other
positive responses

95

106

D.90.3.2 Disagree or other
negative responses

36

36

D.90.2 Proactively transition to
low-carbon transport policy in a
smart city (e.g. EVs as the key
main-streamed choice

109

124

D.90.2.1 Agree or other
positive responses

109

124
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Tables PCP| E |WSC|WSI | VCF (M| IM P OS | Total

D.2 Negative responses on low- 0 1 0 0 577 (0] O 0 0 578
carbon transport in a smart city

D.2.0 General disagreement on 0 1 0 0 130 |0 ]| O 0 0 131
low-carbon transport in a smart
city without comments on
specific targets and methods

D.2.1 Disagreement on phasing 0 0 0 0 447 |0 | O 0 0 447
out or ban fossil fuel vehicles in
Hong Kong

D.2.1.0 General disagreement | 0 0 0 0 447 |0 | O 0 0 447
on phasing out or ban fossil
fuel vehicles in Hong Kong
without specific targets

D.3 Neither positive nor negative 0 2 0 0 137 | 0] O 0 0 139
responses on low-carbon transport in
a smart city

D.3.0 Generally neither agree nor| 0 0 0 0 59 0| 0 0 0 59
disagree on low-carbon transport
in a smart city without comments
on specific targets and methods

D.3.2 High cost of buying 0 1 0 0 61 0] 0 0 0 62
electric vehicles

D.3.1 The battery of the electric | 0 1 0 0 17 0| 0 0 0 18
vehicles should be recycled

properly

D.99 Other comments on further 0 4 11 10 1,060 | O | O 0 0 1,085
reduce our transport-related carbon
emissions at policy level

D.99.1 Support for reducing the 0 1 6 6 1018 | 0| O 0 0 | 1,031
number of vehicles

D.99.2 Support for reducing 0 1 3 3 22 0| 0 0 0 29
carbon emission in marine

transport

D.99.3 Support for reducing 0 2 2 1 20 0] 0 0 0 25

carbon emission in air transport

Table 3.7 shows that of 28,182 views about low-carbon transport in a smart city, 23,791 were
about positive support for low-carbon transport (23,213 through VCF), 1,985 were about
government’s role in promoting low-carbon transport (1,904 through VCF), 604 were about
setting targets for low-carbon transport (554 through VCF), 578 were negative responses to
low-carbon transport (577 through VCF), 62 views noted the high cost of electric vehicles (61
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through VCF) (“price is not affordable”) and 1,031 other views expressed support for reducing
the number of vehicles (1,018 through VCF) (“limit number of private cars in Hong Kong”).

Of the 23,791 views supporting low-carbon transport (23,213 through VCF), 1060 were general
support (1,050 through VVCF) (“green transport is the future™), 14,261 support phasing out fossil
fuel vehicles, 6,738 support low-carbon travel by individuals (6,594 through VCF), 968 support
promoting mobility and walkability (842 through VCF), 467 support better transportation
management (459 through VCF), and 297 support low-carbon travel by companies or
organisations (270 through VCF). Of the 14,261 views supporting phasing out fossil fuel
vehicles (13,998 through VCF), 4,025 were in general support (4,009 through VCF) (“support
banning fossil fuel vehicles in HK”), 5,859 support accelerated adoption of new energy vehicles
(5,774 through VCF) (“promote electric car”), 1,738 support increased charging stations (1,664
through VCF) (“improve charging facilities and establish a coverage target”), 1,482 support
financial incentives for new energy vehicles (1,455 through VCF) (“attractive tax relief for
purchase of EVs”), 372 support increasing the financial disincentives for fossil fuel vehicles
(358 through VCF) (“gradually raise taxes on fossil fuel vehicles”), 263 support increased fuel
efficiency for vehicles (251 through VCF) (“all vehicles shall be at least hybrid powered”), 229
support restrictions on fossil fuel vehicles in downtown areas (218 through VVCF) (“ban all non-
electric cars in some areas”), 144 support improving support facilities for new energy vehicles
(136 through VCF) (“help traditional garages equip for the maintenance of new energy
vehicles”), 113 support more information about new energy vehicles (“government should help
promote electric cars”) and 36 support use of biofuels (23 through VCF) (“promote the use of
biofuels, biodiesel in heavy goods vehicles”). Of the 6,738 views about low-carbon travel by
individuals (6,594 through VCF), 3,314 support using public transport as far as possible (3,254
through VCF) (“public transport should be promoted”), 2,063 support using bicycles more
(2,033 through VCF) (“cycling is an important part to reduce carbon footprint™), 1,051 support
walking where possible (1,023 through VCF) (“building covered passages could encourage
short distance walk’), 193 support using less transport (183 through VCF) (“reduce the demand
for transport”), and 102 support minimising outbound travel by using local facilities (88 through
VCF) (“encourage low-carbon tourism”). Of the 968 supporting promotion of mobility and
walkability (842 through VCF), 684 were about a bicycle friendly infrastructure (621 through
VCF) (“government should make it easier for people to ride a bike across districts™), 187 were
about upgrading infrastructure to improve walkability (136 through VCF) (“more built
footpaths and pedestrian overpasses”), 76 were about turning off lifts during off-peak (74
through VCF) (“when no one uses lift, the power should be automatically suspended”). Of the
467 views supporting better transportation management (459 through VCF), 145 were general
support (144 through VCF) (“better real-time traffic management”), 153 support car or bike
sharing (151 through VCF) (“promote car-sharing”), and 106 support minimising traffic jams
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(105 through VCF) (“the road network should be optimised to expedite traffic flow to reduce
emissions”). Of the 297 views supporting low-carbon travel by companies or organisations
(270 through VVCF), 137 were about employers supporting work from home (129 through VCF)
(“promote working at home to reduce unnecessary traveling”), 79 were about using
telecommunication instead of travel (73 through VCF) (“reduce unnecessary flights and travel
and use videoconferencing instead”), and 77 were about changing company vehicles to be new
energy vehicles (65 through VCF) (“subsidies to small companies for green transportation,
electric or hybrid car purchasing”).

Of the 1,985 views about government’s role in promoting low-carbon transport (1,904 through
VCF), 1,186 were about government incentives (1,134 through VCF) (“price reduction is the
best incentive for the public to use public transport”), 519 were about government taking the
lead (517 through VCF) (“senior government officials travel by walking, cycling and public
transport”), and 280 were about mandatory measures (253 through VCF) (“set and quickly
tighten emission regulation for all vehicles, including vessels”).

Of the 604 views about setting targets for low-carbon transport (554 through VCF), 338 support
gradual shift to low-carbon transport (314 through VCF) (“gradually change all vehicles to
electric and provide adequate facilities to support this”), 142 were about mandatory measures
(131 through VCF) (106 positive (“impose total ban on diesel and petrol cars”), 36 negative
(“completely banning fossil fuels may not be a good idea but gradually phasing out them could
be a way out”)), and 124 were about proactive transition to low-carbon (109 through VCF)
(“government to encourage people to use electric vehicles, but should not ban fossil fuel
vehicles”).

Of the 578 negative responses to low-carbon transport (577 through VCF), 131 were general
disagreement (130 through VCF) (“don't waste resources on green and innovative transport
technology”) and 447 were against phasing out of fossil fuel vehicles (all through VCF) (“new
energy vehicle technology is not mature and fossil fuel vehicles should not be forcibly banned”).

3.6 Other strategies listed in the PE document

Table 3.8 Other strategies listed in the PE document

Tables PCP| E |WSC|WSI | VCF (M|IM P OS | Total

E. Other carbon-reduction strategies and| 37 | 437 | 189 | 143 | 11,172 | 4 | 22 223 0 | 12,227
measures (mentioned in the PE
document)
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Tables PCP| E |WSC|WSI | VCF (M| IM P OS | Total

E.O01. Education and publicity 22 | 154 64 40 4943 (1] 3 18 0 | 5,245

E.1.0 General support on 17 95 30 26 4340 |0 3 0 0 | 4511
promoting low-carbon emission
through education and publicity
without specific targets

E.1.0.1 Agree or other 17 93 30 26 4340 |0 3 0 0 | 4,509
positive responses
E.1.0.3 Neither there isaneed| 0 2 0 0 0 0| 0 0 0 2
nor no need or other neutral
responses

E.1.2 To strengthen policy- 2 19 13 7 452 (0] O 18 0 511

oriented and enable more
environment researches

E.1.2.1 Agree or other 2 19 13 7 452 (0] O 18 0 511
positive responses
E.1.1 To launch climate change 1 23 3 1 39 0| 0 0 0 67
awareness campaigns using the
media
E.1.1.1 Agree or other 1 23 3 1 39 0| 0 0 0 67

positive responses

E.1.3 To include climate change | 1 8 8 5 32 110 0 0 55
topics in school curricula

E.1.3.1 Agree or other 1 8 8 5 32 110 0 0 55
positive responses

E.1.5 Launch campaign(s) to 0 2 7 1 44 0| 0 0 0 54
promote carbon emission
reduction for all

E.1.5.1 Agree or other 0 2 7 1 44 0| O 0 0 54
positive responses
E.1.4 Strengthen the "Energy 1 7 3 0 36 0| 0 0 0 47
Saving for All” Campaign
E.1.4.1 Agree or other 1 7 3 0 36 0| O 0 0 47
positive responses
E.03 Better waste management 4 92 30 33 3417 |0 3 169 0 | 3,748
E.3.0 General support on better 0 6 2 1 14 0| 0 0 0 23

waste management without
specific targets

E.3.0.1 Agree or other 0 6 2 1 14 0| 0 0 0 23
positive responses

E.3.1 Better waste reduction 2 62 15 30 3,208 |0 3 169 0 | 3,489
policy (including policy on waste




Tables

PCP

WSC

WSI

VCF

(0N}

Total

reduction at source, recycling,
reusing, sharing, repairing,
refurbishment, remanufacturing )

E.3.1.1 Agree or other
positive responses

62

15

30

3,208

169

3,489

E.3.2 Improving waste-to-energy
technologies

24

13

195

236

E.3.2.1 Agree or other
positive responses

24

13

195

236

E.02 Economic Opportunities and
Financing Mechanism

98

40

30

1,035

14

36

1,257

E.2.0 General support on
promoting low-carbon emission
through providing economic
opportunities and financing
mechanism without specific
targets

20

38

76

E.2.0.1 Agree or other
positive responses

20

37

75

E.2.0.3 Neither there is a need
nor no need or other neutral
responses

E.2.3 Imposing taxation
measures (e.g. tax concessions
for energy saving practice in
buildings) or concessions

59

15

17

959

10

18

1,079

E.2.3.1 Agree or other
positive responses

59

15

17

959

10

18

1,079

E.2.2 Cap-and-trade scheme

15

18

57

E.2.2.1 Agree or other
positive responses

15

18

57

E.2.1 Green Bonds

12

23

45

E.2.1.1 Agree or other
positive responses

12

23

45

E.06 Adoption of carbon removal
measures (e.g. carbon capture and
storage technologies, reforestation
and afforestation, growing plants in
private or public area)

14

15

12

973

1,015

E.6.1 Agree or other positive
responses

11

13

11

973

1,009
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Tables PCP| E |[WSC|WSI | VCF |M|IM P OS | Total
E.6.3 Neither agree nor disagree | 0 3 2 1 0 00 0 0 6
or other neutral responses
E.04 Learning from international 6 63 25 23 753 | 1] 2 0 0 873
experience
E.4.1 Agree or other positive 6 63 25 23 752 1] 2 0 0 872
responses
E.4.2 Disagree or other negative | 0 0 0 0 1 0| 0 0 0 1
responses
E.05 Collaboration across sectors 2 16 15 5 51 0| O 0 0 89
E.5.1 Agree or other positive 2 16 15 5 51 00 0 0 89
responses

Table 3.8 shows that of 12,227 views about other carbon-reduction strategies mentioned in the
PE document, 5,245 were about education and publicity (4,943 through VCF), 3,748 about
better waste management (3,417 through VCF), 1,257 about economics and finance (1,035
through VCF), 1,009 positive views about carbon removal measures (973 through VCF), 872
positive views about learning from international experience (752 through VCF) and 89 about
collaboration across sectors (51 through VVCF).

Of the 5,245 views about education and publicity, 4,511 were about general positive support
for education and publicity about low-carbon emissions (4,340 through VCF) (“promotion is
one of the only ways to raise awareness about climate change”), 511 about strengthening
relevant research (452 through VCF) (“need funding of research on related technologies”), 67
about launching a media based climate change awareness campaign (39 through VCF) (“short
advertisements that show the future consequences, and quick and easy ways for people to
change their lifestyle”), 55 about embedding climate change in school curricula (“offer learning
experience and lessons about low-carbon life style™), 54 about launching a campaign to promote
carbon reduction for all (*show citizens that there is collective effort and it needs engagement
of every individual in the city”), and 47 about strengthening the energy saving for all campaign
(*launch the "Energy Saving for All” Campaign”).

Of the 3,748 views about better waste management, 3,489 were about better policy (3,208
through VCF) (“improvement in waste policy is needed”) and 236 were about waste-to-energy

technologies (“turning waste into energy is important”).

Of the 1,257 views about economics and finance, 76 were about general support for providing
economic opportunities and financing mechanism (“only green finance can drive governments
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to develop renewable energy”), 1,079 were about taxation measures, including concessions
(959 through VCF) (“adopt carbon tax”), 57 about cap-and-trade schemes (“carbon trading and
emissions trading could promote carbon reduction”), and 45 about green bonds (23 through
VCF) (“great opportunity for power companies or government to issue a green bond to let local
businesses and people invest”).

3.7 Other strategies not listed in the PE document

Table 3.9 Other strategies not listed in the PE document

Tables PCP| E |WSC|WSI| VCF [(M|IM P OS | Total

G. Other carbon-reduction strategies 15| 75 39 [212| 43212 |1 | 41 845 0 |44,440
and measures

G.16 Encourage producing or 0 0 1 1 38818 |0 | O 0 0 (38,820
collecting fresh water locally

G.16.1 Agree or other positive 0 0 1 1 38818 |0 | O 0 0 (38,820
responses

G.09 Restrict population growth rate | 0 2 0 46 811 0] 12 169 0 |1,040
S0 as to limit energy use

G.9.1 Agree or other positive 0 2 0 46 811 0] 12 169 0 |1,040
responses

G.15 Support for the Government 6 16 6 3 752 0| 0 0 0 | 783
taking the lead to reduce carbon
emission without specifying the
areas (e.g. saving energy)

G.15.1 Agree or other positive 6 16 6 3 751 0| 0 0 0 | 782
responses

G.15.2 Disagree or other 0 0 0 0 1 0| 0 0 0 1
negative responses

G.12 Better urban planning to 5 17 16 12 683 0| 0 0 0 733
reduce carbon emission

G.12.1 Agree or other positive 5 17 16 | 12 683 0| O 0 0 | 733
responses

G.19 Support for the avoiding 0 0 0 3 649 0| 0 0 0 | 652
excessive infrastructure and
development

G.19.1 Agree or other positive 0 0 0 3 649 0| 0 0 0 | 652
responses

G.10 Encourage local agricultureto | 0 13 3 38 204 1| 8 169 0 | 436
reduce carbon emission caused by
importing

G.10.1 Agree or other positive 0 11 3 38 204 1| 8 169 0 | 434
responses
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PCP

WSC

WsI

VCF

oS

Total

G.10.3 Neither agree nor
disagree or other neutral
responses

G.20 Support for establishing laws
to achieve targets of carbon emission
deduction

404

414

G.20.1 Agree or other positive
responses

403

413

G.20.3 Neither agree nor disagree or
other neutral responses

G.18 Support for reducing the
effect on climate change by
decreasing reclamation projects
(e.g. moratorium on land
reclaiming)

407

409

G.18.1 Agree or other positive
responses

407

409

G.24 Support for using products not
from the Mainland (e.qg. electric
vehicles)

274

274

G.24.1 Agree or other positive
responses

274

274

G.11 Encourage local industry to
reduce carbon emission caused by
importing

31

37

169

245

G.11.1 Agree or other positive
responses

31

37

169

245

G.07 Hong Kong reporting to the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate
Change (IPCC) directly

32

169

215

G.7.1 Agree or other positive
responses

32

169

215

G.08 Hong Kong joining Paris
Agreement directly

27

10

169

213

G.8.1 Agree or other positive
responses

27

10

169

213

G.22 Support for having dedicated
position, working group or
department in the government to
deal with climate change

45

52

G.22.1 Agree or other positive
responses

44

51

G.22.2 Disagree or other
negative responses

G.23 Support for having less large-
scale public activities (e.g. CNY
fireworks)

48

48
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Tables PCP| E |WSC|WSI| VCF [(M|IM P OS | Total

G.23.1 Agree or other positive
responses 0 0 0 0 48 0[O0 0 0 48

G.14 Support for label system(s) to 2 14 5 3 16 0| 0 0 0 40
indicate amount of carbon emission
of product or service without
specifying the name of the product
(e.g. food) or service (e.g. electricity

supply)

G.14.1 Agree or other positive 2 14 5 3 16 0| 0 0 0 40
responses

G.17 Set up an indicator on carbon 2 1 1 0 28 00 0 0 32
emission reduction to let people
know the progress of
decarbonisation in the whole society

G.17.1 Agree or other positive 2 1 1 0 28 0| 0 0 0 32
responses

G.13 Change the language to 0 8 2 3 13 0| 0 0 0 26
illustrate the climate change to
reflect the seriousness of the overall
situation (e.g. climate crisis)

G.13.1 Agree or other positive 0 8 2 3 13 00 0 0 26
responses

G.21 Support for electrifying
construction to replace diesel
generators 0 0 2 0 6 0| 0 0 0 8

G.21.1 Agree or other positive
responses 0 0 2 0 6 0[O0 0 0 8

Table 3.9 shows that of the 44,440 comments about other carbon-reduction strategies not
mentioned in the PE document, 38,820 were about local water production/collection (38,818
through VCF) (“develop a desalination system and stop buying Dongjiang water), 1,040 were
about restricting population growth (811 through VCF) (“actively control Hong Kong's
population - while the population increases, carbon emissions will inevitably increase”), 782
were views about government taking the lead (without specifying the areas) (751 through VCF)
(“government must take the lead in reducing waste of resources”), 733 were views about better
urban planning (683 through VCF) (“need to plan green sustainable districts™), 652 were views
about limiting infrastructural development (649 through VCF) (“less infrastructure would help
to reduce carbon emissions’™), 434 were views about encouraging local agriculture (204 through
VCF) (“increase the agricultural land, to increase the supply of local fruit and vegetables,
thereby reducing the cost of green food in restaurants™), 414 were views about laws to address
carbon reduction targets (404 through VCF) (“need legislation to limit carbon emissions in
public and private sectors™), 409 were views about reducing land reclamation (407 through
VCF) (“no reclamation is the best carbon reduction method”), 274 were about not using
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Mainland products (all through VCF) (“oppose the purchase of immature green and innovative
transport technology from the Mainland”), 245 were views about encouraging local industry
(169 through petitions) (“formulate a policy on Hong Kong's re-industrialisation to reduce
emissions from the importation of goods”), 215 were positive views about Hong Kong reporting
direct to the IPCC (169 through petitions) (“seek permission for Hong Kong to report directly
to the IPCC on emission reduction strategies™), 213 were about Hong Kong joining the Paris
Agreement directly (169 through petitions) (*“Hong Kong should join the Paris Agreement as a
developing district and implement the agreement in a more flexible manner based on its
situation”), 51 were about a dedicated government body to deal with climate change (44 through
VCF) (“establish a government committee, with professionals in climate change, the youth,
relevant government officials to increase public participation for combating climate change and
gathering more public opinions™), 48 were about reducing large-scale public events (all through
VCF) (“reduce useless fireworks displays”), 40 were about carbon emission labelling for
products (“carbon tags would allow consumers to avoid products with high carbon footprints™)
and 32 were about a societal indicator of carbon reduction progress (28 through VCF) (“set up
an independent monitoring committee to examine carbon emissions from all sectors and set up
rankings for public reference”).

3.8 Feedback on the public engagement

Table 3.10 Comments on the public engagement

Tables PCP| E |WSC| WSI | VCF (M| IM P OS | Total

P. Comments on the public engagement | 21 | 88 33 37 276 | 8| 28 0 0 491

P.11 Whether it is a transparent, fair,| 0 6 1 0 138 |0 O 0 0 145
genuine, adequate PE and in bottom-
up approach

P.11.3 Neither agree nor disagree | 0 4 1 0 98 00 0 0 103
or other neutral responses

P.11.1 Agree or other Positive 0 0 0 0 25 0| 0 0 0 25
responses
P.11.2 Disagree or other negative | 0 2 0 0 15 0| 0 0 0 17
responses
P.02 PE document and other 7 39 13 16 10 2| 4 0 0 91
information provided by the Support
Group
P.2.2 Negative responses 5 32 9 13 9 2| 4 0 0 74
P.2.3 Neutral responses 2 7 4 3 1 0| 0 0 0 17
P.04 Engagement channels 6 7 2 6 30 0| 11 0 0 62
P.4.1VCF 6 3 2 4 29 0|11 0 0 55
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Tables PCP| E |WSC| WSI | VCF IM OS | Total
P.4.1.1 VCF questions 3 3 2 2 26 5 0 41
P.4.1.1.2 Negative responses 2 3 2 2 26 5 0 40
P.4.1.1.3 Neutral responses 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
P.4.1.0 General comment on 1 0 0 1 1 6 0 9
VCF
P.4.1.0.2 Negative responses | 1 0 0 1 1 6 0 9
P.4.1.2 Collection method | 2 0 0 1 2 0 0 5
P.4.1.2.2 Negative 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 4
responses
P.4.1.2.3 Neutral responses 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
P.4.6 Other public events | 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
P.4.6.2 Negative responses 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
P.4.2 Regional forums 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
P.4.2.2 Negative responses| 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
P.4.3 Roving exhibition 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
P.4.3.2 Negative responses 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
P.4.4 Social Media 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
P.4.4.2 Negative responses 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
P.4.5 Website 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1
P.4.5.3 Neutral responses 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1
P.4.0 General comment on 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
engagement channels
P.4.0.2 Negative responses 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
P.10 There should be further 0 1 6 6 40 1 0 54
consultation or study to reach
consensus
P.10.1 Agree or other Positive| 0 1 6 6 39 1 0 53
responses
P.10.3 Neither agree nor disagree | 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1
or other neutral responses
P.14 Comments about 4 15 9 2 21 0 0 51
implementing/launching
feasible options
P.14.1 Agree or other Positive 3 12 9 1 14 0 0 39
responses
P.14.3 Neither agree nor disagree | 1 3 0 1 7 0 0 12

or other neutral responses
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Tables PCP| E |WSC| WSI | VCF (M| IM P OS | Total

P.07 Engagement, publicity and 2 4 0 1 16 2| 6 0 0 31
advertisement
P.7.2 Negative responses 1 0 0 1 9 2| 6 0 0 19
P.7.3 Neutral responses 1 4 0 0 7 0| O 0 0 12
P.01 Target audience 0 6 1 2 5 110 0 0 15
P.1.2 Negative responses 0 5 0 0 3 110 0 0 9
P.1.3 Neutral responses 0 1 1 2 2 0| O 0 0 6
P.00 General comment on public | 0 6 1 2 3 110 0 0 13
engagement exercise
P.0.2 Negative responses 0 5 1 1 2 110 0 0 10
P.0.1 Positive responses 0 1 0 1 0 00 0 0 2
P.0.3 Neutral responses 0 0 0 0 1 0| O 0 0 1
P.06 Engagement period 2 1 0 1 4 21 3 0 0 13
P.6.2 Negative 1 1 0 1 4 2] 3 0 0 12
P.6.2.2 Too short 1 1 0 1 4 21 3 0 0 12
P.6.3 Other comments 1 0 0 0 0 0| 0 0 0 1
P.03 Whether the suggested 0 2 0 0 6 0| 0 0 0 8

decarbonisation strategy and
measures are feasible in general

P.3.2 Disagree or other negative | 0 0 0 0 4 00 0 0 4
responses
P.3.3 Neither agree nor disagree | 0 2 0 0 2 00 0 0 4
or other neutral responses
P.05 Number of events or activities | 0 1 0 0 3 0| 3 0 0 7
P.5.2 Negative 0 1 0 0 3 0| 3 0 0 7
P.5.2.2 Too few 0 1 0 0 3 0 3 0 0 7
P.12 Assumptions behind the PE e.g.| 0 0 0 1 0 0| 0 0 0 1
causes and impacts of carbon
emissions
P.12.2 Disagree or other negative | 0 0 0 1 0 0| 0 0 0 1
responses

Table 3.10 shows that of the 491 views on the PE (276 through VCF), 145 were about whether
it was an open, transparent and bottom-up process (138 through VCF) (“need to consult the
public in a fair and open way”), 91 were about the information provided (including 74 negative
views) (“questionable assertions in the document, such as Hong Kong can only generate 3-4%
of electricity from renewable sources, not including nuclear energy”), 62 were about the
engagement channels (including 41 about the VCF questions, of which 26 were through VCF
(“should be more challenging questions in order to understand the views of the public and to
make the public aware of the present situation”)), 54 were about the need for further
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consultation or study (40 through VCF) (“need to regularly collect public feedback on long
term strategy”), 51 were about implementing or launching feasible options (“implementation
very often lags behind, very important to see the policies in practice”) and 31 were about
publicity (19 negative and 12 neutral).
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Chapter 4 Conclusion

4.1 Process

The Council for Sustainable Development (SDC) undertook a public engagement (PE) entitled
“Long-term Decarbonisation Strategy”. The Social Sciences Research Centre of The
University of Hong Kong (HKU-SSRC), was appointed to collect, compile, analyse and report
views of various stakeholder groups, including those of the general public, expressed during
the PE. During the PE, there were 5 regional fora, 9 public consultative platforms and 51
conferences/round tables/seminars/briefings. The public interaction phase of the PE started on
14" June 2019, with all feedback collected by the closing date of 20" September 2019 included
in the analysis.

