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2022年美国城市旗帜调查 The New American City Flags 
Survey of 2022 

摘要 

在2015年至2022年期间，超过300个美国城市和

城镇采用了新的或重新设计的旗帜来代表他们

的社区。2022年底，NAVA进行了一项在线调

查，要求受访者根据0至10的评分标准对这些旗

帜的设计进行评分。共有2,852名受访者（308名

NAVA成员和2,544名公众参与者）自我报告来

自90个国家（71%来自美国）；他们的年龄分布

广泛。之后，NAVA在全国范围内，特别是那些

旗帜被纳入调查的城市，发布新闻稿，获得了

广泛的媒体报道。将平均评分转换为字母等级

后，超过30%的旗帜获得了A或B，但超过60%的

旗帜获得了D或F。结果分析不仅显示了设计质

量的范围，还提供了关于设计感知如何因受访

者年龄、地点和NAVA成员身份而异的洞察。 

该论文也发表在2024年Raven 31上。 

Abstract 

Over 300 American cities and towns are known to 
have adopted new or redesigned flags to represent 
their communities between 2015 and 2022.  In late 
2022, NAVA conducted an online survey asking re-
spondents to rate those flags’ designs on a 0–10 scale.  
The 2,852 respondents (308 NAVA members and 
2,544 public participants) self-reported from 90 coun-
tries (71% from the U.S.); their ages distributed wide-
ly.  Afterwards, NAVA blanketed the country—
especially the cities with flags in the survey—with 
press releases yielding wide media coverage.  With 
average ratings converted to a letter grade, over 30% 
of the flags got an A or a B, but over 60% of the flags 
got a D or an F.  Analysis of the results not only 
showed a range of design quality, but also provided 
insights into how perception of the designs varied 
across respondent ages, locations, and NAVA mem-
bership. 

 

[This article was also published in Raven 31, 2024.] 

Edward B. KAYE & Minh TAN 爱德华·B·凯伊，谭明 
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背景 

美国的城市旗帜长期以来一直是旗帜学领域的

一个被忽视的角落。除了在少数仪式用途中使

用外，城市旗帜很少被展示或重视，它们不会

参与战争，体育团队的象征通常取代了城市身

份。除了一些显著的例外，它们长期以来往往

由一个城市徽章和一个纯色背景组成，很少被

展示，也很少被更改，对旗帜学家来说几乎没

有兴趣，也很少受到它们所代表的人民和城市

的注意。但是，已故的约翰·珀塞尔（John Pur-

cell）花了30年时间研究它们，并指出“符合良

好设计标准的美国城市旗帜……相对较少”。

[1] 2003年，他在NAVA的开创性工作《美国城

市旗帜》中再次引起了人们对它们的关注，这

是自1915年以来的第一次此类汇编。[2] NAVA

在该书出版后进行了2004年的调查，调查了书

中记录的150面旗帜的设计质量。[3] 调查结果的

媒体报道触及了数百万美国读者。NAVA的《好

旗帜，坏旗帜》（2001年在线发布，2006年印

刷出版）[4] 为关注城市旗帜的活动家奠定了基

础，偶尔也会因此产生改变旗帜的努力，比如

在亚利桑那州的梅萨市。[5] 

然后，在2015年，播客主持

人罗马·马尔斯（Roman 

Mars）发表了TED演讲：

“为什么城市旗帜可能是你

从未注意到的最糟糕设计的

东西”（图1）。那次演讲

解释了有效的旗帜设计，展

示了城市旗帜的例子，并号

召听众采取行动。[6]（马尔

斯因这一活动旗帜学在2020

Background 

Municipal flags in the United States have long consti-
tuted a backwater of vexillological obscurity.  Seldom 
flown or valued beyond minor ceremonial uses, city 
flags don’t go to war and sports team symbolism usu-
ally supplants municipal identity.  With a few notable 
exceptions, they have long tended to consist of a city 
seal on a solid field, flown little, and changed infre-
quently, providing little interest to vexillologists and 
receiving scant notice from the people and cities they 
represent.  But the late John Purcell devoted 30 years 
to their study, noting “U.S. civic flags meeting the 
criteria for good design…are relatively few”.1  In 
2003 he brought new attention to them in NAVA’s 
seminal work, American City Flags—the first such 
compilation since 1915.2  NAVA followed its publi-
cation with a 2004 survey of the design qualities of 
the 150 flags documented in that book.3   Press cover-
age of the survey results reached millions of Ameri-
can readers.  The publication of NAVA’s Good Flag, 
Bad Flag (on-line in 2001 and in print in 2006)4 laid 
the groundwork for activist attention to city flags, and 
occasional efforts to change them resulted, such as in 
Mesa, Arizona.5 