The HKU-SSRC assisted the SDC in designing a bilingual Views Collection Form (VCF)
simple enough to be understood by anyone with secondary education. It was available online
as well as through the PE events to facilitate wide distribution in the community. In addition,
written submissions and feedback via online fora, print media and public events were collected.
Feedback provided using the VCF (other than open-ended comments) was processed and
analysed using quantitative methods. All feedback other than the closed-ended questions in
the VCFs has been analysed using qualitative analysis, based on a framework that was
developed by the HKU-SSRC to reflect all the issues covered in the PE document, and then
extended to cover all the other relevant issues raised in the qualitative materials collected during
the PE.

The quantitative analysis provides a more precise picture of the public feedback for topics
where a specific closed-ended question was asked, based on the more than 70,000 VCFs from
individuals and organisation/company representatives, while the qualitative analysis provides
a broader, but less precise picture including aspects not covered in the closed-ended questions.
It is also important to note that the VCFs are not a random sample of the population, so
statistical tests, which assume random samples, are not appropriate and we cannot project the
views expressed to the population.

4.2 Quantitative analysis summary

Overall:

A total of 71,812 VVCFs were received as of 20" September 2019 and subsequently processed,
including 3,037 paper forms and 68,775 forms received through the dedicated website, after
excluding duplicate online VCFs. Of these VCFs, 3,188 were processed as from organisations,
1,949 from companies and 66,675 from individuals. Of the 3,188 Organisations that stated
their type, 27.5% were Professional bodies — Engineering, 16.4% were Public Organisations,
15% were Professional bodies — Building construction and 11.3% were Professional bodies —
Others. Of the 1,949 Companies that stated their type, 43.4% were commercial tenants and
10.3% were real estate developers, while 35% were other types. Of the 66,618 individuals
who reported their age group, 52.4% were aged 31-60, and 40.7% were aged 18-30. Of the
66,165 individuals who reported their property ownership status, only 14.9% stated that they
owned property.
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Energy:

Support for gradually phasing out fossil fuel ranged from 54.6% versus 20.4% (Yes versus No)
for Individuals (ratio of 2.7 to 1) down to 46.6% versus 28.6% for Commercial (ratio of 1.6 to
1), indicating clear support across roles. Reliability, and Security and Availability both have
around 30% rating them as most important in all three groups, with about 25% rating
Affordability most important in all three groups and about 15% rating Environmental
Performance most important. However, when we examine those rating the considerations 1%
or 2" in importance, around 70% rate Security and Availability as the most or 2" most
important in all 3 groups, followed by around 60% for Reliability, 40% for Affordability and
30% for Environmental Performance.

Measures:

Support for the deep decarbonisation measures was not very strong with only 10-15% of the
three groups of respondents stating that they support the measures. As regards which measure
to prioritise, adopting a low-carbon lifestyle is the clear leader with 55-64% support across the
three groups, followed by intensifying energy saving efforts with 25-31% support, with close
regional cooperation only receiving 8-12% support.

Organisations and companies:

Over 80% of both organisations and companies reported it was likely or very likely that they
would formulate or tighten up green procurement policy and provide relevant training to staff.
Over 90% of both organisations and companies reported it was likely or very likely that they
would purchase energy-efficient office appliances. Over 80% of both organisations and
companies reported it was likely or very likely that they would participate in the Energy Saving
Charter to practise measures such as maintaining temperatures of 24-26°C in summer. Over
80% of both organisations and companies reported it was likely or very likely that they would
retrofit office premises to improve energy efficiency. Over 70% of both organisations and
companies reported it was likely or very likely that they would participate in the Government
4T Charter. Over 70% of both organisations and companies reported it was likely or very
likely that they would carry out energy carbon audits. Over 75% of both organisations and
companies reported it was likely or very likely that they would reduce flights through
teleconferencing or using emails. Over 65% of both organisations and companies reported it
was likely or very likely that they would use new energy company vehicles. Over 85% of both
organisations and companies reported it was likely or very likely that they would formulate
waste reduction and recycling policies. 32% of both organisations and companies stated that
the government needs to do more to promote building energy efficiency.

Individuals:

Most clothing/waste/food measures are very popular with individuals, with nearly all (over
97%) stating that it was likely or very likely that they would adopt to avoid purchasing excess
food and over 90% reporting that it was likely or very likely that they would buy fewer clothes,
buy products with minimal packaging, support waste reduction at source and bring their own
bottle. The least supported measures, namely buy local food and eat less meat, still had over
80% reporting that it was likely or very likely that they would adopt these measures. Most
energy measures are very popular with individuals, with nearly all (over 95%) stating that it
was likely or very likely that they would adopt energy efficient appliances, turn appliances off
instead of leaving them on standby, turn off lights, and only do full loads of laundry. Over
90% reported it was likely or very likely that they would control aircon temperatures and use
less shower water, while for using natural ventilation the proportion was over 85%. Public
transport and walking received strong support with over 95% and 90% of individual
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respondents respectively reporting that it was likely or very likely that they would adopt these
measures. For local instead of international recreation and use of the Low Carbon Living
Calculator, there were only 74% and 59% of individual respondents respectively reporting that
it was likely or very likely that they would adopt these measures. 36% stated that the
government needs to do more to promote building energy efficiency.

4.3 Qualitative analysis summary

Overall:

HKU-SSRC coded all the open-ended responses in the 71,812 VVCFs, as well as all submissions
received through other channels by the end of the public interaction phase. For written
submissions which were identical or from the same template, we classified them into petitions.
We thus ended up with four petitions in total. Of the 301,486 views expressed, 191,682
(63.6%) came through the VCF and 98,733 (32.7%) came through petitions. Of the 301,486
views, 120,460 related to further decarbonising electricity generation (majority through VCF),
61,737 related to reducing energy use (majority through petitions), 44,440 related to other
carbon-reduction strategies not mentioned in the PE document, 28,182 related to low-carbon
transport, 27,787 related to carbon reduction target, 12,227 related to other carbon-reduction
strategies in the PE document, 6,162 related to transition towards a low-carbon lifestyle, with
491 about the PE.

Carbon reduction targets:

Most of the 27,787 views about carbon-reduction targets were in general support for action to
reduce carbon emissions in order to limit global average temperature rise without further stance
on specific reduction target, with some supporting net zero emissions by 2050 in order to limit
the global average rise to 1.5°C. Others supported short-term and long-term targets or wanted
faster targets.

Low-carbon lifestyle:

Of the 6,162 views about transition towards a low-carbon lifestyle and society, about half were
about a low-carbon lifestyle, a quarter about reducing carbon emissions in companies or
organisations, some about government’s role in reduction of individual carbon footprint and
some about government’s role in reduction of company or organisation footprint. Of the views
about low-carbon lifestyle, some were general support for this, some were about specific waste
reduction suggestions, some support changes in eating habits, reducing carbon footprint
through clothing and associated waste and setting individual carbon reduction targets. Of the
specific suggestions, some support waste reduction at source and clean recycling, using less
paper, shopping wisely, second-hand items, using fewer plastic bags, using reusable containers
when shopping, buying products with minimal packaging and avoiding disposable items. Of
the views about changes in eating habits, some were general support, some support eating more
fruit and vegetables and less meat, avoiding disposable utensils, not ordering more food than
needed, buying local food, avoiding plastic bottled drinks and bring your own bottle. Of the
views about clothing and waste, some support buying second-hand clothing and buying less
clothing. Of the positive views about reducing carbon emissions in companies or
organisations, some were about general support for reductions, some support reduced
packaging in products, green procurement, industrial upgrading to lower carbon footprint,
manufacturers to provide effective recycling pathways, minimising food waste through not
over-ordering and labelling systems. Of the views about reduced packaging, some were about
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general support, some support reduced packaging in retail and reusable containers. There were
also views in favour of setting carbon reduction targets for companies or organisations. Of the
views about government’s role in reducing individual carbon footprint, some support
government incentives, some support government mandates or punitive measures. Of the
views about government’s role in reducing company or organisation carbon footprint, some
supported government incentives and government regulation to ensure companies and
organisations achieve the targets.

Reducing energy use:

Of the 61,737 views about reducing energy use, some were about promoting building efficiency
and energy saving, some were about government’s role in reducing energy usage of companies
or organisations (majority through petitions) , some support increasing energy efficiency and
conservation in companies or organisations (majority through petitions), some support energy
saving by individuals (majority through petitions), some were about government’s role in
increasing energy saving by individuals (majority through petitions) and some support setting
energy saving targets. Of the views about promoting building efficiency and energy saving,
some views expressed general support for promoting energy savings, the majority were about
all buildings (majority through petitions), some were specifically about new or renovated
buildings, some were about existing buildings, and some were about setting targets. Of the
views about all buildings, some support reducing aircon use (majority through petitions),
reducing lighting, energy efficient appliances, green building support, incentives for energy
saving projects, greening in buildings, tightening statutory efficiency standards, innovation,
reducing water usage, setting carbon emissions caps, using smart meters and labelling schemes.
Of the views specifically about new or renovated buildings, some were about general support,
some support energy-smart designs in general, passive energy saving, installation of smart
appliances, district cooling or heating and heat pumps or other multi-generation systems. Of
the views about existing buildings, some expressed general support, some support retrofitting,
energy saving in existing buildings, energy audits, retro-commissioning and carbon audits. Of
the views about setting targets, some support tightening regulations to cover all, wider
implementation of energy saving retrofitting and retro-commissioning for existing buildings,
mandating all large existing buildings to implement energy saving retrofitting and retro-
commissioning, all new or renovated buildings be zero emissions and a wider implementation
for zero emissions. Of the views about government’s role in reducing energy usage of
companies or organisations (majority through petitions), some support government setting
regulatory requirements (majority through petitions), some support government incentives
(majority through petitions), some support government taking the lead (majority through
petitions), some support government promotion of energy saving practices. Of the views about
increasing energy efficiency and conservation in companies or organisations (majority through
petitions), some express general support, some (majority through petitions) support the Energy
Saving Charter, some support reduced operating hours to save energy, retro-fitting office
premises, purchase of energy-efficient appliances and support carbon or energy audits. Of the
views about energy saving by individuals (majority through petitions), some (majority through
petitions) support this in general, some support reduced air-conditioning, purchases of energy-
efficient appliances, turning off lights when not in use, turning off power to appliances that use
energy in standby mode and more use of fans or natural ventilation. Of the views about
government’s role in increasing energy saving by individuals (majority through petitions), some
(majority through petitions) support government incentives, while some support government
disincentives or mandates. Of the views about setting energy saving targets, some supported
non-mandatory measures, while some supported mandatory measures.
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Further decarbonising electricity generation:

Of the 120,460 views about further decarbonising electricity generation, about 80% were about
reductions by electricity producers, some were about considerations for the long-term
electricity generation strategy (majority through petitions) and some were about government’s
role in reducing carbon emissions by electricity suppliers (majority through petitions). Of the
views about reductions by electricity producers, the majority were negative views on further
reduction, the minority were positive views on further reduction, some were about setting
targets for future reduction. Of the negative views on further reduction, most were negative
about regional cooperation without specific reasons and some specifically reject importing
energy from the Mainland (majority through petitions), of which some do not give a reason.
Some (majority through petitions) reject reduction because of reliability concerns, some
(majority though petitions) specifically reject nuclear energy import from the Mainland, some
(majority through petitions) reject Mainland import as it may not be eco-friendly, some reject
import of renewable energy from Mainland (majority through petitions), some reject import as
they believe there is sufficient local supply, or because they believe it is expensive, or because
they believe it is not safe, or because it lowers the proportion of local supply, some reject import
nuclear energy in general and some reject importing renewable energy in general. Of the
positive views on further reduction, some were general support for carbon reduction, the
majority support local renewable energy of which some support local solar energy in general,
some (majority through petitions) support independent power producers, some support self-
produced solar, local wind energy and local tidal energy, while some support regional
cooperation in general, some support importing renewable energy, importing nuclear energy
and developing hydrogen as an energy carrier. There are also some views supporting changing
the regressive tariff for business (majority through petitions), some views (majority through
petitions) support more use of natural gas, some support incentives from suppliers for energy
saving, emerging technology, increased tariff to encourage saving, converting food waste to
energy, improving the fuel mix and phasing out fossil fuels. Of the views about considerations
for the long-term electricity generation strategy (majority through petitions), some see
reliability as important (majority through petitions), some see environmental performance as
important (majority through petitions), some see safety as important (majority through
petitions), some see affordability as important, some see security as important. Of the views
about government’s role in reducing carbon emissions by electricity suppliers (majority through
petitions), some support competition being allowed for renewable energy (majority through
petitions), some support government incentives to electricity suppliers and government
regulatory requirements on electricity suppliers.

Low-carbon transport:

Of 28,182 views about low-carbon transport in a smart city, the majority expressed positive
support for low-carbon transport, some were about government’s role in promoting low-carbon
transport, some were about setting targets for low-carbon transport, some were negative
responses to low-carbon transport, some noted the high cost of electric vehicles and some
expressed support for reducing the number of vehicles. Of the views supporting low-carbon
transport, some expressed general support, some support phasing out fossil fuel vehicles, low-
carbon travel by individuals, promoting mobility and walkability, better transportation
management, and low-carbon travel by companies or organisations. Of the views supporting
phasing out fossil fuel vehicles, some expressed general support, some support accelerated
adoption of new energy vehicles, increased charging stations, financial incentives for new
energy vehicles, increasing the financial disincentives for fossil fuel vehicles, increased fuel
efficiency for vehicles, restrictions on fossil fuel vehicles in downtown areas, improving
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support facilities for new energy vehicles, more information about new energy vehicles and use
of biofuels. Of the views about low-carbon travel by individuals, the majority support using
public transport as far as possible, some support using bicycles more, walking where possible,
using less transport, and minimising outbound travel by using local facilities. Of the views
supporting promotion of mobility and walkability, the majority were supporting a bicycle
friendly infrastructure, some support upgrading infrastructure to improve walkability, and
turning off lifts during off-peak. Of the views supporting better transportation management,
some expressed general support, some support car or bike sharing, and minimising traffic jams.
Of the views supporting low-carbon travel by companies or organisations, some supported
employers supporting work from home, using telecommunication instead of travel, and
changing company vehicles to be new energy vehicles. Of the views about government’s role
in promoting low-carbon transport, the majority were about government incentives, some
supported government taking the lead, and mandatory measures. Of the views about setting
targets for low-carbon transport, the majority support gradual shift to low-carbon transport,
some were about mandatory measures (the majority positive), and some support proactive
transition to low-carbon. Of the negative responses to low-carbon transport, some expressed
general disagreement and the majority were against phasing out of fossil fuel vehicles.

Other strategies listed in the PE document:

Of 12,227 views about other carbon-reduction strategies mentioned in the PE document, some
were about education and publicity, some about better waste management, some about
economics and finance, some positive views about carbon removal measures, some positive
views about learning from international experience and some about collaboration across
sectors. Of the views about education and publicity, the majority were general positive support
for education and publicity about low-carbon emissions, some about strengthening relevant
research, some support launching a media based climate change awareness campaign,
embedding climate change in school curricula, launching a campaign to promote carbon
reduction for all and strengthening the energy saving for all campaign. Of the views about
better waste management, the majority were about better policy, and some were about waste-
to-energy technologies. Of the views about economics and finance, some were general support
for providing economic opportunities and financing mechanism, some support taxation
measures (including concessions), cap-and-trade schemes and green bonds.

Other strategies not listed:

Of the 44,440 comments about other carbon-reduction strategies not mentioned in the PE
document, the majority support local water production/collection, some support restricting
population growth, government taking the lead, better urban planning, limiting infrastructural
development, encouraging local agriculture (majority through petitions), encouraging local
industry (majority through petitions), laws to address carbon reduction targets, reducing land
reclamation, Hong Kong reporting direct to the IPCC (majority through petitions), Hong Kong
joining the Paris Agreement directly (majority through petitions), not using Mainland products,
a dedicated government body to deal with climate change, reducing large-scale public events,
carbon emission labelling for products and a societal indicator of carbon reduction progress.

Feedback on the process:

Of the 491 views on the PE, some were about whether it was an open, transparent and bottom-
up process, some about the information provided (including a majority of negative views), some
about the engagement channels (the majority about the VCF questions), some about the need
for further consultation or study, some about implementing or launching feasible options and
some about publicity (majority were negative).
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4.4 Consensus

As seen in the summary above, especially for the quantitative analysis, it is notable that there
was strong support for many decarbonisation actions to be taken by government, organisations,
companies andand individuals, from those who participated in the PE (too many actions to list
in detail here). The qualitative analysis shows many suggestions from the community about
how to implement decarbonisation effectively and support for greater education and publicity
to back up those measures.

4.5 Areas showing significantly different opinions

There were two areas where significantly different opinions were reflected in the qualitative
analysis, namely regional cooperation on low-carbon energy generation and phasing out of
fossil fuel vehicles.

For regional cooperation on energy generation, there were considerable public views expressing
resistance to importing low-carbon energy from the Mainland. These views were expressed
in different ways, some of which tapped into anti-Mainland feelings at that time, but also
concerns about the cost and safety of nuclear power generation in the Mainland. There was
also strong support that Hong Kong should be generating renewable energy (solar, wind or
tidal) locally, rather than importing.

There was strong quantitative support for phasing out fossil fuel in general. As regards
phasing out fossil fuel vehicles, while there were many views supporting this, there was also
considerable concern expressed on the grounds that new energy vehicle technology is not yet
mature and hence the phasing out should be gradual.
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Annex A List of regional forums (PF)

Regional fora are PE events organised and widely advertised as open to all public members.
There were 19 summaries from 5 regional forums which were included in the qualitative

analysis.

Table A.1: List of regional fora

Item Date Details No. of
Summaries

1 ]09-08-2019 1% Regional Forum (Kowloon West) 5
2 14-08-2019 2" Regional Forum (Kowloon East) 5
3 15-08-2019 3" Regional Forum (New Territories East) 2
4 |09-09-2019 4" Regional Forum (Hong Kong Island) 3
5 12-09-2019 5™ Regional Forum (New Territories West) 4

Total: 19
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Annex B List of public consultative platforms (PCP)

PCP is a consultation platform provided by the District Councils or Advisory and Statutory
Bodies. All concerns and views from the District Council (1 summary), and Advisory and
Statutory Bodies (8 summaries) were included in the qualitative analysis.

Table B.1: List of meeting of District Council

Item Date Details No. of
summaries/
minutes
1 18-07-2019 Chairmen and Vice-chairmen of 18 District Councils 1
Total: 1

Table B.2: List of meetings of other Advisory and Statutory Bodies

Item Date Details No. of
summaries/
minutes

Steering Committee on the Promotion of Electric

1 20-06-2019 . 1
Vehicles

2 04-07-2019 Environmental Campaign Committee 1

3 |08-07-2019 Advisory Council on the Environment 1

4 12-07-2019 Steering Committee of Pilot Green Transport Fund 1

5 26-07-2019 Town Planning Board 1

6 |30-07-2019 Small and Medium Enterprises Committee 1

7 12-09-2019 Energy Advisory Committee 1

8 12-09-2019 Family Council 1
Total: 8




Annex C  List of briefings (EV)

Briefings/Seminars/Workshops were given to organisations, concern groups, secondary groups,
tertiary institutions, etc. All concerns and views from 51 briefings (40 summaries and 14
attended with no summaries) were collected and included in the qualitative analysis.

Table C.1: List of briefings to organisations, concern groups, secondary schools, tertiary
institutions, etc.

Item Date Details No. of summaries/
minutes
Sai Kung Sung Tsun Catholic School (Secondary -
1 |20-06-2019 .
Section)
2 24-06-2019  |The Chinese University of Hong Kong 1
25-06-2019 Pok Oi Hospital Chan Kai Memorial College -
4 |25-06-2019 |Joint College Environmental Innovation Alliance 1
The Lutheran Church Hong Kong Synod MKMCF -
5 ]26-06-2019 .
Ma Chan Duen Hey Memorial College
6 26-06-2019 The Hong Kong Polytechnic University 1
7 27-06-2019 Bethel High School -
8 27-06-2019  |Airport Authority Hong Kong 1
9 27-06-2019 Business Environment Council 1
10 |28-06-2019 Rhenish Church Pang Hok Ko Memorial College -
11  |28-06-2019 |Chong Gene Hang College -
12 |28-06-2019 Civic Exchange 1
13 |02-07-2019  |SKH Li Fook Hing Secondary School -
14 |03-07-2019 |Carmel Secondary School -
15 |04-07-2019 Kau Yan College -
16 |05-07-2019  |Caritas St. Joseph Secondary School -
17 |08-07-2019 South Tuen Mun Government Secondary School -
18 |09-07-2019 Ling Liang Church E Wun Secondary School -
Hong Kong and Kowloon Kaifong Women's -
19 |10-07-2019 L
Association Sun Fong Chung College
20 |11-07-2019 Buddhist Wong Fung Ling College -
The International Chambers of Commerce — Hong 1
21 |16-07-2019
Kong
22 |19-07-2019 |City University of Hong Kong 1
Hong Kong Institute of Acoustics, Hong Kong 1
23 |30-07-2019 . i
Institute of Environmental Impact Assessment,
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Item Date Details No. of summaries/
minutes

Hong Kong Institute of Environmental Protection

Officers, Hong Kong Institute of Qualified

Environmental Professionals and The

Environmental Management Association of Hong

Kong

Chartered Institution of Water and Environmental 1
24 |01-08-2019

Management Hong Kong
25 |15-08-2019 Hong Kong Jockey Club 1

The Hong Kong Institution of Engineers — 1
26 |16-08-2019 . .

Environmental Division
27 |19-08-2019 Hong Kong Green Building Council 1
28 |23-08-2019 Friends of the Earth (HK) 1
29 |26-08-2019 The Hong Kong Institute of Planners 1
30 |28-08-2019 English Schools Foundation 1
31 |28-08-2019  |The Hong Kong Institute of Architects 1

Estate Management Advisory Committee of Yiu 1
32 |29-08-2019

Tung Estate
33 |02-09-2019  |The Hong Kong General Chamber of Commerce 1
34 |03-09-2019  |The Green Earth 1

Campus Sustainability Office of The Hong Kong 1
35 |05-09-2019 ) .

Polytechnic University
36 |06-09-2019  |Asia Investor Group on Climate Change 1
37 |09-09-2019 Designing Hong Kong 1

The Hong Kong University of Science and 1
38  |10-09-2019

Technology — EcoChat
39 |11-09-2019  |The University of Hong Kong 1
40 |11-09-2019 Low CarbonCare InnoLab & 350 HK 1

The Hong Kong University of Science and 1
41  |13-09-2019

Technology

The Chinese Manufacturers’ Association of Hong 1
42 116-09-2019

Kong
43 |17-09-2019 Institution of Gas Engineers and Managers 1
44 |17-09-2019 Education University of Hong Kong 1
45 |17-09-2019  |World Wildlife Fund Hong Kong 3
46 |17-09-2019 Youth Forum 2
47 |18-09-2019 Royal Hong Kong Yacht Club 1
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Item Date Details No. of summaries/
minutes

Hong Kong E-Vehicles Business General 1

48  19-09-2019 o
Association
Estate Management Advisory Committee of Tin 1

49  ]19-09-2019 ) . .
Shui I & Tin Shui Il Estates

50 |20-09-2019  |Chu Hai College of Higher Education 1
Sustainability Workshop for Liberal Studies 1

51  |20-09-2019
Teachers

Total: 40

Remark: “-” was marked for those events which no comments from the public members were given.
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Annex D List of written submissions from organisations or companies

(WSC)

All concerns and views from 52 written submissions including either by soft or hard copies
from an organisation or company were collected during the public interaction phase and
included in the qualitative analysis.

Table D.1: List of written submissions from organisations/companies

Item |Name of organisation/company (English) [Name of organisation/company (Chinese)

D001 |ADM Capital Foundation -

D002 |Ampd Energy Limited -

D003 |Asian Energy Studies Centre, Hong Kong |7 612 & K £ 05 P BEJR AT 7T 0
Baptist University

D004  (Business and Professionals Alliance for T R 7 IR A i
Hong Kong

D005  |Business Environment Council Limited T SRR OR Ao A R A ]

D006 Carbon Care Asia Limited fikagesz

D007  |CarbonCare InnoLab B AE BB

D008  |Chartered Institution of Water and Ny .
Environmental Management SRR AT i 67

D009 [China Real Estate Chamber of Commerce |4 B0 T & ik 55 3 28 i o &5 7 R B P48 oy 2y
Hong Kong and International Chapter AR E ROt AR R AR A E
Limited and Allied Sustainability and
Environmental Consultants Group Limited

D010 |Civic Exchange B EBCRITTTRT

D011 |Civic Party NERE

D012 |CLP Holdings Limited A PR 2 A

D013  |Democratic Party Vet

D014 |EcoTech Professional Association of Hong | IR AR HE N B44E
Kong

D015 |European Chamber of Commerce in Hong |7 HE K I 75 & 17 &
Kong

D016 |Extinction Rebellion Hong Kong B LR AR

D017 |Fashion Summit (HK) Ryl CBFIE)

D018  |Friends of the Earth (HK) Charity Limited [#iEk 2 &

D019 |Gammon Construction Limited EMTEEA R A A
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Item |Name of organisation/company (English) [Name of organisation/company (Chinese)

D020 |Greeners Action ARSHATE]

D021 |Greenpeace &k (A

D022 |Hong Kong Green Building Council iR NG g

D023 |[Hong Kong E-Vehicles Business General |7k T Bl 3 48 75 & A PR A 7
Association Limited

D024 |Hong Kong General Chamber of Commerce | & s 45 i &

D025 [Hong Kong Green Strategy Alliance T M e (0 S S 5 B

D026 |Hong Kong Institute of Carbon Emission |7 ks S G V5 & 3 B 3% 2 6y
Reduction & Energy Management

D027 |Hong Kong Institute of Qualified HRRE T
Environmental Professionals Limited

D028 [Hong Kong Nuclear Society iRGiy

D029 |Hong Kong Professionals and Senior FEWEENETRITHAN B S
Executives Association

D030 |Hong Kong Women Professionals and LT LB E N BB A IR A A
Entrepreneurs Association Limited

D031 |MTR Corporation Limited A Hs S A IR A F

D032  [New People’s Party I

D033  |Our Hong Kong Foundation TG E A LS

D034 |Outdoor Wildlife Learning Hong Kong TP INERRA B e

D035 |Relisuco Renewables Ltd. -

D036 |Royal Hong Kong Yacht Club USRI &

D037 |RS Group Asia and Sustainable Finance -
Initiative

D038 |Smart Charge (HK) Limited -

D039 |Soul Are You Limited -

D040  |Swire Pacific Limited K et A R 2 A

D041 |The American Chamber of Commerce in | & #EE B &
Hong Kong

D042 [The British Chamber of Commerce in Hong |7 #5575 &
Kong

D043 |The Canadian Chamber of Commerce in | &FHEINE K&
Hong Kong

D044 |The Conservancy Association KRB

D045 [The Green Earth R H Bk
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Item |Name of organisation/company (English) [Name of organisation/company (Chinese)
D046 |The Hong Kong and China Gas Company |7k i #E 58 A BR A 7]
Limited
D047 |The Hong Kong Institute of Architects iRl il
D048 |The Hong Kong Institution of Engineers |7k T f i< &
D049 |The Hongkong Electric Co., Ltd FHEEEA R A A
D050 [The Professional Commons AFLEEH W
D051  |World Wildlife Fund Hong Kong A ARESE T T
D052  |(Declined to disclose) (AFE R 2 B
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Annex E List of written submissions from individuals (WSI)

All concerns and views from 610 written submissions from individuals (4 declined to disclose
their identities) including either by soft or hard copies were collected and included in the
qualitative analysis.

Table E.1: List of written submissions from individuals

Item Name of respondents
EO001 |A concerned Hong Kong citizen (1)
E002 |A concerned Hong Kong citizen (2)
E003 |A group of Hong Kong citizens
E004 |A HK citizen Fiona
E005 |A deeply concerned Hong Kong citizen
E006 |Ada Cheng
EO07 |Adrian Ngan
E008 |Albert
E009 |Alice
E010 |Alice Chin
E011 |Alison Lai
E012 |Alvina Hung
E013 |Amandine Lang
EO014 |Amy Su
E015 |Andrew Kwan
E016 |Angel Lim
E017 |Anthony Li
EO018 |Antony Wong
E019 |Attle Lee
EO020 |Bao Tsang
E021 |Barbara Wimpee
E022 |Bernie Harrad
E023 |Bingo
E024 |Brian Cochran
E025 |Brian Li
E026 |Brian Wong
E027 |Calvin Chow
E028 |Carmen Cheng
E029 |Ceres Tsang
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Item Name of respondents
E030 |Chan Candy
E031 |Chan Chun On
E032 |Chan Ka Ying
E033 |Chan Man Wa
E034 |Chan Man Yi
E035 |Chan Tai Man
E036 |Cheng Hiu Yang Kenneth
E037 |Cheuk Wing Travis Yip
E038 |Cheung Byorn
E039 |Cheung Wai
E040 |CheungPohin
E041 |Chin Chin Lam
E042 |Ching Chi Wai
E043 |Choi How Heung
E044 |Chris Chak
E045 |Chris Li
E046 |Chu Pui Shan
E047 |Cindy Yiu
E048 |CK So
E049 |Connie Chan
E050 |Constant Tedder
E051 |Cynthia Li
E052 |Den Lam
E053 |Dennis
E054 |Dody
E055 |Doreen Ngan
E056 |Dorothy Ling
E057 |Dr Martin Williams
E058 |Dr. William CHUNG Siu-Wai
E059 |EC
E060 |Edmond Chui
EO061 |Edmond Yu
E062 |Elaine Wong
E063 |Ellen Harvey
E064 |Elvis Fan
E065 |Eunice Chung
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ltem

Name of respondents

E066

Eve Leung

E067

Fiona Sykes

E068

Fiona Tang

E069

Floortje van der Grinten

EO70

Florence Yeung

EO71

Frances Fung

E072

Franco Wong

EO073

Fung Wai To

E074

G. Mendel Stewart

EO75

Garfield Tang

EO76

Gloria So

EO77

Grace Lee

EO78

Hachi Wu

EO079

Hazel Lau

E080

Ho Ka Man

E081

Ho Sin Ting

E082

Ida Chong

E083

Ida Lui

E084

Irene Ku

E085

Irene Law

E086

Iris Wan

EO087

Isobel

E088

Ivy Fok

E089

J Robert Gibson

E090

J Robert Gibson (further submission)

E091

Janice Baird

E092

Janis Wong

E093

Jerry Shing

E094

Jessie Ho

E095

Jin Dan

E096

Jo Leung

E097

Joanne Law

E098

Joe Chan

E099

Joel Leung

E100

Joey Pang

E101

John
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Item Name of respondents
E102 |Joseph Chim
E103 |Katherine Kuk
E104 |Kathryn Lowry
E105 |Kathy Lam
E106 |Kayleigh Cheung
E107 |Keith Cheng
E108 |Ken Wong
E109 |Kennis Yiu
E110 |Kimmi Hung
E111 |Kindy Chan
E112 |KitYip
E113 |Kitching Wong
E114 |KKYu
E115 |Kong Chun Hung
E116 |Krispy Lo
E117 |Kwok Chau Tung
E118 |Kwok Y.S.

E119 |Kwun Lam

E120 |Lam Siu Lai

E121 |Lam Siu Tong
E122 |Lam Wing Wai
E123 |Lap

E124 |Lau Chui Shan
E125 |Lau Hiu Laam
E126 |Lau Ka Wing
E127 |Law

E128 |Lee Hoi Yee
E129 |Lee KaWing
E130 |Leung Lai Yi
E131 |Li Kong Yu

E132 |Lily Lam Kok Lee
E133 |Lily Lam Kok Lee (further submission)
E134 |Ling Yau

E135 |Liz Chau

E136 |Lo Yee Ning
E137 |Lucretia Ho
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Item Name of respondents
E138 |Lui Woon Man
E139 |LydiaLing
E140 |Maggie Chan
E141 |Mak Kiu Yan
E142 |Marisa Sin
E143 |Marsha Gau
E144 |Martin Law
E145 |Martina Yu Ka Ming
E146 |May
E147 |MC Li
E148 |Miffy Ng
E149 |Mikey Chow
E150 |Ming Wong
E151 |Miu Yeung
E152 |Molly Kong
E153 |Momo Chan
E154 |Mr. Leung Kwok On
E155 |Ms. Katie chan
E156 |Ngai Ho Chun
E157 |Owain Johns BSc
E158 |Pat Wong
E159 |Patrapol Tangchitnamthamrong
E160 |Patricia Chow
E161 |Patrick Gilfillan
E162 |Paul
E163 |Peggy Chan
E164 |Penha
E165 |Phoebe Mo
E166 |Pollawat Prisawong
E167 |Ray Chan
E168 |Ray Wong
E169 |Rebecca Cochran
E170 |Rebekah Butler
E171 |Ricci Au
E172 |Richard Cheng
E173 |Rita Wong
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ltem

Name of respondents

E174

Robert Cochran

E175

Robert Harvey

E176

Ron

E177

Rufina Ng

E178

Saettawut lammeechai

E179

Sam Char

E180

Samantha Hung

E181

Sarah Turner

E182

SC Mok

E183

Selina Ng

E184

Shailesh Sreedharan

E185

Sharon

E186

Sinda Cheng

E187

Sophia Chan

E188

Sophie Zwingelstein

E189

Stanley Yuen

E190

Stefan Strub

E191

Steven

E192

Steven Cheung

E193

Suki Lai

E194

Suvipha Worakundamrong

E195

SY Yuan

E196

Tammy Wong

E197

Tang Li Mei

E198

Taylor Chung

E199

Tiffany Wong

E200

Tina Lai

E201

To Siu Ling

E202

Tobey Cheung

E203

Tony Tong

E204

Tse Kit Man

E205

Tsz Ching Tam

E206

V. Cochran

E207

Vanessa Lim

E208

Venus Chung

E209

Vickie Tsang
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ltem

Name of respondents

E210

Vicky Sing

E211

Victor Kwong

E212

Vien Shum

E213

Vienna Chan

E214

Vincy

E215

Wai Chun Yip

E216

Wan Yuk Yee Yuki

E217

Water Chan

E218

Wendy Fung

E219

Wing Yu Ip (Bianca)

E220

Winnie Chan

E221

Winnie Yee

E222

Winnie Yu

E223

Wong Cheong Shiu

E224

Wong Chun Long

E225

Wong In Ping

E226

Wong Lai Fan

E227

Wong Shui Kan

E228

Wong Yin Ling

E229

XXX

E230

Yandy Yuen

E231

Yip Shuk Yan

E232

Yuki Si

E233

Yung Hei Mun

E234

Yvonne Wu

E235

Zemiu Ng

E236

Zoe Chan

E237

Zoe Ma

E238

—HEETE (1)

E239

—HEETER (2)

E240

—HEETER )

E241

—HEETER (4)

E242

—HEETE (5)

E243

—HEETER (6)

E244

—HEENER (7)

E245

—HEETER (8)
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ltem

Name of respondents

E246

—HEETER (9)

E247

—HEBER

E248

— R LT E BRI TR TR

E249

—HEALEATRMBEFEEREERFHIAR (1)

E250

—HALEATRBEFEEIREERHIAA (2)

E251

—rEETE (1)

E252

—UBFETE (2)

E253

—UBFETE 3)

E254

—UBFETE (4)

E255

— U HETE (5)

E256

JUEREILAE

E257

E258

FSCHE

E259

Eet

E260

EHp%

E261

ESVETS|

E262

FEFE

E263

TAHE

E264

F/ME

E265

S5

E266

AFEEH

E267

W]

E268

R

E269

AR

E270

{htENs

E271

AR AT P

E272

AR

E273

AZ52 (THEAN)

E274

(EENCS

E275

o358

E276

F/INE

E277

RIEHE

E278

RIEKR

E279

YN El

E280

SR

E281
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ltem

Name of respondents

E282

=/ INE

E283

T

E284

AN

E285

Z/NH (1)

E286

2/NH (2)

E287

Z/NE (3)

E288

2/ NH (4)

E289

NS

E290

Fiet (1)

E291

Fiet (2)

E292

o

E293

&

E294

PR

E295

FIF

E296

PEHE

E297

B

E298

PEkYT

E299

E300

FHE

E301

FE

E302

E303

S

E304

E305

FRER

E306

RLE S

E307

e

E308

Skzamn

E309

FE/INE

E310

F

E311

JeE RSV

E312

MK

E313

I

E314

PRI

E315

PR

E316

MER

E317

WIFE
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ltem

Name of respondents

E318

MRELE

E319

PAHE

E320

N

E321

S5

E322

NEES

E323

PRERHE

E324

Mo A

E325

WA

E326

LR

E327

HOE

E328

N
ks

7

E329

EHRE

E330

SUSLER

E331

wAENTR (1)

E332

wAENTR (2)

E333

wAETER 1)

E334

EETE (2)

E335

EETE Q)

E336

TR (4)

E337

TR (5)

E338

TR (6)

E339

BT

E340

E341

E342

E343

E344

ST

E345

Ak
GSiEls

E346

:E:AA-{‘PTA

Vitlo

E347

B

E348

E349

E350

E351

FSRESH

E352

kL

E353

=R
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ltem

Name of respondents

E354

[y

E355

s/ N

E356

TR

E357

s L

E358

TRAETT R

E359

RHFNK

E360

SREE

E361

TRYIE

E362

SRS

E363

SRR

E364

TR

E365

TREG.

E366

P

E367

E368

E369

E370

|
o | HE

E371

E372

S
H

AEY
/|
¢

il
=

E373

il
i

E374

LS

E375

ST

E376

E377

E378

E379

AR AR

K
Ry
0

E380

S

EFD

M
/|

E381

po

E382

E383

E384

e
5
_H

E385

E386

E387

T

E388

GREES

E389

T
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ltem

Name of respondents

E390

ek

E391

&

E392

e

E393

PR

E394

PRl

E395

B8

E396

Bk

E397

BRA

E398

PR/ D3

E399

[

E400

B £ 41

E401

PRIETR

E402

R (D)

E403

BRICA (2)

E404

BRF5 L

E405

PR EH A

E406

BR{MET

E407

PRAHER

E408

BR77 H

E409

BRAEK

E410

e

E411

e

PR vt v

E412

PR R

E413

PREUEL

E414

PR

E415

BRI

E416

PRSI

E417

E418

PR

E419

BRoRTE

E420

BRE DL

E421

E422

BRARER

E423

BREE(S

E424

BREE TS

E425

PR
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Item Name of respondents
E426 |PEREE
E427 |Bi¥EIS
E428 |{fEE
E429 (#8525
E430 iR
E431 |Mfzs
E432 &L
E433 [HEX
E434 |ERRE
E435 [EiE
E436 [BER
E437 |fEIRTR
E438 B
E439 |EExE
E440 [BRFF
E441 |=/NE
E442 |&EHE
E443 |&uE
E444  [EZF)
E445 |50
E446 |EHLfE
E447 |&EH0F
E448 |EwkfE
E449 |EMfERE
E450 |=ZE4%
E451 |&4ESR
E452 |EEBE
E453 |EE{HEEf
E454 |E#EME
E455 |&EEE
E456 |&SfiYH
E457 |ZEEEBNEEAN
E458 |#5fE75
E459 |
E460 [IHHRE
E461 |JRBAE
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Item Name of respondents
E462 |EE/NH
E463 |HJuE
E464 |EEFSTS
E465 |HEfES
E466 |HEEE)
E467 [BELEFK
E468 |#3ZHH
E469 |EHHE
E470 |FEEH&
E471 |[BEFHE
E472 |BBE
E473 |BEE
E474 |EEE
E475 |#H(EE
E476 |iHdeE
E477 |BEF
E478 |ZIEfE
E479 (BISE
E480 |ZIFE
E481 (BIfTE
E482 |Z[EE
E483  |ZZHedT
E484 (ZI5REL
E485 [HRIR
E486 |EXf5/INGH
E487 (&R
E488 |BHEAL
E489 (2254
E490 |£E/\ZE
E491 |ZEfipE
E492 |ZEkiY
E493 |[ZLRAN
E494 |ZTREE
E495 (&34
E496 (f&/0))
E497 |B0EE
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ltem

Name of respondents

E498

EIpea

E499

B[St (further submission)

ES00

IS

E501

L11=8%

E502

LIPS

E503

BB (RS

E504

BRI

E505

e

E506

E507

ES08

ES09

E510

E511

E512

E513

E514

E515

TR

E516

T3

E517

R/ INE

E518

FERU

E519

R

E520

BT

E521

B

E522

HFE

E523

H RE AT

E524

R FH

E525

T

E526

FEE

E527

REE

E528

e bt

BRILEE

E529

N EL

E530

T

E531

ZEE

E532

w7k L

E533

ELES
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Item Name of respondents

E534 |GEERK

E535 [FEREMY

E536  |RH- ekl

E537 |BHEZ

E538 |/ IMH

E539 [#f/IMH

E540 |65

E541 |Name was not provided (4 A 2(t#:4 (1)
E542 |Name was not provided (4 H2(t#:4 (2)
E543 |Name was not provided (4 H2(t#: 4 (3)
E544 |Name was not provided (27512t (4)
E545 [Name was not provided (2751t (5)
E546 |[Name was not provided (275 #2{t#: 4 (6)
E547 |Name was not provided ;45244 (7)
E548 [Name was not provided ;¢ & et (8)
E549 |Name was not provided ;45244 (9)
E550 |Name was not provided ;8 A&t (10)
E551 |Name was not provided ;8 A&t (11)
E552 |Name was not provided ;8 A&t (12)
E553 |Name was not provided ;452 {t#: 44 (13)
E554 |Name was not provided @7 £2{t4E 4 (14)
E555 |Name was not provided (45 2{it#: 4% (15)
E556 [Name was not provided (275 #2442 (16)
E557 [Name was not provided (2754 (17)
E558  [Name was not provided (2751244 (18)
E559 |Name was not provided ;45244 (19)
E560 |Name was not provided ;4 A& +2{t#:44 (20)
E561 |Name was not provided ;45244 (21)
E562 |Name was not provided ;8 A et (22)
E563 |Name was not provided ;8 A&t (23)
E564 |[Name was not provided ;2L % (24)
E565 |Name was not provided (45 2{(it#: 44 (25)
E566 |Name was not provided (452 {it#: 4% (26)
E567 |Name was not provided (4 H2(t#: 4 (27)
E568 |[Name was not provided ;2751244 (28)
E569 |[Name was not provided (2751244 (29)
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Item Name of respondents
E570 |[Name was not provided ;275144 (30)
E571 |Name was not provided ;45244 (31)
E572 |Name was not provided ;4 A2t 44 (32)
E573 |Name was not provided ;45244 (33)
E574 |Name was not provided ;A2 {L#: % (34)
E575 |Name was not provided ;45 F2t4: 4 (35)
E576 |Name was not provided ;45 F2t4: 4 (36)
E577 |Name was not provided ;4 & 2(t#: 44 (37)
E578 |Name was not provided ;452 {it#: 4 (38)
E579 |Name was not provided ;4 H 2 {t#: 4 (39)
E580 [Name was not provided (275144 (40)
E581 |[Name was not provided 275 #{taE 4 (41)
E582 [Name was not provided 275 #{t#E % (42)
E583 |Name was not provided ;45244 (43)
E584 [Name was not provided 27 H2fiti 4 (44)
E585 |Name was not provided ;45244 (45)
E586 |Name was not provided ;8 ALt (46)
E587 |Name was not provided ;8 A&t (47)
E588 |Name was not provided ;2 A et (48)
E589 |Name was not provided (452 {it#: 4% (49)
E590 |Name was not provided ;45 $2{t#: 4 (50)
E591 |Name was not provided (452 {it#: 4% (51)
E592 [Name was not provided (275 #2{t#E % (52)
E593  [Name was not provided ;2751244 (53)
E594 [Name was not provided 27514t (54)
E595 |Name was not provided ;45244 (55)
E596 |Name was not provided ;& A& +2{t#:44 (56)
E597 |Name was not provided ;45244 (57)
E598 [Name was not provided ;45 F2t4: 4 (58)
E599 [Name was not provided ;&5 F2(t4: 4 (59)
E600 [Name was not provided ;45 F2t4:4 (60)
E601 |Name was not provided (452 {t#: 4% (61)
E602 |Name was not provided (452 {t#: 4% (62)
E603 |Name was not provided ;452 {it#: 4% (63)
E604 [Name was not provided 275144 (64)
E605 [Name was not provided 275244 (65)
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Item Name of respondents
E606 |Name was not provided ;¢ Hf&iLi: 4 (66)
E607 |Remain anonymous “~/\GA#: 44
E608 |Remain anonymous and keep opinions confidential “~/A\Fa#E% K frE2EER (1)
E609 |Remain anonymous and keep opinions confidential “~/AFHEX K fRE 2R R (2)
E610 [Remain anonymous and keep opinions confidential “~/\Fr#kE 4 KRB ER (3)
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Annex F  List of comments expressed on media coverage (M)

A total of 53 articles from newspapers included as print media were collected and included in
the qualitative analysis.