Then in 2015 podcast host Roman Mars delivered a 
TED Talk:  “Why city flags may be the worst-
designed thing you’ve never noticed” (fig. 1).  That 
talk explained effective flag design, showed examples 
of city flags, and called listeners to action.6  (Mars 
received NAVA’s Vexillonnaire Award in 2020 for 
this activist vexillology.)7  It has received 7 million 

views to date (including by 
many municipal officials and 
their constituents) and likely 
spurred an explosion of city flag 
redesign—over 300 American 
cities and towns are known to 
have adopted new or redesigned 
flags to represent their commu-
nities between 2015 and 2022. 

 

 

 

 

 

图 1. 罗马马尔斯：“为什么城市旗帜可能是

你从未注意到的最糟糕设计的东西”。 

Figure 1.  Roman Mars:  “Why city flags may be 
the worst-designed thing you’ve never noticed”.   
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年获得了NAVA的Vexillonnaire奖）。[7] 它至今

已获得700万次观看（包括许多市政官员及其选

民），可能促使城市旗帜重新设计的数量激

增——已知在2015年至2022年期间，超过300个

美国城市和城镇采用了新的或重新设计的旗帜

来代表他们的社区。 

 

问卷调查 

为了评估这些大量的新旗帜，NAVA在2022年9

月1日至11月30日之间进行了一项在线调查，以

了解它们在旗帜学上的测量结果。[8] 调查要求

其成员和公众对312面已知旗帜的设计进行评

分。通过社交媒体和电子邮件的推广，共有

2,852人参与了调查：308名NAVA成员（11%）

和2,544名公众参与者（89%）。受访者使用0至

10的低至高评分标准对每面旗帜的设计进行评

分（与之前的NAVA调查相同）。      

被调查的旗帜范围涵盖了2015年1月1日至2022年

8月31日期间所有已知的美国城市旗帜，这些信

息在波特兰旗帜协会的网站上进行了跟踪（主

要由勤奋的研究员正冈正夫进行）。[9] 

联系受访者的主要渠道包括NAVA的会员通讯

（电子邮件和其网站）、Gist（迈克·佩斯卡的

播客）、TLDR新闻（一个总部位于英国的

YouTube频道）、Instagram（@flagstudies等）、

Twitter（@flagstudies等）、Facebook（旗帜和旗

帜学等群组）和Reddit（r/vexillology）——每个

渠道都有一个独特的“收集器”。 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The Survey 

To evaluate that massive number of new flags, 
NAVA conducted an online survey between 1 Sep-
tember and 30 November 2022, to find out how they 
measured up vexillographically.8  It asked its mem-
bers and the public to rate the designs of 312 known 
flags.  Outreach through social media and email led 
2,852 people to participate in the survey: 308 NAVA 
members (11%) and 2,544 public participants (89%).  
Respondents rated the design of each flag using a low
-to-high scale of 0–10 (as in previous NAVA sur-
veys).   

The universe of flags surveyed comprised all known 
U.S. city flags adopted from 1 January 2015 to 31 
August 2022, as tracked on the Portland Flag Associ-
ation’s website (primarily by the diligent researcher 
Masao Okazaki).9  

Among the primary channels which reached respond-
ents were NAVA’s membership communications 
(email and its website), the Gist (Mike Pesca’s pod-
cast), TLDR News (a UK-based YouTube channel), 
Instagram (@flagstudies and others), Twitter 
(@flagstudies and others), Facebook (Flags and Vex-
illology and other groups), and Reddit (r/vexillology)
—each with a unique SurveyMonkey “collector”. 
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这项调查（由技术专家布莱恩·查姆设置和运