Table F.1: List of print media

Item Date Sources of the print media Title of the news article
. REREEAE BR UM R A 1
1 15-06-2019  |Apple Daily e
H
2 |15-06-2019  |Hong Kong Commercial Daily TR T Y AR R 3 (8 H
. HIE (ERWE) Wik HEE Mok
3 15-06-2019 Hong Kong Economic Times
TR YL
4 15-06-2019 Ming Pao Daily IR B A EARE R R
BRAE RS AR ARSE P 3 E T
5 |15-06-2019  |Ming Pao Daily 2R FE R PRPIE 2 R AL A
6 |15-06-2019  |Oriental Daily PR E AR S RS BROR B 4% o ) e
DR ARET HAR R SRt
7 |15-06-2019  |Oriental Daily W% SO ) R A K
PR P A= fe U
. . 2050 R PR R ARG I ]
8 |15-06-2019  |Sing Pao Daily . 1 s
T B 22 r] N E A e
_ _ JNCE SR AZE [ F k| BREER
9 15-06-2019  |Sing Tao Daily "
PR AZ S
) ) Zero-carbon Plan for City Means
10 |15-06-2019 South China Morning Post . .
Turning Off Air-con
11  |15-06-2019  |Wen Wei Po PR A {5 00322 [ Bk i A
12 |15-06-2019  [Hong Kong Economic Journal T B Jm a6 wh AH AR A T B B
) ) Tough choices lie ahead on global
13  |20-06-2019  |South China Morning Post )
warming
14  |24-06-2019  |PC Market G-WabLy
) ) Environment should not be ignored
15 |30-06-2019 South China Morning Post ] o o
amid political crisis
16 |06-07-2019  [Sing Pao Daily 4 BB e 18 Bl 4 1 RiCED
17 |08-07-2019  |Sing Tao Daily 1% o Y A R 1
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Item Date Sources of the print media Title of the news article
_ [ 4= HTRE 2019 ) i [
18 |08-07-2019 Wen Wei Po X
|
19 |09-07-2019  [Sing Tao Daily I AR HEOE 7E B B
20 |09-07-2019  |Hong Kong Economic Journal TR PR ] R AL 2
21 |09-07-2019  |Hong Kong Economic Journal R B KR AR IR H 52
22 |12-07-2019  |AM730 B M R IR A IR
) . Think tank urges stricter regime for
23 |15-07-2019 South China Morning Post ) ]
listed companies
24 |22-07-2019  |Headline Daily ﬁ/ﬂw}% YN e
25 |23-07-2019  |Metro Daily T YR B A ) 2 B
Long-term Decarbonisation Strategy
26 |26-07-2019 The Standard ]
Public Engagement
27 |29-07-2019  |Sky Post T YR B A ) 2 B
28 |31-07-2019  |Metro Daily %@Jﬁﬁiﬂ%/ et
29 |02-08-2019  |Sky Post P o
30 |05-08-2019  |Metro Daily TR YRR HEME 2 7 22 B
31 |06-08-2019  |Headline Daily TR IR HEME 2 7 22 B
Long-term Decarbonisation Strategy
32 |08-08-2019 The Standard )
Public Engagement
33 |09-08-2019  |Headline Daily T YR B A ) 2 B
34 |12-08-2019  |Sky Post a/}&ﬁ?ﬁ%w&/\%’%;ﬁi
35 [14-08-2019  |Metro Daily TR T YK I A ik 2 B
36 [17-08-2019  |Apple Daily MR EZE? AN
37 |19-08-2019  |Apple Daily CEABLE V=T -
38 |24-08-2019  |Hong Kong Economic Times PR W B F AR H 122
39 [26-08-2019  |Hong Kong Economic Journal oA A T A AE f e T (1) N2
g PO R RE s A AR
40 |26-08-2019 PC Market s
HeVR
i ) B2 N E B RIE R
41  |02-09-2019 Ming Pao Daily
A% o A e — i3 4
42 |03-09-2019  |Headline Daily T T8 B SRS A it 2 B
. . TR L Y BN A A
43 |04-09-2019  |Sing Tao Daily -
=
Long-term Decarbonisation Strategy
44 |04-09-2019  |The Standard

Public Engagement
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Item Date Sources of the print media Title of the news article
45 |05-09-2019  |Oriental Daily HHFE 5 m) DN MBS A R
. BRI R HEE SRS K
46 |06-09-2019  |Metro Daily -
RIS |
47 |06-09-2019  |Sky Post TR T YK A A R 2 B
48 |09-09-2019  |[Hong Kong Economic Times PEOR P BEVEE 70K e pl 285 i 22 B
49 |09-09-2019  |Metro Daily F T K TR 2 A 2 B
50 |10-09-2019  |Hong Kong Economic Journal I 2 A £ 8 AN RARE P 55
. . HOR AR 1 3 A UG O8E 84 R A
51 |12-09-2019 Sing Tao Daily e
DI
52 |19-09-2019  |Hong Kong Economic Journal HEBCAR ALV RS e
53 |20-09-2019  |Hong Kong Economic Times WEREIK W] A BRI 2B VR AR

A total of 1 radio programme was included in the qualitative analysis.

Table F.2: List of broadcasting (radio)

Item Date Station Name of Radio Programme
Radio Television Hong Kong
1 |20-7-2019 R
(RTHK)

112




Annex G List of comments expressed on internet and social media (IM)

A total of 137 online articles from websites included as online media were collected and
included in the qualitative analysis.

Table G.1: List of web-based media

ltem Date Sources of web-based media Title of news articles
K ER A% TR i 2025 4F R B R
1 |14-06-2019 FE&H 8 (Headline Dail ‘ N g
PRI (Headline Daily) | e o 2 ot
T4 B = TR
2 |14-06-2019  [Ri¥%®E S (Commercial Radio) Eﬁffiﬁ%g AR =18 1 5t
TR R A
) . I R R S NAZ B &k (A
3 |14-06-2019 E B H4# (Sing Tao Dail ‘ o
AR SngTeo B | 5 s
g, A R A 5
4 (14062010 |4 zﬁgﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬁﬁ%AT
TR E EM-E . FG R EE
5  |14-06-2019 o ‘ o o
AT I A T2 B )
6 |14-06-2019 MEPE (F#)  (Yahoo (Hong  [JBBRFEFUARET HAZ BRE#HESIN
Kong)) A
s BUME B I8 S 1E bk BREE &1
7 |14-06-2019 on. \
WTHRFELEE (On.co) A R
METEH TS (ERRHE) 1)
8  |14-06-2019 HEES (RTHK \
BERE (RTHK) ST R
MEBTEH FIBME] (ERRHE) 1)
9  [14-06-2019 Frik#& s (Sina Hong Kong) SR 5
N ?EE"") 2 2 i ; IEE'/\
10 |14-06-2019  |EH93 (Bastille Post) Z:ﬁ{%*‘%m 025 FEBMER
ML
I bk RS A e B Yk B AZ A
11 |14-06-2019 3 01 (hko1 N e
Pk 01 (ko) ST A b A R A
o haosoore  |[BEFHIISKIR (Sing Tao KT 2025 RN R
CA) i BUNSEIE E T 2% R
ThRRZUR H AR S 58 PR B iR
13 [15-06-2019  |Hi7$RELEME (On.co) R R AR DR SRR B
i
FHEETHIR (H K N
14 |15.062019  |F ErH (Hong Kong SRR S 3 3 1
Commercial Daily)
! A i B = 1 VRUR TR S N A 2 By
15  |15-06-2019 SRR (TVB News . ‘
i ( ) 5 FRE B
A, AT O R A v
16 |15-06-2019 SCHEH (Wen Wei Po) PRRESE: A (5 LI PR

GERYD)
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Item Date Sources of web-based media Title of news articles
‘ AoE: A {50012 B B ik A HE
17 |15-06-2019 CHEHR (Wen Wei Po) WS 15 ORI
(PDF fi)
2050 FE I A AL (1R
18  |15-06-2019 EEH® (Sing Tao Daily) ) FRRE-AUH DT
. . JURRFE I ARZRZE [ R ]  BREE
19 |15-06-2019 A EH¥ (Sing Tao Dail ‘ o
(Sing N nmesmes
. i TR R (e e B e
20 |15-06-2019 HEE: #49 (Ming Pao Canad s
WM (Ming Pao Canada) | oo oty g 2
TE R SIS | N Ak LR AN A
21 |15-06-2019 #EEHR (Jornal “Va Kio”) ;;ﬁggi Bl R% A%
=] Eid
ZaE IR H A BUR
22 |15-06-2019 R (Apple Daily) gj;ﬂ%ﬁtﬁ HER BRI
HE
. . TR A E T MR e Bk IR
23 |15-06-2019 HI¥RZ B 44 (Ming Pao Life . o
JIREFH (Ming ) i weveEE
. . FR I 8 & E 7 AL e oK IR
24 |15-06-2019 IR R4 (Ming Pao Dail s .
VIRHTHAR (Ming Pao Daily) o e sty st igdin 7
25  |15-06-2019 BSRFTEIAY (Ming Pao Daily) |3 L ER IR Rl & FF+
26 |15-06-2019 AR FTEIAY (Ming Pao Daily) |23 55k B R P I 2k 30 51
FRlE 8 & E 7 AL E ok IR
27  |15-06-2019 BT R4 (Ming Pao Daily)  |Bxfifitiaksf] ANSRNHLE T (&
E i)
TEEE AT B e £
28  |15-06-2019 %7 H#® (Oriental Daily) gﬁf RAARET B RERREIIA
A g,
29  |15-06-2019 W7 H¥R (Oriental Daily) P E AR S 5 TR OR B AR ol i
N Qgé: R
30 |15-06-2019 ks @ E'% ¥ (Hong Kong TREBEB 15 g% 3 FREPIE N 44
Economic Times)
FUEE T H WIE (R E) W EEE A
31 |15-06-2010 At /_ﬁEI_fFI% (Hong Kong /ﬁ% (ARG E) ik HAE M
Economic Times) EARE 3
. J\RCFE I ARZRZE [R5 ]  BREE
32  |15-06-2019 Line Toda ‘ o
Y TR
AR A% R 2 B e B R =R H PR
33 [15-06-2019 |Line Today ;Eg?ﬁég PR =1l A i
e Ak
SV I\ BB AS S
34 |15-06-2019 TOPick Eggﬁiﬁ%ig{g7iﬁ b
< BAE RN
South China Morning Post (5 How far are Hongkonger_s willing to
35 |15-06-2019 24) go to save planet from climate
change? Consultation aims to find out
T R RIS B ) S A
36 |15-06-2019 J#R (Sing Pao Daily) 2050 #F RIS ] VBT

6 G 2 1) P M A
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Item Date Sources of web-based media Title of news articles
EE LRSS Hong K N o
37 |15-06-2019 frHd _ Fili (Hong Kong TR A5 Jr s ) AEL AR AT PR = B
Economic Journal)
s . ] At 2 Y K 578 TR
38 [17-06-2019  [VRMETEZE JEWEEW = slaidiaastols
KA RS HiED)
39 |18-06-2019 3R (Stand News) WRIBRBEI5 Y 3 AYHE gk
B /*giﬁ ‘/r JN\ 72%—“\ — j:fE“
40 [19-06-2019  |HEEFRA SILHE AL gﬁm%ﬂ&*ﬁ SAETS
HR ot HlE TSR A 38 o e DR ik 75 58
41 |19-06-2019 SLYpEE (Stand News) Z R A R (R R
&) HEE
42 |10.06-2019 South China Morning Post (55 ## Tougr_w choices lie ahead on global
HIR) warming
. Tough choices lie ahead on global
43  |20-06-2019 Line Today )
warming
Stepping Up to the BEC Low Carbon
Charter: How to Set & Achieve
44 |21-06-2019 LRkt e (BEC
FRRAEE ( ) Decarbonisation Targets (Workshop
1)
. . B 1| 9% 55 S8 s taik Shell iy
45 |21-06-2019 PHE H ¥R (Headline Dail X \
R N R
\ . T SR S8 BRI R 5 AT VR R SRR
0A. R H EEL&/%J:E( 2 A
46 [21-06-2019 FIWFE S (Metro Radio) e
R HE. e YiiE 2 7 MOL
47  |21-06-2019 #HFE I (Quamet.com) n= ,%J{ Bfﬂfﬁf‘ﬁﬂ e
I AL R AR SR BRI 5T ek
48 |21-06-2019 MEFE (F#H5)  (Yahoo (Hong | i B Shell 355] L fEA M
Kong)) RIEBIRIREEL
. . A& [ HIRfRiES ] 2050
49  |21-06-2019 AH¥R#FTE4 (Ming Pao Dail \
PR (Ming Po D) e g
SR A E A 7 AR IES
50 |22-06-2019 hiﬁ,ﬂﬂ_ i (Hong Kong Wy B Shell # AL R AR FALIES
Economic Journal) #
L 2 1) 3T 4B SR M P RE A
51 |24-06-2019 FiE+ (PR Newswire) JRAESE R HAR | kit (SEiE+kEH
1%)
. : TEL R 1) 5T 4 S P P 5 4 o FRATE
52 |24-06-2019 it (PR Newswire Al .
( : W (7R
R A% 1300 7/ ME LA Rl ] 25
53 [24-06-2019  |TOPick LI i‘fﬁ 00 %% ffakimi
JERHHIESU R A S8R Al dn
5 P . ‘[]]W‘ 16 ﬂ‘: g Ab:/\ i CES
54  [25-06-2019 BARERE (Capital) AR 16 RRBLEME MM

IS ES
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Item Date Sources of web-based media Title of news articles
L[ 8] 2T 4 307 S s 2 W] 40 S FR
55 |25-06-2019  [EfURHL (TechNow) FLFERI A LT SR
R H
BRIEAL R AT 2050 figiE &k
56  |26-06-2019 K44 (Ta Kung Pao) i;ﬁ;ﬁcﬂfﬁi I HRE
VA
HEHIR A RE R R R
-06- ASE
57 |26-06-2019 KAH (Ta Kung Pao) 6.5 70kl &
58 [26-06-2019  |FEHEE (RTHK) Ezfgsfv?t'eim fish found in Hong
59 |27-06-2019 CRER (Wen Wei Po) W ZE & NTFETE
IEER AR RAR ] R HE
60 |28.06.2019 NOW 4 2% 1 i S 43 ﬁif KRR PRAR 1 R HE R R
BEC Policy Dial Series: Long-
61 28-06-2019 ﬁﬁfﬁ{%%’g@ (BEC) olicy If’:\ ogue eries: Long
term Decarbonisation Strategy
TE 2T 4 37 S s SAE T RRAE
62 |e.06.2019 S (ETNET) VL 1] 5T 4007 SR A1 W] 5 4 9 R Al
K EHE
. . TR RN T RORL T RO B
63 [28-06-2019 |WIMRHIMIA (Ming Pao Daily) | 0 "
JIRHIIA (Ming N g ks
. . CRefa ] Sk & s it 2 18 15 & i A
64 |02-07-2019 % Lite N N -
FERTID (Lite News) b 4
S B i IERURT R R ) 7 P Ak
65 [05-07-2019  [HHHE A (Metro Radio) ;’:ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ TR OISR R
66 |06-07-2019 J R (Sing Pao Daily) A I BT g 15 Bl 4 T RCE)
PR ROE R RS R R 9
67 |08-07-2019 YHM H ¥R (Headline Daily) H5E/ 18 2050 4F N\ 3R HE BRI
/N |
N . [ 4 RCETRE 2019 | #ES- A T8
68 |08-07-2019 VEHR (Wen Wei Po .
IR ( ' Po) Wl (EER)
‘ . [ 4R ATRE 2019 T [
69 |08-07-2019 B (Wen Wei Po ‘
R ( ) 1] (PDF fiR)
PR ORI RS R R 9
70 |08-07-2019 AR EHR (Sing Tao Daily) H 5k 18 2050 4 N 3R HEBCE I
BN
\ ‘ PR R RS R R 9
e
71 log-or-201e MV () (Yahoo (Hong e os0 41 Ay
Kong)) % 2 A
SRR ROE LR R RE ) T
72 |08-07-2019  [HiRAEME: (Sina Hong Kong) HERBRE T MITRRES P

ag R Al B
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Item Date Sources of web-based media Title of news articles

SO R IR S R T 9

73 |08-07-2019 Line Today A5k 18 2050 45 A S RRHE R &%
&2 A
ot e ok yep i e
74 |08-07-2019  |FH(t%R (Bastille Post) :Sf’;f [ RTINS | 7 9
Ju

AR AR S A 75 {8 2050 4

75 |09-07-2019  |Sina KR NSRRI 2 AT

A P AT IR SIS i 5 18 2050 4

76  |09-07-2019 K (Sohu) D IRHERE R E 2 A

77 |09-07-2019 Brik#& s (Sina Hong Kong) sl AR HEOE 7E B I

A P AT IR B S i 75 18 2050 4

-07- %) T 4
78 |09-07-2019 | RIAY D IIBHECR R ZE 2 A

A T PR SRS A1 75 8 2050 4

79  [10-07-2019 I KA A NN
NIIBRHE R 2 A

AT B A AR 18 2050 4

-07- gl 3 f&é
80 [11-07-2019 pNE: S DR 2 AT

81 [12-07-2019 AM730 H M R KL R

AR AR 1R b RIS 2 R AT AN

82 |13-07-2019 FIWFE S (Metro Radio) ey

A T BB S A 75 8 2050 4

83 [15-07-2019 fiE (Ideacarbon) NI A 2 A

I HELEAN & (The Chinese
84 |15-07-2019 General Chamer of Commerce, [RIERR RS | A 28
Hong Kong)

Hong Kong think tank slams
omission of green finance in
government’s climate strategy, calls
for stronger environmental impact
reporting of listed companies

South China Morning Post (&4 %

85 |15-07-2019 B4

HK think tank slams omission of
green finance in government’s

86 [16-07-2019 Intellasia climate strategy, calls for stronger
environmental impact reporting of
listed companies

Long-term Decarbonisation Strategy

87 |17-07-2019 FUHHL T RS (Polyv) Public Engagement — your views
wanted
88 |02-08-2019 &R (Sky Post) P O 2
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Item Date Sources of web-based media Title of news articles
X HK told to move rapidly on Paris
89 |08-08-2019 The Standard (3% 3 & k) . i
climate goals
. 'Plan now for long-term emission
90 |08-08-2019 FHES (RTHK) . J
reductions
o1  108-08-2019 MERE (F#)  (Yahoo (Hong  [{EARACIHEEL SRS 7 TR HETE b
Kong)) HEEHR ReEile
SR % T b
92 |08-082019 |k 01 (hkol) RSP, PO A
HEPURE e E
. Decarbonising Hong Kong in the
US4 & (The Hong Kong g iong rtong
93 |09-08-2019 Areas of Energy, Transport and
General Chamber of Commerce) .
Consumption
BT HELRE S (The Chinese
94 |09-08-2019 General Chamer of Commerce,  [{=ig bk SEmg BUH AT &
Hong Kong)
95 [10-08-2019 A H¥ (World Journal) TRk 5L 2
LB AER & (American Decarbonising Hong Kong in the
96 |12-08-2019 Chamber of Commerce in Hong |areas of energy, transport and
Kong) consumption
. Paving the Way for Decarbonisation:
FHELETI 67 (The Hong Kong g y
97 |14-08-2019 How to Transform Hong Kong Into a
General Chamber of Commerce) .
Low-Carbon City?
[FsiE R 1 BUR FERI ) N 3 B
98 [17-08-2019 Fortune Insight T, BPEBHER: FREEE TR
HiiR2%,
99 [17-08-2019 R HI (Apple Daily) P EZE? A - mEA
100 |19-08-2019 R HI (Apple Daily) IR A LB ?
AL H ¥ (Hong Kon \ PN o s e
101 |24-08-2019 FIBHEVEH I (Hong Kong VR ESE TS TR E A
Economic Times)
102 |26-08-2019 Medium PR S S A I b 5 N2
R R AR A N R
103 |02-09-2019 HIEcHT A (Ming Pao Daily) |7 RIEJIKAZ RARME—1%E /
3 B
NN # (00002) PRI, 7
104 |03-09-2019 &yisiE (ETNET) TE e 1 ih%jiﬁﬁ #
H 18] R 3 39 oA it 55 077 1)
. A E IR ? PR BT RE
105 [03-09-2019  |HiAF#H (Apple Dail s "
(Apple Daily) KIRA TR
USRI H K # (00002 FRIEER, B
106 103-09-2019 A iEACIs H ¥ (Hong Kong HE ( ) SCEFRIER,

Economic Times)

o {181 3 4 PB4 7 17
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Item Date Sources of web-based media Title of news articles
CLP : Power Commits to Long-Term
Decarbonisation and Calls for a
107 |03-09-2019 Market Screener . .
Community-Wide Effort to Combat
Climate Change
= i N S %lﬁ %
108 |04-09-2019 S EHR (Sing Tao Daily) ZEEEL%E&L% SLBL AR
Eg,
M == B G | L-lﬁ:“
109 loa-09-2019 MEFE (FHE)  (Yahoo (Hong *E@iﬁéﬁiﬁi( 18 1) PN b gy N FAE BB YR
Kong)) NI
110 loscesore PR () (Yahoo (Hong  [FFAEESHIBHEFNILE ikl
Kong)) R/ F RRER G
= B 7 Ab:“
111 |04-09-2019 [ 7$R¥E4EE (On.co) EPEE%E( (BT £ REIR
PO
o H 8 (00002-HK) Bk 785 K
-09- R
112 |04-09-2019 ¥4 (Finet) O
. LRSS E A E R
113 |04-09-2019 s 01 (hko1
FriE 01 (hk0L) B TR A AT
== 7 Jize3 AZE A
114 |04-09-2019 FriRAEH (Sina Hong Kong) zﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁi % BN
Ee,
8 4 4 i BT S I A
15 loa-09-2019 éﬁfmﬁwﬂ%ﬂﬁ (Sing Tao Z%i Bk SO H AR
Eg,
i g s U A
16 04002016 iiﬁi&%ﬁ& (SingTao | MBS S NI,
Ee,
117 |05-09-2019 7 H¥R (Oriental Daily) rh R 58 n) Y b A R
: i RSO AERIE R A R
118 106-09-2019 #1i H#R (Metro Daily Hong fz%ﬁgm_‘ff*@ﬁﬁﬁiﬁi i
Kong) B4k [KIEIRE
119 |09-09-2019 Medium fFa) £ A 2B AN IRAE ) B SR
‘ TRZWN, EHFRERM, FERAE
120 |11-09-2019 B (Yes News) b
121 |11-09-2019 S35 (Stand News) fia) £ A 22 N R AVE 1) B R
122 |11-09-2019 Pa T A% (Inmediahk) li) £ 2 B2 AN AR 1) 55 4R
~ o TRZWN, HFRERM, FERAE
123 |11-09-2019 x Master- ht
1R 4% (Master-insight) 7
. . [HE ZE Y A A HE A AR
124 |12-09-201 Tao Dail . N
09-2019 R EH (Sing Tao Daily) 5 R L
SR8 [ R AT 4R
125 |15-09-2019 1R 4% (Master-insight) fﬂiﬁﬁﬁiﬁ?ﬁﬁi RAREAL TR
ZHR)E |
‘dz“ﬁ J %2 =R ?Eﬁ'() L‘b“,\
126 |16-09-2019  [E4Hif (Yes News) FIRRIREER: HE? BERA

+?
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Item Date Sources of web-based media Title of news articles
G5 /) % =14 ;“’3‘;"? Ab“/\
127 |16-09-2019  |3735RE (Stand News) i?@w{ HH: AT BERE
‘:lz“u /) %: =18 ya?? L‘b“,\
128 |18-09-2019 |74 (Inmediahk) if"mﬁ &H: BE? kS
. RV B H NS A aRdfE sy
129 |19-09-2019 FERH IR (Apple Dail .
(Apple Dally) A S R
. AR E B M N E R R
130 |19-09-2019 TN Mobia.com .
B ( ) 9 56 T ALY
A Y £ ¥ U
131 [19-09-2019  |msn.com TR R PRE SE
3 EE AR S
R EUFSEs Hong Kon X N,
132 |19-09-2019 e _ Fili (Hong Kong HEFRARATE BRI
Economic Journal)
. HNHERE S S0 W& AT
133 |20-09-2019 R H (Apple Dail . ‘
(Apple Daily) VRN SR B B 22
T HER (Hong Kon b ey b S 2 i
134 |20-09-2019 N E . (Hong Kong WEREPIK W] A BRI BB VR AR
Economic Times)
i TP [ 1AV N b VR R
135 |20-09-2019 2 01 (hko01) {%k ffk 3 AE mffk Em}i
DL B R iy o A O A o ] S
136 [20-09-2019 |54 (Inmediahk) RBRBRORER e E b
Hong Kong environmental activists
137 120-09-2019 South China Morning Post (F§ %% |join global “climate strike’ to get

)

green issues back on city’s political
agenda
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A total of 176 topics (including 150 topics from Facebook, 22 topics from online discussion
forum and 4 topics from blogs) were included as non-government webpage and fora in the
qualitative analysis.

Table G.2: List of Facebook webpage

Item Date Sources Title
i Climate-change protesters are planning “non-violent
1 14-06-2019 The Economist . . L
direct action” at Heathrow beginning June 18th
. . EAmG PTG RS B S
2 14-06-2019 Iris Man Wai Tse . o N
BEiHE#® (ER) &%
B RRTEIE AR T — 1 " R AIRRTEE
3 |14-06-2019  EREEEEHALL  |BEREG o GRS WRE (EREE) BIPER
H AT - B EREE UM AR+
e # JBHE /R RRER AR SR N A B AR
#§#& & Support | T i RS, .
4 |15-06-2019 | o For o WA (ERE) INEHREE > T EE
HEIEFEE - R m s
R IR RIS A R a5 ) S RERE B R EE N M
5 15-06-2019  |Soey S _
o0 EEE - FEEOFAH - TOPick
i Lam RS I RIEE L AR R E - FELHER
6  [15-06-2019 Chis \;ing 2020 FHEACRIERORRES - Y] HEE RSN - &
R R EEREZE S S KETm
#IRBRBE [ /RIS SR N A B AR SR
T WE (EREE) INERRER L&A
2 |i5-06-2019 15 Support | ERFPREE(T: - R A AR A e B T R
HK Z (EREE) BvEbx B - thEk S IO IRBUF
) MEm LI YTz BEZ R AR
B A& BT -
8 |15-06-2019  [KSRHAEE KESEERL 2025 FEEIHE 24
ERANSEEFT  ZESE TEINS T i
9 |19-06-2019  |SEE&PH:H t ) BYREERE - RKRFRTE CHER - DUk
EEEEIAE LM - HNE TITE
Frel T IRTESREERG B TG o PR Rr
10 |19-06-2019  |fREEEBIMTEIE FERORIVETE - 773 E KA E PEIZE » KIEH R

SCFF o
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Item Date Sources Title

A T EREBEEAG 1) TR, - PR
11 [19-06-2019 | Rl |[FRRAVEDE - FTHEAGHAE PEKE  AUENR

SCFF
[ ERRBEERE Y » Ho— R T REE
12 ]19-06-2019  |[=[ERHEES FFE1THIS ATl duHihe - T B EIRAS ~ $27

RERR g DURIE B R &

(FEIERR) [ESF R OB A AR E B ] BUF AT
13 |19-06-2019  FEFLFS Roy Tam |H AL (FHEZE 2050 FHIRIGIRHRARNS ) AR
it > et AKPEREE ] 7 -

IREESEE  [(HER) (BRI AR R ) B
14 [1906-2019 |2 |HAMNE (F5E%E 2051 FIREIRBE) AR

4 ) o e AKBERAEE ST 2 -
(\:fj:a LA /\mﬂ%:éqg Ak z R BT N Hb
15 |19-06-2019  |Hoi Dick Chu iiﬁ/\)ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%&ﬁ/\ A5 ALEERE R u e A HY
EREA -
FRELSE Lam T EHA— TR F o SO ER R B PR R il [ 2 AL R A K
16  |20-06-2019 ) IR SRES Y N R R e BOHES > s RIB A R LT

Chiu Yin . . NN .
J LS o TR R P -

FERERH ? RIRETGE SRR
MI MING MART [ AEETL » A BP0 (8 ~ IR KA A
W | TH - B DS SRR (R i e

SREVFETRE ©

17 |22-06-2019

HONG KONG PIONEERS NOWCASTING TO

18 |22-06-2019
LR COPE WITH CLIMATE CHANGE

6 H 30 HEWS » W &A2KAE o [Sample X &

it ? BraEiERE] RS CMEH mE - S

19 |22-06-2019  |Sample g4 TR A 0 KRGS ATE - BRI
SERIR(E > EE RN ZE R EhEE S

20 |24-06-2019  |StartupBeat ARACH I fi T 00 B bR BRI 20

- H RS R - IR EA SRR lee 3 £F

it
21 |24-06-2019  [CUHK Secrets \ N . \
BEZREE ATREME —E A H - (HERT R RIS TR

a | ORHER Y NERELLAE o B AR -
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Item Date Sources Title
MARZ 5 Z S RBAEBHAIGHISE < FEA-E P
22 |24-06-2019  |Dr.Winnie Tang [$$J7AVE > BEE 2EKBRIE - 100 FitHE RS2 ER
SRR ? -
(EEE Rt ] REUFFLHEERRE - SR D
23 |24-06-2019  |EUfTHTEI4Y TUSEHES | BAETRES YHREERES
(S "EfEEE, ] BT, 2% B
oa  |pa-06-2019 =ifE Wong  |FESEFII& A E - KEEMERYZ Tl
Kam Sing B Sk TEERE ) | RIEE ST ET K R P A
BRI R B[R SR BE RS S PR AE - HE8EE Ry -
E:\S/Iirrlsrs;ent A > BEC &4 1 T Stepping Up to the BEC Low
25 |24-06-2019 Council 7575 Carbon Charter | T{E¥5 » 5 |#83# 60 ZiTEEFK
T SRH > SL[E]E H KR U5 B B R R E A -
RihE
[BEER s | EMRERY) s i ] fhECiES
. . 5 LA mEeE T BB 2 SEIRERIK
26 [24-06-2019 2 B
L B0 g o S E R 160 AR
aster
27 |25-06-2019 |EFHH Ukt Rzs SR 2]
Capital Weekly [ # 28k 16 7E : FEHEARR HINENTEE]
28 |25-06-2019 |~ . BT BANEEAY (L IE KPS R 7R ol gk
N -
ﬁbéé(é@ °
FaALEETGE | [RERCRISARSEET)] # [FESEEERE
29 |6.06-2010 Hong Kong 6 H 14 HIER T # REREANE |, ARS
Green Building B9/ R G BIPEEL » BEEILINZETT REREEIGZ £
Council FIRRE » EEL -
[RERIEEE B35 G20 Bk BBt B e £ R
Friends of the SLME] - EEEE %% H R8T —it
30 |26-06-2019  |Earth (HK) &/ &AM {E M 340 (% - IRE 2R BIHE G & {EH
Mk & G20 f3¥ & B M R e 22 b [ = BRI L R A Fy B
SRR -
Friends of the [EBRE R A2 BRES | ] B 8RT
31 |26-06-2019  |Earth (HK) & |{ER] > FERIAZ e (E RS BlAs sm B MR R EUSR

#ERZ

EEHEBIREZERIE ? Bh AR E AL
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Item Date Sources Title
EPH”EH {%15 EELHES | HE > HEGHR
PZFEE - SRR ARV ES | ERE 2
32  |26-06-2019 TR
TR LB [ - B IR R B A
& —FA TR 70 EE |
33  |27-06-2019  |[5¥rfE Gaus.ee |ERIMIRIED - IBHHH CHIRE S LR -
=
Civi BIERCRI R — ER T BN =R E R » M
ivic Exchange
34 21062019 | o st "PRAISE-HK | SZHF#dH - HefIRim Bt
EECRVITUT | op AISE-HK APP #8451 - 7 | /142
Business [ BEC Summer meet-up with ENB]) BEC &= 5Rk
35 |p7-06p019 |ENVIronment | SEERHRIEE R T EMRELE W EME &
Council PR |EERE2C LS > B = KA B RS L RBR
RihE BUR ~ EREH...
(&R 20]) EPHHEYREFA R » E155
36 [28-06-2019  |EUfFHTREI4Y EG ? BRI - FREA R | R RFE T LA
BER > hEBEREREEEH—ST -
[ 8 &R ) HEAFRZHERZE 0 KRAEA
] . AR A 2 | PR EREE S - T B H B
37 |28-06-2019 1 B ‘,
CIL B0 e s R RABARIZH
aster .
5595 Wong [/NEREfRRE DBS &)  SHR4Y  L/NER
38  [28-06-2019 /Kam sing R > PR RS RER (VS o [ELRE OB RR ~ £
[EIEREE - F[O|E » FERZK -
BUsiness 50 %44 BEC & B /IWEKEE7THY " BEC Policy
Environment Dialogue Series: Long-term Decarbonisation
39 |28-06-2019 Council 755 Strategy | Wial& - FRET O FFE S ELE BT E6H
S " Y B | NS Bk R 2L
N }’Z’FLUZ RS | AN RSB S E R A
4k EAHLR [ SRR 22 fit 22 A ] A4 40408 T #2017
40 |28-06-2019  [World Green H ks TR E AR, o 1720 > AR
Organisation CMEEBEFI | RO fE. .
Sing Tao Daily e ¢ o g (o) 43
41 |28-06-2019  |EU Edition £ &

H (BOMRk

FrigsTHy CRIZELAZ) 27 HAR > AR
B 2050 FEHBURERA T IFEHE, AVERE -
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ltem Date Sources Title
R A L R Ry THE SR 3 SR AR B o R S DU A R U
1LiE—HEEZ -
KT (E IR R e, 75 S R T K, BRAYRE R R e A Y
42 [2906-2019 [0 TEMMEIE 5 FITATE 1/ -+ FRAET: 160 23
peE |
[ #alim "4, ] AOEMEEED > #hEREEE
43 |29-06-2019 =iRE Wong (7 T =H ) BsBTaR - BRAREERE 5 RESIREGR o TE
Kam Sing HRESE | SREHE TERTE, > AEREE
TERIEIRR TS E R (HGRREOERT
44 (30-06-2019  [EB{EMERL - SR Ao -
EEYE fi&ﬁ@i&iﬁ@ﬁiﬁgﬂ%%ﬁ{i » IS
EEEEHZS - BUA ~ DAY 5
[{EhRERER Y BISRRTR IR /K - SBEHRIT T EE AR 2
X N JIIZBEZHUEE%L%E%?EE%%%% ENTESSAEE]
45 |01-07-2019 S0 hk
AR BT B IR (L6 S G
A 7 HIH R ?
(R ZE R TEY
46 |01-07-2019  |Clean Air HEERHEER [IWEER - 2R&H)
Network
‘ kiR TR e ) Ak R > iRa L
IR =
;ﬁ;%fj ﬁ?@—mgﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁim AH R —
47  |03-07-2019 Campaidn 5 | FemhEkE V'air Hong Kong (ERRAH T 7558
: baig BB R s A 25 B
ommittee
BE...
[ & RETRE PRMEUE ] JRes m =L > 368 o™
48 105.07-2019 =EpAE Wong B BAHIESEERTTEI AR o S T 2 RERE
Kam Sing AEE) > HEBNETTEE - SN B KA 4
PREERM R | ER
sEiEfs 0 HAEEEE 2050 = A\ StRHER 2 H 5.7
49 |08-07-2019 |EE+HUEE SR+ S 2 4N -
50 [09-07-2019  |Finance [2050 £ A\ 15 #RBEE BE 1 AE? ]
51 |09-07-2019 | —ff< [2050 = A5 #dEitE R 2 ATE 2 )
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Item Date Sources Title
o loraots  lonoais IR AEER RN R AT S
. Bl EREE AN O =l T IS R R R -
Climate Change
RIEB(CIE TR E IR EEAE - TR
W Rk o 3R IR B 2 A SR AR R Y R
FIFE RO BRI 25 K R IR SR - 2015 4F > 196
HKCSS Z3id {%ﬁ?%@ﬁ@}‘@?ﬁi‘fﬁzﬂ’ﬂ (ERGE) - ?Eﬁj‘/%i%
53 |12-07-2019 - et S 1EMESH RIS LRI EIR T (RER ~ B )
SORTFFERIARAK o (EREE ) BHNEBR T
BUE o FABZE 2020 e LARTHIE 2 2050 Y&
R SRES - TVRE R e R FIe R EE LT
fE -
UBRBERR N 5% 2% 2 ]
SEUFHERESZ ETE LR FIRIRRE B iF
54 |15-07-2019 | KI5 Big FEHE - AEEH LMAARLT > BIEE G ik
Waster B ? PR & AR R 2 Fmth S ] DA
AR HEIE 7 ...
RIEELIE T B EATE - FEHEEAE
W > 3R IR R 2 A SR M AR R Y
BIFE SRR BRI 25t KRR S - 2015 4 > 196
CICE S E&r&y 7 TR MEry (ERmE) - E.%/%i%
55 |15-07-2019 - Toheds 5 {EFE ¥ RS DAL [EE L RhR ~ BTE
FRTRHEAARAR « (R E ) BHNEBER T
Bl o FABZARY 2020 S LAFTHIE 2 2050 FHI R
R RES - IV R FE RS IR R EE(E T
{E -
« leoroore I R gy o] mAREGET W
Oreanisati RS o IBRIARGHEHSR - EFRFEEE ?
rganisation
R RIRORFERAL - BT DAELSE 2%
57 |17-07-2019 | KI5 Big HRIRORFUHEE G EUE | RS FIEA] » < HARH]
Waster BRERORHIRERIESE 7 Sl > (& Thk, o ) ..
N [SH 4 &7 SHZEA (E52 > HEH 8 HHR
ss |17.072010  |FORE Wong g sei gk ksm s nrBUSTRIARE « SEATHRHERE)

Kam Sing

KB - WEEE - FBFAANS o TR
g - BB - BRDRE - AR - AR
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Item Date Sources Title
B Rt ARG B BT B - AP AR T DRIGE &
IE, o EEREREREERITTHA - RRRERER -
59 |17-07-2019  [3E{EF T T RIS | A TS
The Council for Sustainable Development is
conducting a territory-wide public engagement exercise
HKU for the Government for gauging the views of public
60 |19-07-2019 o and stakeholders in formulating a long-term
Sustainability .. .
decarbonisation strategy for Hong Kong. The first
regional forum will be conducted at HKU, join the
forum and voice your opinion!
61 [24-07-2019  |FE{EH [ " REREREN , ARSH]
The Standard %% | [Public Engagement on Long-term Decarbonisation
62 |24-07-2019
S Strategy ]
V'air Hong Kong . .
63 |24-07-2019 EHRE ; R S
(RS i [FRER BEAERBERRE]
#AmChamHK is a proud supporting organization to
64 |24-07-2019 |AmCham HK the Council of Sustainable Development (SDC), and
stands firm with its mission to combat climate change.
[(&4:47 HIME #Eh0k Aat]l TH - @8
ssnm Wong | TPRRET KISE SH > DRIRIA A
65 |25:07-2018 | o BV > HUR 42°C | REREREL - 5IEREE
HbH R, - MRS AR - G &
//I\ O eee
66 |p5-07-2019 Civic Exchange [ Public Engagement on Long-term Decarbonisation
EHEECRITITRT |Strategy RERBR TS 3R 28 ]
67 |26-07-2019 Civic Exchange [ Hong Kong 2050 Is Now]
BRI ZEAT
(MR 2851 3 | BURIEAHEEEET - ExK
68 |s0.07o010 |FEHEE Wong |ZEH - GIAICELIACH 42°CRESREDR - AHTER
Kam Sing KIZFE - BUHFPIF AT RN T AR = RASHE
JRUBE | (2017 A) » AEIFRIBRRbRE S0 a] 2 -
5485 Wong [F&RGE — (@i WEFESR] S5H > BRE
69 |31-07-2019 | - B RRIRE - ARSI Ml KRR

Kam Sing

FRI0E > AR AAAE o -
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Item Date Sources Title
[HEFREBARERE FEARERY SEANHY
20 lorogoorg [FIERE Wong RI/RERAITH Yoyo ~ A Kelvin FIEZEAT
Kam Sing Aaron = \fTENFRE - RERFEBRER S0 T RS
FRERE - ...
KRR Lam BREIRAT > NS REARZK o JEK 1 EFEE S
71 |03-08-2019 | ;ing CIWEM Sl & 38 0 JH R RBR Y R - DL R
REZAZEH  FERFPHIFGER - ...
72 |07-08-2019  |FE{&H [ FREROEE ) ARS8
The Standard %% | [Public Engagement on Long-term Decarbonisation
73 |07-08-2019
SR Strategy ]
A leading sustainability advocate says Hong Kong
The Standard % needs_to move_ more gui_ckly to achiev_e its Io_ng-Ferm
74 08-08-2019 S goals in reducing emissions and meet its obligations
e under the 2015 Paris Agreement on climate change,
RTHK reports.
CREREE R ALY FAl . —R TEARER
i SfamttEEEE - FIER: ? BECOBREHREL - BURT
5 09-08-2019 =imE Wong "ECO, =& T : ZF/A7 (Education) ~ tt1&
Kam Sing % (Community Support) K 4MNE# Bl
(Outreaching Assistance) » {E#ttEEEG G » B
7 EER AR AR S Ry Tk B A o -
BN XA #ialE T RSN A FE LR - s
76 |09-08-2019  [AJcAE HIEZRELER I ? | STRREPFINEERE
S
E{rE# The  [#AmChamHK is a proud supporting organization to
77 ]09-08-2019  |Wanchai the Council of Sustainable Development (SDC), and
Commons stands firm with its mission to combat climate change.
MEARRAPF TR - TE(E METBUR IEF2F2 IR
M7 & 2050 Ay -EHA RS INFER
78 [10-082019 |ConnieChan | E(T EEE. %@?\F‘;Hmﬁm@mﬁ S
5 o 5 PHBEREE o B R L A R E T
7’?,_\‘ O eee
Business
Environment %i?%’m‘Tg‘?E%E%%@Eﬁ/%E@ r%ﬁﬁ/@iﬁﬁ%
79  |14-08-2019