行）使用了SurveyMonkey平台。它首先通过人

类测试检查机器人，然后询问受访者的年龄和

国家以及NAVA成员身份等人口统计问题。然

后，它以随机顺序呈现五组旗帜设计（并在组

内随机顺序）以调整“调查疲劳”。调查结束

后，对于未通过机器人检查、未对任何旗帜进

行评分或提供重复电子邮件地址的受访者，其

回应被移除。平均受访者对199面旗帜进行了评

分（46%的受访者没有对所有旗帜进行评分）。 

The survey (set up and run by tech wizard Brian 
Cham) used the SurveyMonkey platform.  It first 
checked for bots with a human test, then asked demo-
graphic questions about respondent age and country, 
and NAVA membership.  It then presented flag de-
signs in randomly ordered groups of five (and in ran-
dom order within the groups) to adjust for “survey 
fatigue”.  After the survey closed, responses were 
removed for respondents who failed the bot check, 
rated no flags, or supplied a duplicate e-mail address.  
The average respondent rated 199 flags (46% of re-
spondents did not rate all the flags). 

 

图 2. 评级最高的 25 面新城市旗帜（“A”级）。    Figure 2.  The 25 highest-rated new city flags (“A” grade) . 
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虽然大多数受访者（71%）来自美国，其余的来

自其他90个国家（自我介绍）。他们的年龄分

布广泛，18至24岁的人群最多（21%）。 

 

调查结果 

调查结束后，对每面旗帜的评分进行平均，并

将其转换为字母等级，等级从F（最低）到A+

（最高）。[10] 包括在调查中的312面旗帜的整

While most respondents (71%) hailed from the U.S., 
the rest originated in 90 other countries (by self-
report).  Their ages distributed widely, with 18- to 24-
year-olds the largest cohort (21%).  

 

 

The Results 

When the survey ended, the numerical ratings for 
each flag were averaged and the average rating was 
converted to a letter grade, with grades ranging from 
F (lowest) to A+ (highest).10 The overall average 
grade for the 312 flags included in the survey was a 

图 3. 评级最低的 25 个新城市旗帜（“F”级）。    Figure 3.  The 25 lowest-rated new city flags (“F” grade) . 
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体平均等级为D+（评分为3.65），按等级分布

为A：46面旗帜（15%），B：50面旗帜

（16%），C：24面旗帜（8%），D：49面旗帜

（15%），F：143面旗帜（46%）。[11] 基础评

分范围从0.94到8.17点。[12]”（图2–3）。 

受访城市位于46个州。[13] 没有任何地区或州垄

断了较高或较低的评分，即使是在超过两面旗

帜的州中。平均而言，内布拉斯加州和俄勒冈

州表现最好，密西西比州和马萨诸塞州表现最

差（图4）。 

NAVA在全国范围内，特别是那些旗帜被纳入调

查的城市，发布了新闻稿（由活跃成员巴里·麦

克米林和史蒂夫·惠特利协调）。其中包括

NAVA官员的引述：“看到美国城市对旗帜的兴

趣日益增长是令人高兴的。NAVA所代表的旗帜

研究社区渴望为考虑新旗帜的城市提供资源，

D+ (a rating of 3.65), with a distribution by grade of 
A: 46 flags (15%), B: 50 flags (16%), C: 24 flags 
(8%), D: 49 flags (15%), and F: 143 flags (46%).11  
The underlying ratings ranged from 0.94 to 8.17 
points12 (figs. 2–3). 

The subject cities were in 46 states.13  No region or 
state monopolized the higher or lower ratings, though 
among states with more than two flags rated, on aver-
age Nebraska and Oregon fared best and Mississippi 
and Massachusetts fared worst (fig. 4). 

 

 

 

NAVA blanketed the country—especially the cities 
with flags in the survey—with press releases 
(coordinated by active members Barry McMillion and 
Steve Wheatley).  They included quotes from NAVA 
officers: “It is wonderful to see the growing interest 
in flags across American cities.  The flag-studies 
community represented by NAVA is eager to provide 
cities considering new flags with resources that can 
help guide them as they choose new symbols.” said 

图 4. 美国地图按等级显示主题城市。    Figure 4.  Map of the United states showing subject cities by grade. 
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帮助他们选择新的象征。”NAVA主席斯坦·康

特拉斯说：“研究旗帜设计和采用的过程有助

于我们理解旗帜如何将人们与他们的社区联系

起来”，协调调查的NAVA秘书特德·凯耶评论

道：“但我们的成员不仅仅是研究旗帜——有

些人亲自积极参与旗帜设计。”[14] 

这些信息谨慎地传达出，NAVA本身并不评判旗

帜。相反，调查的参与者这样做了。信息还强

调了设计良好的城市旗帜如何能够培养公民自

豪感和社区凝聚力，支持城市的品牌和推广，

并为城市及其居民节省成本，从而促进其更广

泛的使用。 

超过100篇报道出现在州政府和地方媒体上（图

5）。他们从防御性到庆祝，从描述性到宣传。

调查结果也出现在了几个社交媒体平台上，包

括Twitter、YouTube、Facebook、Reddit和

LinkedIn。[15] 

进一步的研究可能会显示，NAVA成员在创造和

采用调查中评分最高的许多旗帜中扮演了什么

角色——作为发起者、设计师、评委、委员会

NAVA President Stan Contrades.  “Studying the pro-
cess of flag design and adoption helps us understand 
how flags connect people to their communities”, com-
mented NAVA Secretary Ted Kaye, who coordinated 
the survey.  “But our members don’t just study 
flags—some become actively involved in flag design 
themselves.”14 

The messaging carefully communicated that NAVA 
itself did not judge the flags.  Rather, participants in 
the survey did that.  Messaging also made the case for 
how a well-designed city flag can foster civic pride 
and community cohesion, support the city’s branding 
and promotion, and cost the city and residents less, 
leading to its broader use.   

Over 100 stories appeared in state and local media 
(fig. 5).  They ranged from the defensive to the cele-
bratory, from the descriptive to the promotional.  Sur-
vey results also appeared on several social media plat-
forms, including Twitter, YouTube, Facebook, Red-
dit, and LinkedIn.15 

 

 

 

 

Further research will likely show how much NAVA 
members played roles in creating and adopting many 
of the survey’s highest-rated flags—as instigators, 
designers, judges, committee members, or consult-
ants.  Anecdotal knowledge identifies involvement of 

图 5. 成为州和地方媒体的头条报道。    Figure 5.  Headlines in state and local media coverage. 



第 30 届国际旗帜学大会学术论文集，中国北京，2024 年 8 月 

122   2022年美国城市旗帜调查  /  The New American City Flags Survey of 2022 

成员或顾问。传闻知识识别出，NAVA成员参与

25面评分最高旗帜中的一半。 

结果表明，尽管许多城市采用了具有有效设计

的新旗帜，但更多的城市采用了无效设计（至

少根据普遍接受的旗帜设计原则来判断）。尽

管NAVA广泛传播了旗帜设计指导（直接通过

“好”旗帜，“坏”旗帜及其网站上的案例研

究和调查；间接通过罗马·马尔斯和大量媒体报

道旗帜设计努力），无效设计似乎仍然占主导

地位。可能有效的设计确实在竞赛中被提出或

提交，但选拔委员会或民选官员缺乏对有效旗

帜设计的了解或培训，无法欣赏它们，反而选

择了较差的替代品。排名最差的是“名片”设

计，通常在白色背景上，充满了文字。 

NAVA在其网站上发布了调查结果，包括25面评

分最高和最低的旗帜的图片，摘要和详细结果

（由合著者谭明整理和呈现），以及其设计资

源的链接。为了推进旗帜学研究，它提出了这

一提议：“我们很高兴与学者/研究人员分享原

始调查数据。请将请求转达给NAVA的秘书。请

将任何基于调查结果的研究或分析发送给我

们，以便我们与旗帜学界分享。” 

 

分析 

虽然庆祝伟大的设计和谴责糟糕的设计可能会

温暖旗帜学家的心，但旗帜学家可以通过了解

评估和感知旗帜设计如何受到人口统计因素的

影响，学到更多。调查询问了受访者关于他们

是否是NAVA成员、国籍和年龄的问题；分析得

出了有趣的见解。 

NAVA members in more than half of the 25 highest-
rated flags.  