Council pH5HIR
[l

B% | HETHYA R S8 > BEC I T — g EME
FEMEE 2B TR/ N - R ARG RIS 9 H ohfEsg
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HYERE HFRCR - FER » TR/ NERBEEH#
b NMEREMRS B R - RN TSI -
RHI=ZEHEY (REFBRREE) AREEHEGHRAH
FERAGAE - B REEE LG LB bR RS
80 |14-08-2019 |&7 . -
. f2 TR A DB E— IR b DS L 1
YRR LIRS - -
Eriends of the [ REREEEsiE ] RBRRRISEmEE
81 |16-08.2019  |Earth (HK) o [P R RIS AR - (R0RIEH
Wi f T TERRE | KSR (R SR LR E
) RZ R R R 2 -
NI EAATHEE? HE - — H#E3: &
82 |16-08-2019  |HURFHSZAR | FERHEAVEIEG (FHE IIEEIE & th ZEhRAe TRAVEE
B > DIFFE (ERE) 7Y
Canadian [Even_t] Last m(_)nth, we co-hosted a public engagement
Chamber of exercise regarding Hong Kong’s long-term
83 |16-08-2019 Commerce in decarbonisation strategy. The audience was highly
engaged and shared their views on feasible actions we
Hong Kong
can take....
—RRITE - G | HEERANEGFESH | —A
: B IRAET i~ FFHEA— 0 DEF R BUGHTER
84 |16-08-2019  |Lau Hei Fun s e e e
U |wmEE  FESEAEEE  EE S
k|-
TR » GEBIF R ERA - BUFErES]
85  |16-08-2019 Bz = Chris |l > BKREEHNSS - IEFREEGMER SIS ZIRE
Chan HAGE RN - TIRITPR—(E#TTEESE - BUF itk
WEESNE ~ RSO .
Friends of the
86 |16-08-2019  |Earth (HK) & | [ iR ddng ] R RIS IRFERE
HWERZ K
a7 |16:0 AEHE X (h HEANEE [+REEDHIE] MEEERAMEE
-08-2019 N
FERE e 2
e A% F AT E5H S PR - — (PR R
E%A___-++ _ VA AGES Z DA éﬁ? _\E‘,%\ i j\ﬂv
88 |16-08-2019 EEAET AuNok- | » —(REENEEIRAEE - IEITHEEE BRI A

hin

B PARMHESSE CHEE - AFfESRE RS
A Esa - B DBREERL ~ SEIIEAERETR. .
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B AR (R ARG~
IRASHLF= > 4a x S RARA SH S
g0 |1708.2018 |emss PEMGAEY - BB LALLER R RS
e TR A LA — T EIREAE/ D DR B (E
AT R RRAG -
FRBAGER  MEFE R AR - WHEEIEE BH
X S AE - J7 g PR E & R EEJRAVED
90 |17-08-2019 B iR & - IR N .
LT Bl > B RS T AN N il A KE 2 B RE ] P AR RE
TR SAZRERNEE ST o /]
. Ctsste ] BORRIGH A P E A - KOBERE%
91 |17-08-2019  |Fortune Insight . .
M e zprRe® -
WEAF HHEME AT > HBMPEEMERAR (A
92 |18-08-2019  |&%E 3.0 sae ] BU R E R o SOBREEHRY - FRet
EEFEMRTRSE - -
—E BT " ERE ) WEREPEEE - 5%
e e S 9 P | o5 i N
03 |1o-082010 |epmess FIARERE - B | QBRSO
(o) BEREAEZ > I EEELE (BAZAIR
KAER) B (F) > LG ER:-
94 |19-08-2019  |HY Lee EHABUN SXCHERE? | MPEERE? R -
- . [ DRI ME R - TZ RIS E ] FRIEEINE - BUEL
IRORAEEE Green N o i
95 |19-08-2019 Sense SRR B B R e EE 2R | PERIZAEIH B
B R EERA S
i susdev.org.hk Council for Sustainable Development
96 |19-08-2019  |Ricky Wan .
Council...
Hong Kong N e et A
97 |21-08-2019 o [® " EEBHRRES | AR ]
Green Building
Council
[81 Dr.Tin 38 "X, 88 "5, ] SRERMERE
5485 Wong FE > TNEEAE > B Dr. Tin ERZERE - 5l
98  [21-08-2019 k; m Sing REEHEEFHERR K"K, B TR, K
R EE AR R REEL > 7SS
byl B
99  (23-08-2019 R g =S PR EZE ? |
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—{EETT - KFIEEAEESGE S > BieEF N E
100 |23-08-2019 [FREMMUEENIE | 2 FHEREAABEE > HEEEEFE  BUFNTE
REHFEL o WILREHR ARG, ..
. [ # Zesgisgs # g R ] BHARENR
VIR Master | o \ o
101 |25-08-2019 Insight BHRAGDIRIAR (40%) BE » R BZEE (23%)
Ko (15%) BriEZEsm/BE R
{2 R TE) s s N i e .
102 29-08-2019 Clean Air E;EZ%?/% [%ﬁ/@iﬁ}}?&{@%I% éx%:?{;]—(ﬂlju
Network
103 |02-09-2019  |FE{&H [ " BiEEiReEns AR sE]
The Standard %% | [Public Engagement on Long-term Decarbonisation
104 |02-09-2019
R Strategy ]
FRRIAER > BEAEGTFHEEERS | MEHE
105 |03-09-2019 | KHES Big IR AR A O > SUAEE 2 EhEEE
Waster AT - (GRS 24% ! e RE:--
I EEE A
Envi tal
106 |03-09-2019 |- OOl e e 4 vmspneng
Campaign
Committee
o [ = mEE ? B - AT sE R KES 20
107 |03-09-2019 |&EEHEE A
” + RN ]
108 |04-09-2019 |REEHH HhEREE LT R4
KFEGIEGE RE—T% > AKEHES HER®E TR
i, ~ BIEEE - MEH 2 28 RE R R R 25
109 |06-09-2019 | KME5E Big i > I TR RS | SR ST E &R
Waster FOVIREL 9 H 20 st | —2EFHER
2 A |
110 |06-09-2019  |Osmond Lau SERIREER ARz |
(412 B EHESEGA R ) FAEMIRk &
Friends of the — AP0 R EAEENER R - BUR ~ T RFEIRG SR =
111 |06-09-2019  |Earth (HK) F#& |Bifk - FAIZIRE GG E 2GR A - s

#ERZ K

PAEHER R R M H PR 7 R ARk
. ..
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Item Date Sources Title

s« BERSR X JkbRkEE]  WER - I0AE®
BHECES GO TR, o WERE
% ¢ EIRAT ¢ EEEBEREERITHY) > H

=2 Wong

112 |06-09-2019 .
Kam Sing

The Council for Sustainable Development is
conducting a territory-wide public engagement exercise
for the Government for gauging the views of public
and stakeholders in formulating a long-term
HKU decarbonisation strategy for Hong Kong. Key
113 |06-09-2019 Sustainability discussion topics set out in the PE document include
the transition towards low-carbon lifestyles,
intensifying efforts in enhancing the energy efficiency
of buildings, using more zero-carbon fuel sources for
electricity generation, and the development of low
carbon transport.

WARE RERE (PERAR? Uk &
114 108-09-2019 | f#{ikt BB D SRS 7 A BHEE R
HIE ? P AR

HKUST Calling for ideas on long-term decarbonisation

115 |09-09-2019 N .
Sustainability strategies for Hong Kong!

(At EK HEE ? ] #EATE R B Pt
Kenneth Leung  [BEECEVFREIR (ERE AT HAEREIR R AZRE ) » (EATHR
RUEE AW TR 58 4 MR A AR AR DL PRSI B
2 PR .

116 |10-09-2019

PR R SR B R P R RE TR (BRE AT AE
REVR R AZRE ) o BRI ARVEE TR & 5E & R TR
FENRAEE DAPREEAIEL 22 ¢ T ER R o L ER A Y
IMEEVEREIEITS » WHECRE AR B [E (e
A BRHI S S SR HITZERINE - SRFIE BT
KPR ORFF R o MR R RO HY SRR -

117 |10-09-2019  |350HK

Kenneth Leun
118 110-09-2019 O | tarvsEk B )

P 2
RUEE

[ # WRIEZE # BHAAC # RERB(L # —&(L
fE g Maser [ ] EEREFGIE - R LHAE
119 |12:09-2019 || L L > LAR 50 42— /KRS T 2100 ErE6L4E

L BRI BRI A R T
e -
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120 11002010 | THEFE LM s L g B R
Chiu Ying
. RFEE » BB R ERET H | It G IR &
121 [12-09-2019  |4%{FTCR \
HIETLEA HERA - fa
BEENEE  |(SHERSE  PHERIEREEFE T > G
122 |13-09-2019  |[ERE&EHE IR (B~ FHE - A3 ~ Rl R HIRBITEE
4 HHa b ~ izd) ~ dralE -~ HgE -~ -
KR Lam FEEER - EDUT A E S MREE AR B RE
123 |13-09-2019 Chiu ;ing WEENES > S/ ARSHEITEECRIES - &
S SV I -
chRKET SRR 33 5 o] B kgt - B
Ketis/NERFHATRKET R 4EE AR S > [ E
PREESE Lam = WA {E A -
124 |14-09-2019 e N .
Chiu Ying SAEE R m A e S EE s > AT R RIEDHE
R bR A AT RetRiER AR R E & - B RIEEE
TEEfE | HNGHEEE -
Bt e e g A N o -
125 |14-09-2019 e EBIEZ B ER AR ? FESZ PR AR RS AR
-09- mptyPlate . o
) EAFEHMIAEE ?
Action HK
126 [15:00-2010 | VBT LAM | A S IR |
Chiu Ying
Y5 % Master . R
127 |15-00-2019 fg’fﬁ@ LR VTR #5IRE(E #E TR )
i Lam FRAEIRE R © 494 HEER » FERZIR
128 16092018 |0 Vi INFS AR I8 N SR A B - SR
B NMEEREEREE  @EWr - ...
RGN\ AN AR R R M A e AR A E R
129 |16-09-2019  |ecobus THTIEL s AT H B ] R S B B TSR
" REBBIRRES | AWM - BEEERYE
NIEfE EEEY ~ [RRBAEG =] Y~
130 |17-09-2019  [&E/K ~~ERFET | B BRI o EmE—(E
BAW TRk 2. ..
131 |16:00-2019  |2Nd News I b mikos oEERE | BBMACLERRE TR

i

E£, o BHEEEA  RERE > A - R
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KRIRR > AIEKIGREZ BRI A T 2/ V0 EBAN
JHFE - RIS R/ M E I (H AT
U N - u
- BN T RIS, BV TREEERIY 9 H 20 9%
132 |17-09-2019 Designing Hong e o —
Bk SEEERER |
Kong
RBEBIRRIS AR > =K | RIEELER
B SEEaE g > AN (HE AN DEBAEEH
133 117-09-2019 MREESE Lam B AARHENSHERS (WHEAE—FT) »
Chiu Ying WANE -~ 5 NEFEERIIAKFETFINE > B
RN ? (EREA RES TR  RESCAIBON BV A
o
B SH BERFRIHERE BRI TEMEE -
gt = G- » 1= NG AR
134 |18-09-2019  |Albert Lai B %iﬁﬁ’ﬁf‘_ﬂi%j L\Ttbi@/“ﬁm?
A - WEREF > HBREARE g B EEZL
2~ A5 BHRERE - ...
Business
135 |18-09-2019 |EMVironment (REERBR NS ) ARG5S 9 A 20 HEUE - DR
Council pFER (A AFEHR  &EHEIZE ¢ comments@susdev.org.hk
i
JE¥ RIFE(LHPEEREANS > B Ao livE
Business TH o IR IRE (BEC) il RiEhx RS
136 18-09-2019 Environment NRSEBLEE) > AN FFEREZE IR -
Council PE5RER  BEC MgEEUN S DS E =R » Wizle (B
(N i) 0 E NHHRERDR B o DARERL RE S b R R
HATE) > SRR EIERE -
[ [E]fE K2R SRS N R 281 FB] Tl FfiE a2
137 |1o.0000re SR Tony Tse| B@RAIHF (REMBIEG ARSI XIF - &
Wai Chuen SEARE B 11 (20 9%) 453K - WIRTEIRAAZ EGHE
HEIEY  HRRISZE S
g Lam T .
138 |19-09-2019 “‘@_ TR RIS A S ISR |
Chiu Ying
"I A e .
EERE TR SEE A ) T (R
139 [19-09-2019 | , Green Glass BE T TRESELZEY ) EET (REER

Green

THE) ANARERE - 9 H 20 H (BHR) & deadline!
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Item Date Sources Title
Civic Exchange [ Hong Kong’s long term decarbonisation strategy 7
140 {20-09-2019 . N
SEEECRIITAT | R RS ]
CORSHRFIMEDRR 725 2 ] (RABRERTRES ) AR
141 |po-09-2010 HKnomics %G |50 S HESH » & Tl KA A s A\ B A% 48
i SCHARER - DUE R R 5T &S
e, e
Kenneth Leung [SHEIR]  RREEBVERRBRAEE
142 120-09-2019 | .. % ? BUN TEZ BEEEHEB RS R - S5 rI F AR AR
e IR 2 A > EEE PR E 2
oo | [REBRRIEARSE - #XE8R] &iES
Outdoor Wildlife i o o e e oA
Learning Hong H | ARSE RS - R EAEE Ry - BB
143 |20-09-2019 Kong =5 41 2050 FRFBRBERAEE 2005 FE/KFREE 80% » 5t
apnnne T EPEMEEEAEER - AR
IS = 2 — AL, .
REL o THAEREM, ZEPEE IR
(RIS ) AREEHS HELL - moKFa0k
et Ry TR - FEGEAIREEE - A
144 |20-09-2019 |\ EEFERH#EH |HEAHBEEENEBESS HIRRERE  KEHE
B E BT E » BiEMA AR EEREZE
BT -
PRIMIT Mike g Ay -
145 120-09-2019 Chan (RIBRBFRISE ) S HEULFEEREE -
% AR EEEE PR - BRI - #35
146 20092019 | Ft iy i amss H;J\Ji%j‘ HHEE T EE - ERMR 75
HEL -
HEENEE
147 |20-09-2019  |SZ¥FAETESIEE |5 HEUL - 50%5 SEND EMAIL -
frman g | UB] RE—R > S HRRBN T ESREAS
148 [20-09-2019 55% ! T RERRA RS R% > EAIE S
’ (R A B — A (5 > TE4E AR
Business it s s e v et A o s I
- BEC ST i i akhi Rl A R 2 B EH) - [ 5748
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Table G.3: List of online discussion forums

ltem Date Sources Title
Fe & A AE 7 PR e R YR TE
1 15-06-2019  |cntvboxnow.com . .
TS ) AR AR T H R
RIS [ AR ERRAE ] B E AN
2  [25-06-2019 |HKGOLDEN .com R B
i3/ 3 NG
K RIS A R abri S b R
3 [26-06-2019  |LIHKG.com g :
B N Hb i S B
BURF S AP 8 AR S REE B A2 >
Rk 10 £2 7] DALY OSCE: [R) b gt 2
4 |29-06-2019  |hkitalk.net e e e .
B o Z— 8 NIEEES - AT DL HE
T e
5 |01-07-2019  |uwants.com o2 4% o BE YR
6 |09-07-2019  |LIHKG.com RV [, — A A ) B VL A
7 los0s2019  ILIHKG 2 1 —A—1E - REEEEK
-08- .com N o o S
PR > BHEEMKPEEZE
8 110082019 |HKGOLDEN WeE HiHi B IE P& P2 R 1E 1T &
-Uo- .com
£ 2050 G 14 VR SR
o |i6.080010 t MRERSCE M > FUSIE 4978 2 ik
-Uo- uwants.com
3 RN A E N =
10 16.08.2019  ILIHKG.com BA AR d B P R ARER A 3875 10 B8
' B R
. BUMFT B firidssg s - B sER
11 |16-08-2019  |review33.com e
KpEEE
1o 117082019 Imemehk com BUMFT S firidssg s - B sER
' KEHEE » HEIGRHE...
TSR UM AR B M S E
13 |18-08-2019  |LIHKG.com |
EH, .
14 |19-08-2019  [LIHKG.com TR 77 2 L B R - R
15 |19-08-2019  |LIHKG.com AR A AEL 2 N S22 ) 3o s JFEAth 5%
rh SR BEEL B[R] P9 e O\ TR REUR A%
16  |05-09-2019 |cyclub.happyhongkong.com -
%
TP HFEKEEELE <A
17  |11-09-2019  |LIHKG.com N
sE 7 H 20 HII>
18 |17-09-2019  |LIHKG.com TR B A MET L AREIE A A I AR
R B VRR SRS R B A P9 Hh i B 23
19 |18-09-2019 |HKGOLDEN .com

(A RREEED 9 A 20 H %)
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ltem Date Sources Title
BURER KM ESE 9 H 20 55854
20 |18-09-2019  |LIHKG.com N
S
21 |20-09-2019  |LIHKG.com B[] EE A i H A
[HE45HN] EMfE > 3E E-mail »
22  |20-09-2019  |LIHKG.com

—AN—f5 - M KREEE!

Table G.4: List of blogs

ltem Date Sources Title
15 IR 5 7% Hh 2k tH — &b 77 :Alpine solar
1 |23-06-2019 |GIRLAB KGRV ETHE T & KI%EE
s [FER HIR] mEAR TR i 2 HL
2 |19-08-2019 [ CtE . e :
2L H #?(893)
. TR R FIERREZE
3 |11-09-2019 |HERE .
RAE?
4  |16-09-2019 |HEEE R B R A% R 2R R H 2
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Annex H  List of opinion surveys (OS)

The results of 1 opinion survey was included in the qualitative analysis.

Table H.1: List of opinion surveys

ltem Sources

Title

Hong Kong E-Vehicles Business
1 General Association Limited

B REHEAIRAE]

Long-term Decarbonisation Strategy Public

Engagement

Annex |

List of petitions (P)

There were 4 petitions included in the qualitative analysis.

Table 1.1: List of signature campaigns/petitions

Decarbonisation Strategy

Item Title Nature No. of valid signatures
et Version 1: 5,018
SCP00001 | [{RIE JakHik KM 23 Ak £ B | ;
Version 1.1: 50
[ R IR SRS s a2 B | 5 Version 2: 142
SCP00002 | ., . -
Al L Petition Version 2.1: 27
Public Engagement on Long-term .
SCP00003 o Version 3: 73
Decarbonisation Strategy
Submission on Long Term
SCP00004 Version 4:; 18
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4.1 The climate crisis touches every aspect of our
lives. We are running out of time to avoid or mitigate
catastrophic impacts of climate change.

42 To adequately address the climate crisis, we must
urgently reduce our carbon emissions. It requires cross-
sectoral actions on lifestyle/consumption, buildings,
transport, energy, water and waste systems, etc. with
wide participation from the community, the business
sector and the Government at all levels.

43 The Council for Sustainable Development (SDC)
sincerely invites you to send your views on issues related
to the formulation of the long-term decarbonisation
strategy for Hong Kong. Please complete and return
the views collection form in Chapter 4 on or before
20 September 2019. Please also visit SDC's dedicated
website at www.susdev.org.hk for updated information
on the public engagement activities.

Annex J Views collection form (VCF)

Your Views Mean A Lot

4.4 Please note that the SDC would wish, either
during private or public discussion orin any subsequent
reports, to be able to refer to and attribute views
submitted in response to this Public Engagement
document. Any request to treat all or part of a response
in confidence will be respected, but if no such request
is made, it will be assumed that the response is not
intended to be confidential and the SDC may disclose
or publish all or part of the views received as well as the
identity of the source.

Decarbonisation is for human survival and the
well-being of our future generations.

Y There is no time to waste in the fight against
climate change. We need to act NOW and plan
AHEAD!

This is an anenymaus form for the purpose of gauging public views about Hong Kong's long-term decarbonisation strategy.

Preamble - Let's revisit the following background information before completing this
views collection form

To combat climate change, the Paris Agreement has set a carbon reduction target — holding the increase in
the global average temperature to well below 2°C above pre-industrial levels and pursuing efforts to limit
the temperature increase to 1.5°C above pre-industrial levels.

To meet this target, the whole society needs to step up efforts by implementing a host of measures,
including adopting a low-carbon lifestyle, enhancing energy efficiency and using more zero carbon fuel
sources for electricity generation, coupled with technological advancements, in order to further reduce
carbon emissions. (See P. 14; 17-21; 41-42 of the PE document)

This means the pattern of our daily lives and behaviour is required to adapt to the transition towards low-
carbon lifestyles, including the adoption of “Use Less, Waste Less” practices, low-carbon diets, energy and
water conservation, and low-carbon transportation for daily and holiday journeys. (See B 22-26; 30-31 and
44 of the PE document)

Currently, about 67% of Hong Kong's carbon emissions come from electricity generation (See £ 17 of the
PE document). In this regard, further carbon reduction in electricity generation is one of the key factors in
overall carbon reduction for Hong Kong. In the long run, to comply with the decarbonisation target, we
must increase the proportion of zero carbon energy in our fuel mix through very close regional cooperation,
meaning importation of more electricity including renewable and / or nuclear energy from the Mainland.
The gradual replacement of old power plants running up to 2050 by the use of cleaner energy is timely to
help progress the decarbonisation journey. Regardless of the fuel type and sources to be chosen, the cost
of electricity supply would increase due to the replacement of the retiring plants and the higher costs of
cleaner energy. However, as the cost impact would depend on a host of factors, it would be premature to
make any meaningful assessment on the tariff impact for 2050. (See F. 29 of the PE document)

It is noteworthy that, according to the Paris Agreement, while Hong Kong has set, and is on track to achieve,
the 2030 carbon reduction target, to formulate and reach a 2050 target is rather challenging. To pursue a
more aggressive target would be an even more formidable challenge, entailing more significant costs for
society and more substantial changes to the lifestyles and behavioural patterns of the public.

Every measure counts! Your views are appreciated!
We look forward to receiving your views,

Views Collection Form
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General Information

Question 1

Question 2

Question 3

Which of the following identities are you using to respond to this views collection form?
(Please select ONE only)

Organisations

O Professional bodies
o Building construction o Engineering
o Transportation o Others

O Public organisations

O Others
Companies

O Real estate
o Real estate developers o Brokerage and agencies

o Property management companies
O Commercial tenants

O Others

Individuals

Which age group do you belong to?

O Below 18 O 31-60

O 18-30 O Above 60

Are you a private commercial/industrial property owner?
0O Yes O Ne

Carbon emissions by the current generation have serious implications on our future generations
- extreme weather, flooding, etc. Decarbonisation is an inter-generation challenge. The key way to
reduce carbon emissions is to allocate resources to gradually phase out fossil fuel. Do you support
this direction?

O Yes O No O MNo comment

How would you rank the importance of different considerations (reliability, security and availability,
affordability, and environmental performance and response to climate change) when considering
the long-term fuel mix for Hong Kong? (Please rank the following in order of importance: 1 — most
important; 4 — least important) (See P. 27-29; 48-50 of the PE document)

O Reliability
Security and availability
Affordability

Environmental Performance and
Response to Climate Change

ooao

Do you support the measures mentioned in the preamble for deep decarbonisation with a view to
complying with the target of the Paris Agreement? Such measures include adopting a low-carbon
lifestyle, intensifying energy saving efforts, and increasing the proportion of zero carbon energy in
our fuel mix through closer regional cooperation, etc. (See Preamble of this views collection form)

O Yes O No O No Comment

If you support the measures mentioned, which one should be prioritised?
(Please take ONE that applies)

OO Adopting a low-carbon lifestyle
O  Intensifying energy saving efforts

O  Increasing the proportion of zero carbon energy in our fuel mix through closer regional
cooperation
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Question 4 What measures would you adopt to reduce your carbon emissions? (Please tick ONE that applies)

For Organisations / Companies
{only applicable to respondents who answer this views collection form in their organisational/company's

capacity)

Very
likely

Likely | Unlikely

Very
Unlikely

Procurement

(i) Formulate (or tighten up) green
procurement policy and provide training to
staff on green procurement

O

O O

O

(i} Purchase energy-efficient electrical office
appliances (e.g. those with energy labels),
such as computers, printers, LED light bulbs,
etc.