The results showed that while a large number of cities 
have adopted new flags with effective designs, an 
even larger number have adopted ineffective designs 
(at least, judged by generally accepted flag-design 
principles).  Despite NAVA’s broad dissemination of 
flag-design guidance (directly through “Good” Flag, 
“Bad” Flag and case studies and surveys on its web-
site; indirectly through Roman Mars and ample media 
coverage of flag-design efforts), ineffective designs 
appear to prevail.  It is possible that effective designs 
do get proposed or submitted in competitions, but the 
selection committees or elected officials lack the 
knowledge or training in flag design to appreciate 
them, and instead choose poor alternatives.  The 
worst-ranked are “business card” designs, often on a 
white background and replete with wording. 

NAVA published the survey outcome on its website, 
with images of the 25 highest- and lowest- ranked 
flags, summary and detailed results (tabulated and 
presented by co-author Minh Tan), and links to its 
design resources.  To advance vexillological study, it 
made this offer: “We’re happy to share the raw sur-
vey data with academics/researchers.  Please relay 
requests to NAVA’s secretary.  Please send any re-
search or analysis based on the survey results to us so 
that we may share it with the vexillological world.” 

 

 

 

 

 

Analyses 

While celebrating great design and deploring poor 
design may warm the hearts of vexillographers, much 
more can be learned by vexillologists about how the 
evaluation and perception of flag designs is influ-
enced by demographic factors.  The survey asked re-
spondents about their membership in NAVA, nation-
ality, and age; analysis yielded interesting insights. 
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NAVA成员与公众 

公众的评分与NAVA成员的评分非常接近——平

均分别为3.66和3.55分；公众和NAVA评分之间

的均方差为0.22分，表明两个人群之间高度相关

（图6）。在大约4分的拐点以上，NAVA成员通

常对设计的评价更高。在该拐点以下，NAVA成

员通常对设计的评价更低。也就是说，NAVA成

员在评分上稍微更极端。然而，NAVA成员和公

众对个别旗帜的平均评分之间的差异——即使

接近95%的置信水平——也从未接近具有统计学

意义。评分的相似性，加上89%来自公众，表明

这次调查的结果应该被解释为反映公众的观

点——而不仅仅是NAVA成员的观点（正如一些

媒体报道的那样）。 

NAVA成员与公众评分相似性的其他例子，可以

在每个人群中评分最高的10面旗帜中共有的六

面旗帜中找到，包括俄克拉荷马州塔尔萨市评

分最高的旗帜，以及每个人群中评分最低的10

面旗帜中共有的八面旗帜。在这些结果和高评

NAVA Members vs. Public 

The ratings by the public closely matched those of 
NAVA members—they averaged 3.66 and 3.55 
points; the mean squared difference between public 
and NAVA ratings was 0.22 points, suggesting high 
correlation between the two demographic groups (fig. 
6).  Above the inflection point of about 4 points, 
NAVA members generally rated designs higher.  Be-
low that inflection point, NAVA members generally 
rated designs lower.  That is, NAVA members were 
slightly more extreme in their ratings.  However, the 
difference between average ratings for individual 
flags—by NAVA members and the public—was nev-
er even close to being statistically significant at the 
95% confidence level.  The similarity in ratings, 
along with 89% coming from the general public, indi-
cates results of this survey should be interpreted as 
reflecting the views of the general public—not just of 
NAVA members (as some media reports framed it). 