Energy Efficiency and Conservation

(iii) Participate in the Energy Saving Charter
to practise energy saving measures such as
maintaining air-conditioned average room
temperature between 24 °C and 26 *C or
above in summer

(iv}) Retrofit office premises to improve
energy efficiency, such as installing new
lighting system and air-conditioning system

(v) Participate in the Government 4T Charter
{namely target, timeline, transparency and
together) to set a target and timeline to
reduce carbon emissions by saving energy

(vi) Carry out energy / carbon audits with
a view to identifying and implementing
measures to reduce energy consumption
and carbon emissions

Transportation

{vii) Instead of taking business trips, conduct
video conferencing or use emails to reduce
carbon footprint from flights

(vii) Use new energy vehicles (e.g. electric
vehicles) as company vehicles

Policy
Formulation

(ix) Formulate (or update) waste reduction
and recycling policy (e.g. paper and plastic
recycling materials)

Others

(x) Please specify:
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For Individuals

(only applicable to respondents who answer this views collection form in their personal capacity)

Very
likely

Likely

Unlikely

Very
Unlikely

Clothing
/ Wsaste
Reduction

(i) Buy fewer clothes

O

O

L]

O

(i) Buy products with minimal packaging

(iiii) Practise waste reduction at source and
clean recycling

Eating

(iv) Avoid purchasing/ordering more food
than needed

O
O
O

]
O
O

O
O
]

O
O
O

(v) Buy local / neighbouring areas' food
as far as practicable which consumes less
energy arising from transportation

O

O

O

O

(vi) Eat more vegetables and fruits and less
meat

(vii) Avoid buying plastic bottled drinks, etc.
and bring your own bottle

Accommodation

{viii) Purchase energy-efficient electrical
appliances (e.g. those with Grade 1 energy
labels), such as inverter type air conditioners
and LED light bulbs, etc.

(ix) Use natural ventilation/fans instead of
air conditioners as far as possible

(%) Maintain air-conditioned average room
temperature between 24 °C and 26 °C or
above in summer

]

O

O

O

(xi) Switch off power source to the electrical
appliances that will not be in use to avoid
energy consumption in standby mode

(xii) Turn off the lights when not in use

(xiii) Install a low-flow shower-head and
take shorter showers

(xiv) Wait until there is a full laundry load
before using the washing machine

Commuting

(xv) Use public transportation as far as
possible

(xvi) Walk for short-distance commuting as
far as possible

O 0: 0:0:0 3

O: 0 0i0i0; O

O:oO;:0; 03 O

O O:0:0:0: O

(xvii) Minimise outbound travel via air and
cruise trips. Enjoy our local / neighbouring
areas’ recreational facilities as far as
possible, such as country parks, etc.

O

O

m}

O

Review
Progress

(xviii) Use Environment Bureau's Low-carbon
Living Calculator from time to time to assess
personal carbon footprint and identify room
for carbon reduction

Others

(xix) Please specify:
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Question 5 Beyond measures listed in Question 4, what could you or your sector do to reduce energy
consumption in new and existing buildings in Hong Kong? What support measures and
information may be useful to further promote energy efficiency in new and existing buildings?
(See P. 25-26 of the PE document)

New buildings:

Existing buildings:

Question 8 The Government has rolled out various measures to promote green buildings. (See Chapter
3 of the PE document) To help us achieve the decarbonisation target, is there a need for the
Government to do more to promote energy efficiency in new and existing buildings? If yes, what
further policy instruments and incentives should be implemented? (See P. 26, 45-46 of the PE
document)

O There is a need (Please specify the policy instruments and incentives that should be implemented)
O Noneed

New buildings:

Existing buildings:

Question 7 What are your views on promoting the wider use of green and innovative transport technologies?
(See P. 30-31 of the PE document)
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Question 8 There are calls for a ban on fossil fuel powered (e.g. petrol and diesel) vehicles around the
world. Some countries have announced that they will ban the sale of fossil fuel vehicles from
2030 onwards. What are your views on banning fossil fuel vehicles in Hong Kong? What
other measures would you suggest to further reduce our transport-related carbon emissions?
(See P. 30-31 of the PE document)

Question 9 What measures would you suggest to (a) the Government / the public sector and (b) private
organisations that would motivate you as an individual to practise low-carbon lifestyle?
(See P. 22-24 of the PE document)

Question 10 Apart from all the decarbonisation measures mentioned in the PE document, do
you have any other suggestions to help Hong Kong reduce carbon emissions?
(See Chapter 3 of the PE document)

- END -
Thank you for your participation!
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Annex K  Coding Framework

Table K.1: Coding Framework

A. Carbon Reduction Target for 2050

A.1 Overall support for action to limit global average temperature rise through reducing carbon
emissions WITH or WITHOUT specific targets

A.1.0 General support for action to reduce carbon emissions in order to limit global average temperature
rise without further stance on reduction target

A.1.1 Reducing carbon emissions by 60% by 2050 (2005 as base year) in order to limit global
average temperature rise to 2°C

A.1.1.1 Support for reducing carbon emissions by 60% by 2050 (2005 as base year) in order to limit
global average temperature rise to 2°C without further stance

A.1.1.2 Support for reducing carbon emissions by 60% by 2050 (2005 as base year) in order to limit
global average temperature rise to 2°C but should set the target of reducing carbon emission by 80%

A.1.2 Reducing carbon emissions by 80% by 2050 (2005 as base year) in order to limit global
temperature rise to between 1.5°C and 2°C

A.1.2.1 Support for reducing carbon emissions by 80% by 2050 (2005 as base year) in order to limit
global temperature rise to between 1.5°C and 2°C without further stance

A.1.2.2 Support for reducing carbon emissions by 80% by 2050 (2005 as base year) in order to limit
global temperature rise to between 1.5°C and 2°C as reducing carbon emissions by only 60% is not
enough

A.1.2.3 Support for reducing carbon emissions by 80% by 2050 (2005 as base year) in order to limit
global temperature rise to between 1.5°C and 2°C but should set the target for net zero carbon emission

A.1.3 Achieving Net Zero Carbon Emissions (Carbon Neutral) by 2050 in order to limit global
average temperature rise to 1.5°C

A.1.3.1 Support for Net Zero Carbon Emissions (Carbon Neutral) by 2050 in order to limit global
average temperature rise to 1.5°C without further stance

A.1.3.2 Support for Net Zero Carbon Emissions (Carbon Neutral) by 2050 in order to limit global
average temperature rise to 1.5°C as reducing carbon emissions by only 80% is not enough

A.1.4 Reducing carbon emissions by 60%~80% by 2050 (2005 as base year)

A.1.4.1 Support for reducing carbon emissions by 60%~80% by 2050 (2005 as base year) without
further stance

A.1.5 Reducing carbon emissions by 80%~100% by 2050 (2005 as base year)

A.1.5.1 Support for reducing carbon emissions by 80%~100% by 2050 (2005 as base year) without
further stance

A.2 Overall disagreement on limiting global average temperature rise through reducing carbon
emissions

A.2.0 General disagreement on limiting global average temperature rise through reducing carbon
emissions without further stance
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A.3 Overall neither agree nor disagree on limiting global average temperature rise through reducing
carbon emissions

A.3.0 Generally neither agree nor disagree on limiting global average temperature rise through reducing
carbon emissions without further stance

A.99 Other comments on carbon reduction target for 2050
A.99.1 Support for setting short term and long-term carbon reduction targets
A.99.2 Support for setting faster carbon reduction targets
A.99.3 Support for meeting simple carbon reduction targets before the difficult ones

A.99.4 Support for focusing on working with industries or sectors instead of individuals in order to
achieve targets of carbon emission reduction more effectively

A.99.6 Support for reducing consumption-based instead of production-based carbon emission as carbon
emission reduction targets

A.99.7 Support for setting cross-region cooperation carbon emission reduction targets

A.99.8 Support for using carbon emission per capita to set target

B. Transition Towards A Low-carbon Lifestyle and Society
B.1 A less wasteful and low-carbon lifestyle by individuals
B.1.1 Positive responses on a less wasteful and low-carbon lifestyle by individuals

B.1.1.0 General Support for less wasteful and low-carbon lifestyle by individuals without specific
targets and methods

B.1.1.1 Positive responses on reducing the carbon footprint of the clothes and associated wastes

B.1.1.1.00 General Support for reducing the carbon footprint of the clothes and associated wastes
without specific targets and measures

B.1.1.1.01 Support for buying fewer clothes
B.1.1.1.02 Support for buying vintage and second-hand clothing
B.1.1.1.03 Support for choosing garments made from eco-friendly, natural fabrics
B.1.1.1.04 Support for buying good-quality clothes that last longer
B.1.1.1.05 Support for instead of buying new clothes, giving clothes a makeover
B.1.1.1.06 Support for wearing casual wear for working

B.1.1.2 Positive responses on changes in eating habits and reduction on associated wastes

B.1.1.2.00 General Support for changes in eating habits and reduction on associated wastes without
specific targets and methods

B.1.1.2.01 Support for buying local or neighbouring areas' food

B.1.1.2.02 Support for minimising our food waste, avoid purchasing or ordering more food than
needed

B.1.1.2.03 Support for eating more vegetables and fruits and less meat
B.1.1.2.04 Support for avoiding buying plastic bottled drinks
B.1.1.2.05 Support for bringing your own bottle
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B.1.1.2.06 Support for delivering surplus to those in need
B.1.1.2.07 Support for avoiding using disposable utensils
B.1.1.2.08 Support for buying sustainable foods

B.1.1.3 Positive responses on reviewing progress on switching to low-carbon living from time to
time
B.1.1.3.00 General Support for reviewing progress on switching to low-carbon living from time to
time without specific targets and methods

B.1.1.3.01 Support for using Environment Bureau's Low Carbon Living Calculator or other similar
apps from time to time to assess personal carbon footprint and identify room for carbon reduction

B.1.1.4 Positive responses on other waste reduction suggestions at individual level

B.1.1.4.00 General Support for reduce wastes at individual level without specific targets and
measures

B.1.1.4.01 Support for buying products with minimal packaging
B.1.1.4.02 Support for practising waste reduction at source and clean recycling
B.1.1.4.03 Support for shopping wisely

B.1.1.4.04 Support for avoiding disposable items e.g. facial tissues, hand towels or paper
handkerchiefs etc.

B.1.1.4.05 Support for using reusable containers when shopping
B.1.1.4.06 Support for reducing unused pharmaceuticals
B.1.1.4.07 Support for using less plastic bags (e.g. using recycled bags)
B.1.1.4.08 Support for using less paper
B.1.1.4.09 Support for using home-made product
B.1.1.4.10 Support for using less water by individuals
B.1.1.4.11 Support for other second-hand items
B.1.2 Negative responses on a less wasteful and low-carbon lifestyle by individuals

B.1.2.0 General disagreement on less wasteful and low-carbon lifestyle by individuals without
comments on specific targets and methods

B.1.3 Neither positive nor negative responses on a less wasteful and low-carbon lifestyle by
individuals

B.1.3.0 Generally neither agree nor disagree on less wasteful and low-carbon lifestyle by individuals
without comments on specific targets and methods

B.1.3.1 Concern on the price of sustainable food
B.1.90 Setting carbon reduction targets by individuals

B.1.90.1 Individuals taking initiative to change habits gradually to reduce energy use and carbon
emissions

B.1.90.1.1 Agree or other positive responses

B.1.90.1.2 Disagree or other negative responses

B.1.90.1.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses
B.1.99 Other measures or considerations

B.1.99.1 Other measures or considerations
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B.2 Reducing carbon emissions in companies or organisations
B.2.1 Positive responses on reducing carbon emissions in companies or organisations

B.2.1.0 General Support for reducing carbon emissions in companies or organisations without specific
targets and measures

B.2.1.1 Positive responses on green procurement by companies or organisations without specific
targets and measures

B.2.1.1.0 General Support for green procurement by companies or organisations without specific
targets and measures

B.2.1.1.1 Support for formulating (or tighten up) green procurement company or organisation policy
B.2.1.1.2 Provide training to staff on green procurement by companies and organisations

B.2.1.2 Support for formulating (or updating) internal waste reduction and internal recycling policy
(e.g. paper and plastic recycling materials)

B.2.1.3 Support for Industrial upgrading (e.g. use of low-carbon materials and production methods)
B.2.1.4 Support for manufacturers to provide effective ways for recycling products to minimise waste
B.2.1.7 Support for reduced packaging in products
B.2.1.7.00 Support for reduced packaging in products in general
B.2.1.7.01 Support for effective solutions to reduce shipping packaging waste
B.2.1.7.02 Support for allowing shoppers to use their own reusable containers for shopping
B.2.1.7.03 Support for reduced packaging in retailing products
B.2.1.8 Support for manufacturers or retailers to introduce label system(s) for products

B.2.1.9 Support for minimising food waste, avoid purchasing or ordering more food than needed by
companies and organisations

B.2.1.10 Support for using less water by companies or organisation
B.2.1.11 Support for using less paper by companies or organisation
B.2.2 Negative responses on reducing carbon emissions in companies or organisations

B.2.2.0 General disagreement on reducing carbon emissions in companies or organisations without
comments on specific targets and methods

B.2.3 Neither agree nor disagree on reducing carbon emissions in companies or organisations

B.2.3.1 Generally neither agree nor disagree on reducing carbon emissions in companies or
organisations without comments on specific targets and methods

B.2.90 Setting carbon reduction targets by companies or organisations

B.2.90.1 Companies or organisations taking initiative to gradually shift to low-carbon practices
(e.g. green procurement)

B.2.90.1.1 Agree or other positive responses
B.2.90.1.2 Disagree or other negative responses
B.2.90.1.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses
B.2.90.2 Mandating low-carbon practices in companies or organisations (e.g. green procurement)
B.2.90.2.1 Agree or other positive responses

B.2.90.2.2 Disagree or other negative responses

149



B.2.90.2.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses
B.2.99 Other measures or considerations
B.2.99.01 Suggested measures
B.3 Government's role in driving down individual's carbon footprint

B.3.1 Government providing incentives to encourage change of behaviour to reduce carbon
emissions by individuals

B.3.1.1 Agree or other positive responses
B.3.1.2 Disagree or other negative responses
B.3.1.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses

B.3.2 Government setting mandating or punitive measures to require all citizens shifting to lower-
carbon lifestyle more proactively

B.3.2.1 Agree or other positive responses
B.3.2.2 Disagree or other negative responses
B.3.2.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses
B.4 Government's role in driving down companies or organisations' carbon footprint

B.4.1 Government providing incentives to encourage transitioning to low-carbon practices in
companies or organisations (e.g. green procurement)

B.4.1.1 Agree or other positive responses
B.4.1.2 Disagree or other negative responses
B.4.1.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses

B.4.2 Government setting regulatory requirements to ensure companies and organisations meeting
the designated carbon reduction targets

B.4.2.1 Agree or other positive responses
B.4.2.2 Disagree or other negative responses
B.4.2.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses

B.99 Other comments on transition towards a low-carbon lifestyle and society (except those related to
energy and transport)

B.99.1 Other comments

C(i). Reducing Energy Use

C.1 Promoting energy saving and efficiency in buildings (by the government, property developers or
managers)

C.1.1 Positive responses on promoting energy saving and efficiency in buildings (by the government,
property developer or managers)

C.1.1.0 General Support for promoting energy saving and efficiency in buildings (by the government,
property developer or managers) without specific targets and methods

C.1.1.1 New or renovated buildings
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C.1.1.1.00 General Support for promoting energy saving and efficiency in new or renovated
buildings without specific mechanisms

C.1.1.1.01 Designs to incorporate energy-smart elements in new or renovated buildings

C.1.1.1.1.00 General support for designs to incorporates energy-smart elements in new or
renovated buildings

C.1.1.1.1.01 Support for adopting district cooling or heating systems in new or renovated
buildings

C.1.1.1.1.02 Support for adopting heat pumps, combined heat and power (co-generation) and tri-
generation systems (cooling, heating and power) in new or renovated buildings

C.1.1.1.1.03 Support for promoting passive energy saving building designs (e.g. new RTTV
standard, better ventilation, use of natural sources of cooling and heating)

C.1.1.1.1.04 Support for installing energy smart or energy saving appliances (e.g. elevator,
escalators, lighting, cooling and heating systems) in new or renovated buildings

C.1.1.1.07 Support for using durable building materials
C.1.1.2 Existing buildings

C.1.1.2.00 General Support for promoting energy saving and efficiency in existing buildings without
specific targets

C.1.1.2.01 Support for energy saving in existing buildings
C.1.1.2.02 Support for Energy audit in existing buildings
C.1.1.2.03 Support for Carbon audit in existing buildings
C.1.1.2.04 Support for Retro-commissioning in existing buildings
C.1.1.2.05 Support for Retrofitting in existing buildings
C.1.1.3 All new, renovated or existing buildings
C.1.1.3.01 Support for tightening statutory energy efficiency standards of buildings
C.1.1.3.02 Support for setting carbon emissions caps for large buildings

C.1.1.3.03 Support for increasing funding to support energy saving projects in buildings (e.g.
replacement of central air-conditioning and lifts funded by energy efficiency funds scheme)

C.1.1.3.04 Support for technology advancement and innovation for saving energy in buildings
C.1.1.3.05 Support for green building or promoting Green Building Certification

C.1.1.3.06 Support for fully implementing Labelling Schemes (e.g. MEELS)

C.1.1.3.07 Support for reducing unnecessary lighting

C.1.1.3.08 Support for using less air-conditioning in buildings or better ventilation

C.1.1.3.09 Support for installing smart meters to show carbon emission readings from electricity, gas
and water usage

C.1.1.3.10 Support for install energy smart or energy saving appliances in buildings (e.g. elevator,
escalators, lighting, cooling and heating systems)

C.1.1.3.11 Support using less water in buildings
C.1.1.3.12 Support greening in buildings (e.g. roof-top garden)

C.1.2 Negative responses on promoting energy saving and efficiency in buildings (by the
government, property developer or managers)
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C.1.2.0 General disagreement on promoting energy saving and efficiency in buildings (by the
government, property developer or managers) without comments on specific targets and methods

C.1.3 Neither positive nor negative responses on promoting energy saving and efficiency in buildings
(by the government, property developer or managers)

C.1.3.0 Generally neither agree nor disagree on promoting energy saving and efficiency in buildings
(by the government, property developer or managers) without comments on specific targets and
methods

C.1.90 Setting targets on energy saving and efficiency in buildings (by the government, property
developer or managers)

C.1.90.1 New or renovated buildings

C.1.90.1.1 Wider implementation to be net zero carbon emissions for new or renovated
building

C.1.90.1.1.1 Agree or other positive responses

C.1.90.1.1.2 Disagree or other negative responses

C.1.90.1.1.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses

C.1.90.1.2 Mandating all new or renovated buildings to be net zero carbon emissions

C.1.90.1.2.1 Agree or other positive responses

C.1.90.1.2.2 Disagree or other negative responses

C.1.90.1.2.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses

C.1.90.2 Existing buildings

C.1.90.2.1 Wider implementation of energy saving retrofitting and retro-commissioning for
existing buildings

C.1.90.2.1.1 Agree or other positive responses
C.1.90.2.1.2 Disagree or other negative responses
C.1.90.2.1.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses

C.1.90.2.2 Mandating all large existing buildings to implement energy saving retrofitting and
retro-commissioning

C.1.90.2.2.1 Agree or other positive responses

C.1.90.2.2.2 Disagree or other negative responses

C.1.90.2.2.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses
C.1.90.3 All new, renovated or existing buildings

C.1.90.3.1 Tightening the building ordinance and regulations to mandating all buildings to
emit less carbon

C.1.90.3.1.1 Agree or other positive responses
C.1.90.3.1.2 Disagree or other negative responses

C.1.90.3.1.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses

C.4 Energy saving by individual

C.4.1 Positive responses on energy saving by individual

C.4.1.0 General support for energy saving by individual without specific targets
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C.4.1.1 Support for purchasing energy-efficient electrical appliances (e.g. those with Grade 1 energy
labels), such as inverter type air conditioners and LED light bulbs, etc.

C.4.1.2 Support for using natural ventilation or fans instead of air conditioners as far as possible

C.4.1.3 Support for less air-conditioning or maintaining air-conditioned average room temperature
between 24°C and 26°C or above in summer at home

C.4.1.4 Support for switching off power source to the electrical appliances that will not be in use to
avoid energy consumption in standby mode

C.4.1.5 Support for turning off the lights when not in use

C.4.1.6 Support for installing a low-flow shower-head and taking shorter showers (i.e. reducing the
energy to supply clean water)

C.4.1.7 Support for waiting until there is a full laundry load before using the washing machine
C.4.1.8 Support for avoiding using automatic flush toilets to prevent potential water waste
C.4.1.9 Support for taking cold shower

C.4.2 Negative responses on energy saving by individual

C.4.2.0 General disagreement on energy saving by individual without comments on specific targets and
methods

C.4.3 Neither positive nor negative responses on energy saving by individual

C.4.3.0 Generally neither agree nor disagree on energy saving by individual without comments on
specific targets and methods

C.5 Increasing energy efficiency and conservation in companies and organisations

C.5.1 Positive responses on increasing energy efficiency and conservation in companies and
organisations

C.5.1.0 General Support for increasing energy efficiency and conservation in companies and
organisations without specific targets

C.5.1.1 Support for less air-conditioning or participating in the Energy Saving Charter to practise
energy saving measures such as maintaining air-conditioned average room temperature between 24°C
and 26°C or above by companies and organisations in summer

C.5.1.2 Support for retrofitting office premises to improve energy efficiency, such as installing new
lighting and air-conditioning systems

C.5.1.3 Support for purchasing energy-efficient electrical office appliances (e.g. those with energy
labels) except light and air-conditioning, such as computers and printers etc.

C.5.1.4 Support for participating in the Government 4T Charter (namely target, timeline, transparency
and together) to set a target and timeline to reduce carbon emissions by saving energy

C.5.1.5 Support for carrying out energy or carbon audits with a view to identifying and implementing
measures to reduce energy consumption and carbon emissions

C.5.1.6 Support for shortening business or operation hours to save energy

C.5.2 Negative responses on increasing energy efficiency and conservation in companies and
organisations

C.5.2.0 General disagreement on increasing energy efficiency and conservation in companies and
organisations without comments on specific targets and methods

C.5.2.1 Disagreement for less air-conditioning and maintaining air-conditioned average room
temperature between 24°C and 26°C or above by companies and organisations in summer
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C.5.3 Neither positive nor negative responses on increasing energy efficiency and conservation in
companies and organisations

C.5.3.0 Generally neither agree nor disagree on increasing energy efficiency and conservation in
companies and organisations without comments on specific targets and methods

C.6 Government's role in driving down energy usage by individual
C.6.1 Government providing incentives to encourage energy saving by individuals
C.6.1.1 Agree or other positive responses
C.6.1.2 Disagree or other negative responses
C.6.1.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses

C.6.2 Government setting mandating or punitive measures to require all citizens to save energy
more proactively

C.6.2.1 Agree or other positive responses
C.6.2.2 Disagree or other negative responses
C.6.2.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses
C.7 Government’s role in driving down companies or organisations’ energy usage

C.7.0 Government should promote transitioning to energy saving practices in companies or
organisations without further explanation

C.7.0.1 Agree or other positive responses
C.7.0.2 Disagree or other negative responses
C.7.0.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses

C.7.1 Government providing incentives to encourage transitioning to energy saving practices in
companies or organisations

C.7.1.1 Agree or other positive responses
C.7.1.2 Disagree or other negative responses
C.7.1.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses

C.7.2 Government setting regulatory requirements to ensure companies and organisations meeting
the designated energy saving targets

C.7.2.1 Agree or other positive responses
C.7.2.2 Disagree or other negative responses
C.7.2.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses

C.7.3 Government taking the lead to save energy (e.g. using less air-conditioning in Government
premises)

C.7.3.1 Agree or other positive responses

C.7.3.2 Disagree or other negative responses

C.7.3.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses
C.90 Setting targets on energy saving

C.90.1 Improvements in energy efficiency and conservation through non-mandatory measures, e.g.
tightening energy-related standards and encouraging behavioural changes

C.90.1.1 Agree or other positive responses
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C.90.1.2 Disagree or other negative responses
C.90.1.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses
C.90.2 Improvements in energy efficiency and conservation through mandatory measures
C.90.2.1 Mandatory energy saving measures without mentioning the zero carbon emission target
C.90.2.1.1 Agree or other positive responses
C.90.2.1.2 Disagree or other negative responses
C.90.2.1.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses
C.90.2.2 Mandatory energy saving measures to achieve zero carbon emission
C.90.2.2.1 Agree or other positive responses
C.90.2.2.2 Disagree or other negative responses
C.90.2.2.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses
C.99 Other comments on reducing energy use and further decarbonising electricity generation
C.99.1 Other comments
C(ii). Further Decarbonising Electricity Generation
C.2 Further Carbon Reduction Measures in Electricity Generation (by electricity suppliers)

C.2.1 Positive responses on further carbon reduction in electricity generation (by electricity
suppliers)

C.2.1.00 General support for further carbon reduction in electricity generation (by electricity suppliers)
without specific targets and methods

C.2.1.01 Use of zero carbon energy source
C.2.1.1.0 General Support for use of zero carbon energy source without specific targets
C.2.1.1.1 Positive responses on regional Cooperation

C.2.1.1.1.00 General Support for regional cooperation for use of zero carbon energy source
without specific targets

C.2.1.1.1.01 Support importing nuclear energy
C.2.1.1.1.02 Support importing renewable energy
C.2.1.1.2 Support for local renewable energy
C.2.1.1.2.0 Support for local renewable energy in general without specifics
C.2.1.1.2.1 Support for locally generated solar energy
C.2.1.1.2.1.00 Support for locally generated solar energy without specifics

C.2.1.1.2.1.01 Support for using more renewable energy generated by independent power
producer (e.g. installing solar panel electricity systems in buildings and connected to power
grid, Renewable Energy Feed-in Tariff)

C.2.1.1.2.1.02 Support for using self-produced renewable energy (e.g. installing solar power
plates to power households, buildings or public facilities) but did not mention connecting to
power grid

C.2.1.1.2.2 Support for locally generated wind energy
C.2.1.1.2.3 Support for locally generated tidal energy
C.2.1.1.3 Support for locally generated nuclear energy
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C.2.1.1.4 Support for developing hydrogen as an energy carrier (e.g. to make fuel cells, blending into
natural gas, storing renewable energy etc.)

C.2.1.02 Support for use of emerging and future technologies
C.2.1.03 Support for turning food waste into energy
C.2.1.04 Support for using more natural gas

C.2.1.06 Support for abandoning regressive electricity tariff for business customers to encourage energy
saving

C.2.1.09 Support for electricity suppliers to provide incentives to promote energy saving (e.g.
rewarding scheme, energy saving contest)

C.2.1.10 Support for improving the fuel mix to achieve the decarbonisation targets
C.2.1.14 Support for increasing electricity tariff to encourage energy saving
C.2.1.15 Support for offering green tariff to encourage use of renewable energy

C.2.2 Negative responses on further carbon reduction in electricity generation (by electricity
suppliers)

C.2.2.0 General disagreement on further carbon reduction in electricity generation (by electricity
suppliers) without comments on specific targets and methods

C.2.2.1 Use of zero carbon energy source
C.2.2.1.1 Negative responses on regional cooperation

C.2.2.1.1.00 General disapproval on regional cooperation for use of zero carbon energy source
without comments on specific targets and reasons

C.2.2.1.1.07 Disagree on importing energy from the Mainland

C.2.2.1.1.7.00 Disagree on importing energy from the Mainland without explanation or fuel
type

C.2.2.1.1.7.01 Disagree on importing nuclear energy from the Mainland or other regions
C.2.2.1.1.7.02 Disagree on importing renewable energy from the Mainland or other regions

C.2.2.1.1.7.03 Disagree on importing energy from the Mainland because whether it cannot be
guaranteed that they are eco-friendly energy

C.2.2.1.1.7.04 Disagree on importing energy from the Mainland because whether it cannot be
guaranteed that they are not reliable

C.2.2.1.1.7.05 Disagree on importing energy from the Mainland because there are sufficient
electricity supply from local generators to meet the demand

C.2.2.1.1.7.06 Disagree on importing energy from the Mainland because it lowers the
proportion of electricity supply from local electricity suppliers

C.2.2.1.1.7.07 Disagree on importing energy from the Mainland because it is not safe
C.2.2.1.1.7.08 Disagree on importing energy from the Mainland because it is expensive

C.2.2.1.1.08 Disagree on importing nuclear energy from other regions but not specify the
Mainland

C.2.2.1.1.09 Disagree on importing renewable energy from other regions but not specify the
Mainland

C.2.2.1.2 Negative response on local renewable energy

C.2.2.1.2.0 Negative response on local renewable energy in general without specifics
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C.2.2.1.2.1 Negative response on locally generated solar energy
C.2.2.1.2.2 Negative response on locally generated wind energy
C.2.2.1.2.3 Negative response on locally generated tidal energy

C.2.3 Neither positive nor negative responses on further carbon reduction in electricity generation
(by electricity suppliers)

C.2.3.1 Generally neither agree nor disagree on further carbon reduction in electricity generation (by
electricity suppliers) without comments on specific targets and methods

C.2.90 Setting target for reducing carbon emissions

C.2.90.1 About 80% zero carbon energy

C.2.90.1.1 Agree or other positive responses

C.2.90.1.2 Disagree or other negative responses

C.2.90.1.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses
C.2.90.2 More than 80% zero carbon energy

C.2.90.2.1 Agree or other positive responses

C.2.90.2.2 Disagree or other negative responses

C.2.90.2.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses
C.2.90.3 100% zero carbon energy

C.2.90.3.1 Agree or other positive responses

C.2.90.3.2 Disagree or other negative responses

C.2.90.3.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses
C.2.90.4 Gradually phase out fossil fuel

C.2.90.4.1 Agree or other positive responses

C.2.90.4.2 Disagree or other negative responses

C.2.90.4.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses

C.3 Considerations when determining our long-term strategy to decarbonise the electricity generating
sector

C.3.1 Environmental performance

C.3.1.1 More Importance or other positive responses

C.3.1.2 Less importance or other negative responses

C.3.1.3 Neither important nor unimportant or other neutral responses
C.3.2 Reliability (availability of power)

C.3.2.1 More Importance or other positive responses

C.3.2.2 Less importance or other negative responses

C.3.2.3 Neither important nor unimportant or other neutral responses
C.3.3 Safety

C.3.3.1 More Importance or other positive responses

C.3.3.2 Less importance or other negative responses

C.3.3.3 Neither important nor unimportant or other neutral responses
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C.3.4 Affordability
C.3.4.1 More Importance or other positive responses
C.3.4.2 Less importance or other negative responses
C.3.4.3 Neither important nor unimportant or other neutral responses

C.3.5 Security (availability of fuel)
C.3.5.1 More Importance or other positive responses
C.3.5.2 Less importance or other negative responses
C.3.5.3 Neither important nor unimportant or other neutral responses

C.8 Government's role in driving down carbon emissions by electricity suppliers

C.8.1 Government providing incentives to encourage reduction in carbon emissions by electricity
suppliers

C.8.1.1 Agree or other positive responses
C.8.1.2 Disagree or other negative responses
C.8.1.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses

C.8.2 Government setting regulatory requirements to ensure electricity suppliers meeting the
designated carbon emissions reduction targets

C.8.2.1 Agree or other positive responses
C.8.2.2 Disagree or other negative responses
C.8.2.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses

C.8.3 Government introducing competition into electricity sector to allow competitor to supply
renewable energy at a lower cost

C.8.3.1 Agree or other positive responses
C.8.3.2 Disagree or other negative responses

C.8.3.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses

D. Low-carbon Transport In A Smart City
D.1 Positive responses on low-carbon transport in a smart city
D.1.0 General support on low-carbon transport in a smart city without specific targets
D.1.1 Phasing out or ban fossil fuel vehicles in Hong Kong

D.1.1.0 General support on phasing out or ban fossil fuel vehicles in Hong Kong without specific
targets

D.1.1.1 Support for accelerating the adoption of new energy vehicles such as EVs and vehicles using
non-traditional fuels (ethanol and biodiesel)

D.1.1.2 Support for increasing numbers of EV charging stations

D.1.1.3 Support for improving fuel efficiency of vehicles (e.g. hybrid vehicle)
D.1.1.4 Support for promoting the use of biofuels in heavy goods vehicles, etc.
D.1.1.5 Support for improving new energy vehicles maintenance service and facilities

D.1.1.6 Support for providing more information about electric cars
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D.1.1.7 Support for providing tax deduction or subsidies for environment-friendly vehicles
D.1.1.8 Support for increasing the expense on using fossil fuel vehicles (e.g. tax)

D.1.1.9 Support for banning or limiting the number of fossil fuel vehicles in Hong Kong in downtown
area

D.1.2 Promote Mobility and Walkability (by government policy)
D.1.2.0 General support on promoting mobility and walkability at policy level without specific targets
D.1.2.1 Support for upgrading infrastructure to improve walkability (e.g. building more footbridge)

D.1.2.2 Support for upgrading infrastructure to fostering a “bicycle-friendly” environment (e.g. building
more bicycle tracks and parking facilities)

D.1.2.3 Support for the policy to switch off some elevators during off-peak hours
D.1.3 Low-carbon travel by individual

D.1.3.00 General support on low-carbon travel by individual without specific targets

D.1.3.01 Support for using public transportation as far as possible

D.1.3.02 Support for walking for short distance commuting as far as possible

D.1.3.03 Support for minimising outbound travel via air and cruise trips. Enjoy our local or
neighbouring areas' recreational facilities as far as possible, such as country parks, etc.

D.1.3.05 Support for riding more bicycles by individuals
D.1.3.06 Support for using less transports (including public or private transports)
D.1.4 Low-carbon travel measures by companies or organisations

D.1.4.00 General support on low-carbon travel measures by companies or organisations without
specific targets

D.1.4.01 Support for instead of taking business trips, conduct video conferencing or use emails to
reduce carbon footprint from flights

D.1.4.02 Support for using new energy vehicles (e.g. electric vehicles) as company vehicles
D.1.4.03 Support for arranging employers to work at home
D.1.5 Better effective transportation management

D.1.5.00 General support on more effective transportation management without specific targets
D.1.5.01 Support for more effective transportation management to minimise detour
D.1.5.02 Support for more effective transportation management to minimise traffic jam
D.1.5.03 Support for more effective transportation management to minimise the waiting time to park
D.1.5.04 Support for car or bicycle sharing
D.1.5.05 Support for building more electric rail network

D.2 Negative responses on low-carbon transport in a smart city

D.2.0 General disagreement on low-carbon transport in a smart city without comments on specific targets
and methods

D.2.1 Disagreement on phasing out or ban fossil fuel vehicles in Hong Kong

D.2.1.0 General disagreement on phasing out or ban fossil fuel vehicles in Hong Kong without specific
targets

D.3 Neither positive nor negative responses on low-carbon transport in a smart city

159



D.3.0 Generally neither agree nor disagree on low-carbon transport in a smart city without comments on
specific targets and methods

D.3.1 The battery of the electric vehicles should be recycled properly
D.3.2 High cost of buying electric vehicles
D.4 Government's role in promoting low-carbon transport
D.4.1 Government providing incentives to encourage low-carbon transport
D.4.1.1 Agree or other positive responses
D.4.1.2 Disagree or other negative responses
D.4.1.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses

D.4.2 Government setting mandating or punitive measures to require all citizens, companies and
companies to use low-carbon transportation more proactively

D.4.2.1 Agree or other positive responses

D.4.2.2 Disagree or other negative responses

D.4.2.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses

D.4.3 Government taking the lead to use low-carbon transportation

D.4.3.1 Agree or other positive responses

D.4.3.2 Disagree or other negative responses

D.4.3.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses

D.90 Setting targets on low-carbon transport policy in a smart city

D.90.1 Gradually shift to low-carbon transport policy in a smart city (e.g. gradually replacing
conventional fuel-driven vehicles with new energy vehicles)

D.90.1.1 Agree or other positive responses
D.90.1.2 Disagree or other negative responses
D.90.1.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses

D.90.2 Proactively transition to low-carbon transport policy in a smart city (e.g. EVs as the key
main-streamed choice

D.90.2.1 Agree or other positive responses
D.90.2.2 Disagree or other negative responses
D.90.2.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses

D.90.3 Mandating policy on low-carbon transport in a smart city (e.g. mandating zero emission
vehicles to replace all conventional fuel-driven vehicles)

D.90.3.1 Agree or other positive responses
D.90.3.2 Disagree or other negative responses
D.90.3.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses
D.99 Other comments on further reduce our transport-related carbon emissions at policy level
D.99.1 Support for reducing the number of vehicles
D.99.2 Support for reducing carbon emission in marine transport

D.99.3 Support for reducing carbon emission in air transport
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E. Other carbon-reduction strategies and measures (mentioned in the PE document)
E.01 Education and publicity

E.1.0 General support on promoting low-carbon emission through education and publicity without specific
targets

E.1.0.1 Agree or other positive responses
E.1.0.2 Disagree or other negative responses
E.1.0.3 Neither there is a need nor no need or other neutral responses
E.1.1 To launch climate change awareness campaigns using the media
E.1.1.1 Agree or other positive responses
E.1.1.2 Disagree or other negative responses
E.1.1.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses
E.1.2 To strengthen policy-oriented and enabling more environment researches
E.1.2.1 Agree or other positive responses
E.1.2.2 Disagree or other negative responses
E.1.2.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses
E.1.3 To include climate change topics in school curricula
E.1.3.1 Agree or other positive responses
E.1.3.2 Disagree or other negative responses
E.1.3.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses
E.1.4 Strengthen the ""Energy Saving for All” Campaign
E.1.4.1 Agree or other positive responses
E.1.4.2 Disagree or other negative responses
E.1.4.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses
E.1.5 Launch campaign(s) to promote carbon emission reduction for all
E.1.5.1 Agree or other positive responses
E.1.5.2 Disagree or other negative responses
E.1.5.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses
E.02 Economic Opportunities and Financing Mechanism

E.2.0 General support on promoting low-carbon emission through providing economic opportunities and
financing mechanism without specific targets

E.2.0.1 Agree or other positive responses

E.2.0.2 Disagree or other negative responses

E.2.0.3 Neither there is a need nor no need or other neutral responses
E.2.1 Green Bonds

E.2.1.1 Agree or other positive responses

E.2.1.2 Disagree or other negative responses

E.2.1.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses
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E.2.2 Cap-and-trade scheme
E.2.2.1 Agree or other positive responses
E.2.2.2 Disagree or other negative responses
E.2.2.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses

E.2.3 Imposing taxation measures (e.g. tax concessions for energy saving practice in buildings) or
concessions

E.2.3.1 Agree or other positive responses

E.2.3.2 Disagree or other negative responses

E.2.3.3 Neither there is a need nor no need or other neutral responses

E.O03 Better waste management
E.3.0 General support on better waste management without specific targets

E.3.0.1 Agree or other positive responses

E.3.0.2 Disagree or other negative responses

E.3.0.3 Neither there is a need nor no need or other neutral responses

E.3.1 Better waste reduction policy (including policy on waste reduction at source, recycling,
reusing, sharing, repairing, refurbishment, remanufacturing)

E.3.1.1 Agree or other positive responses
E.3.1.2 Disagree or other negative responses
E.3.1.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses
E.3.2 Improving waste-to-energy technologies
E.3.2.1 Agree or other positive responses
E.3.2.2 Disagree or other negative responses
E.3.2.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses
E.04 Learning from international experience
E.4.1 Agree or other positive responses
E.4.2 Disagree or other negative responses
E.4.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses
E.05 Collaboration across sectors
E.5.1 Agree or other positive responses
E.5.2 Disagree or other negative responses
E.5.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses

E.06 Adoption of carbon removal measures (e.g. carbon capture and storage technologies, reforestation
and afforestation, growing plants in private or public area)

E.6.1 Agree or other positive responses
E.6.2 Disagree or other negative responses

E.6.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses
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G. Other carbon-reduction strategies and measures

G.07 Hong Kong reporting to the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) directly
G.7.1 Agree or other positive responses
G.7.2 Disagree or other negative responses
G.7.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses

G.08 Hong Kong joining Paris Agreement directly
G.8.1 Agree or other positive responses
G.8.2 Disagree or other negative responses
G.8.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses

G.09 Restrict population growth rate so as to limit energy use
G.9.1 Agree or other positive responses
G.9.2 Disagree or other negative responses
G.9.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses

G.10 Encourage local agriculture to reduce carbon emission caused by importing
G.10.1 Agree or other positive responses
G.10.2 Disagree or other negative responses
G.10.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses

G.11 Encourage local industry to reduce carbon emission caused by importing
G.11.1 Agree or other positive responses
G.11.2 Disagree or other negative responses
G.11.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses

G.12 Better urban planning to reduce carbon emission
G.12.1 Agree or other positive responses
G.12.2 Disagree or other negative responses
G.12.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses

G.13 Change the language to illustrate the climate change to reflect the seriousness of the overall
situation (e.g. climate crisis)

G.13.1 Agree or other positive responses
G.13.2 Disagree or other negative responses
G.13.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses

G.14 Support for label system(s) to indicate amount of carbon emission of product or service without
specifying the name of the product (e.g. food) or service (e.g. electricity supply)

G.14.1 Agree or other positive responses
G.14.2 Disagree or other negative responses
G.14.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses

G.15 Support for the Government taking the lead to reduce carbon emission without specifying the
areas (e.g. saving energy)

G.15.1 Agree or other positive responses
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G.15.2 Disagree or other negative responses

G.15.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses
G.16 Encourage producing or collecting fresh water locally

G.16.1 Agree or other positive responses

G.16.2 Disagree or other negative responses

G.16.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses

G.17 Set up an indicator on carbon emission reduction to let people know the progress of
decarbonisation in the whole society

G.17.1 Agree or other positive responses
G.17.2 Disagree or other negative responses
G.17.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses

G.18 Support for reducing the effect on climate change by reclamation projects (e.g. moratorium on
land reclaiming)

G.18.1 Agree or other positive responses
G.18.2 Disagree or other negative responses
(G.18.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses
G.19 Support for the avoiding excessive infrastructure and development
G.19.1 Agree or other positive responses
G.19.2 Disagree or other negative responses
(G.19.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses
G.20 Support for establishing laws to achieve targets of carbon emission deduction
G.20.1 Agree or other positive responses
G.20.2 Disagree or other negative responses
G.20.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses
G.21 Support for electrifying construction to replace diesel generators
G.21.1 Agree or other positive responses
G.21.2 Disagree or other negative responses
G.21.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses

G.22 Support for having dedicated position, working group or department in the government to deal
with climate change

G.22.1 Agree or other positive responses
G.22.2 Disagree or other negative responses
G.22.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses
G.23 Support for having less large-scale public activities (e.g. CNY fireworks)
G.23.1 Agree or other positive responses
G.23.2 Disagree or other negative responses
G.23.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses

G.24 Support for using products not from the Mainland (e.g. electric vehicles)
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G.24.1 Agree or other positive responses
G.24.2 Disagree or other negative responses
G.24.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses
G.99 Other comments on carbon-reduction strategies and measures

G.99.1 Other comments

. Comments on public engagement
P.00 General comment on public engagement exercise
P.0.1 Positive responses
P.0.2 Negative responses
P.0.3 Neutral responses
P.01 Target audience
P.1.1 Positive responses
P.1.2 Negative responses
P.1.3 Neutral responses
P.02 PE document and other information provided by the support group
P.2.1 Positive responses
P.2.2 Negative responses
P.2.3 Neutral responses
P.03 Whether the suggested decarbonisation strategy and measures are feasible in general
P.3.1 Agree or other Positive responses
P.3.2 Disagree or other negative responses
P.3.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses
P.04 Engagement channels
P.4.0 General comment on engagement channels
P.4.0.1 Positive responses
P.4.0.2 Negative responses
P.4.0.3 Neutral responses
P.41VCF
P.4.1.0 General comment on VCF
P.4.1.0.1 Positive responses
P.4.1.0.2 Negative responses
P.4.1.0.3 Neutral responses
P.4.1.1 VCF questions
P.4.1.1.1 Positive responses
P.4.1.1.2 Negative responses
P.4.1.1.3 Neutral responses
P.4.1.2 Collection method
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P.4.1.2.1 Positive responses
P.4.1.2.2 Negative responses
P.4.1.2.3 Neutral responses
P.4.2 Regional forums
P.4.2.1 Positive responses
P.4.2.2 Negative responses
P.4.2.3 Neutral responses
P.4.3 Roving exhibition
P.4.3.1 Positive responses
P.4.3.2 Negative responses
P.4.3.3 Neutral responses
P.4.4 Social Media
P.4.4.1 Positive responses
P.4.4.2 Negative responses
P.4.4.3 Neutral responses
P.4.5 Website
P.4.5.1 Positive responses
P.4.5.2 Negative responses
P.4.5.3 Neutral responses
P.4.6 Other public events
P.4.6.1 Positive responses
P.4.6.2 Negative responses
P.4.6.3 Neutral responses
P.05 Number of events or activities
P.5.1 Appropriate
P.5.2 Negative
P.5.2.1 Too much
P.5.2.2 Too few
P.5.3 Other comments
P.06 Engagement period
P.6.1 Appropriate
P.6.2 Negative
P.6.2.1 Too long
P.6.2.2 Too short
P.6.3 Other comments
P.07 Engagement, publicity and advertisement
P.7.1 Positive responses

P.7.2 Negative responses
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P.7.3 Neutral responses

P.08 Comments about Support Group on Long-term Decarbonisation Strategy or Council for

Sustainable Development
P.8.1 Positive responses
P.8.2 Negative responses
P.8.3 Neutral responses
P.09 Comments on staff of the public engagement
P.9.1 Positive responses
P.9.2 Negative responses
P.9.3 Neutral responses
P.10 There should be further consultation or study to reach consensus
P.10.1 Agree or other Positive responses
P.10.2 Disagree or other negative responses
P.10.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses
P.11 Whether it is a transparent, fair, genuine, adequate PE and in bottom-up approach
P.11.1 Agree or other Positive responses
P.11.2 Disagree or other negative responses
P.11.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses
P.12 Assumptions behind the PE e.g. causes and impacts of carbon emissions
P.12.1 Agree or other Positive responses
P.12.2 Disagree or other negative responses
P.12.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses
P.13 Whether the PE can reach consensus
P.13.1 Agree or other Positive responses
P.13.2 Disagree or other negative responses
P.13.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses
P.14 Comments about implementing/launching feasible options
P.14.1 Agree or other Positive responses
P.14.2 Disagree or other negative responses
P.14.3 Neither agree nor disagree or other neutral responses
P.99 Other comments about PE
P.99.1 Other comments
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