 

Additional examples of similarities between the rat-
ings by NAVA members and by the general public 
can be found in the six flags common to the 10 flags 
rated highest by each demographic, including the top-
rated flag of Tulsa, Oklahoma, and the eight flags 
common to the 10 flags rated lowest by each demo-
graphic.  Between these results and the high rating 
similarities, it seems that the principles of good and 

图 6. NAVA 成员（红色）和公众（蓝色）的评分。    Figure 6.  Ratings by NAVA members (red) and the general public (blue). 
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分相似性之间，似乎好的和坏的旗帜设计原则

是本能的、直观的，并且相当普遍的——一个

人不需要是旗帜爱好者就能区分有效和无效的

设计。爱好者只是比公众对设计良好的旗帜评

价更高，对设计糟糕的旗帜评价更低。 

 

美国人与其他人 

受访者自我介绍他们的位置（71%在美国），列

出了90多个国家（这可能有一些虚报）。虽然

他们的评分高度相关，但美国人的评分略高于

其他国家的人（图7）。虽然差异很小，并且在

任何旗帜上都不具有95%置信水平的统计学意

义，但对于90%以上的旗帜来说，这种差异的一

致性可能表明这里有一些影响因素在起作用。

确定这个因素可能是一个有趣的额外研究课

题。美国人是否因为是他们的城市旗帜，而对

自己城市的旗帜更接受？是否有一些潜在的风

格和/或特征，美国人可能更熟悉并接受，或者

出于其他原因更愿意接受？ 

bad flag design are instinctive, intuitive, and fairly 
universal—one need not be a flag enthusiast to distin-
guish between effective and ineffective designs. The 
enthusiasts just rated the well-designed flags higher 
and the poorly designed flags lower than did the gen-
eral public. 

 

 

Americans vs. Others 

Respondents self-reported their locations (71% in the 
U.S.), listing over 90 countries (which may reflect 
some prevarication) (fig. 7).  While their ratings were 
highly correlated, those by Americans tended to be 
slightly higher than those of other nationals.  While 
the difference is small, and not statistically significant 
at the 95% confidence level for any flags, that it is 
remarkably consistent for over 90% of flags may sug-
gest there is some influential factor at work here.  
Identifying this factor might be an interesting topic 
for additional research.  Might Americans have been 
a bit more accepting of their city flags, considering 
the flags were of American cities?  Might there be 
some underlying style and/or feature to American city 
flags that Americans might either be more familiar 
with to embrace, or just be more willing to embrace 
on some other ground? 

 

 

图 7. 美国人（紫色）和其他国民（绿色）的评级。    Figure 7.  Ratings by Americans (purple) and other nationals (green). 
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尽管美国人的评分普遍略高，但两组对旗帜的

评分排名却有着惊人的相似性。每个人群中评

分最高的10面旗帜中有七面是共同的，包括俄

克拉荷马州塔尔萨市评分最高的旗帜，以及每

个人群中评分最低的10面旗帜中有九面是共同

的。 

 

年龄组 

受访者将自己描述为八个年龄组：18岁以下

（14%），18-24岁（21%），25-34岁（19%），

35-44岁（17%），45-54岁（11%），55-64岁

（6%），65-74岁

（4%），74岁以上

（1%）；其余的没有说明

（图8）。 

最年长的受访者按年龄组

划分的评分和排名（图9 

中为红色）倾向于在更极

端的斜率上对设计进行评

分，而最年轻的受访者

（下图中的青绿色）有最

浅的斜率。这种趋势没有

NAVA成员与公众之间，

或者美国人与其他国籍的

人之间识别出的趋势那么

明确，但它仍然可以相当清楚地看到。为什么

会这样可能值得进一步研究。可能是年长的受

访者比公众更有旗帜的见解和经验，就像NAVA

成员与公众相比一样。这种丰富的经验（年龄

和NAVA成员身份）可能导致更有意见的评分—

—对设计糟糕的旗帜更加挑剔，对设计良好的

旗帜更加赞赏。尽管如此，比较任何两个给定

Despite the generally slightly higher ratings by Amer-
icans, there was remarkable similarity in how the 
groups’ ratings ranked the flags.  Seven flags were 
common to the 10 flags rated highest by each demo-
graphic, including the top-rated flag of Tulsa, Okla-
homa, and nine flags common to the 10 flags rated 
lowest by each demographic. 

 

 

 

Age Groups 

Respondents described themselves in eight age group-
ings:  Under 18 (14%), 18–24 (21%), 25–34 (19%), 
35–44 (17%), 45–54 (11%), 55–64 (6%), 65–74 
(4%), over 74 (1%); the rest did not state (fig. 8). 

The oldest respondents (red 
in fig. 9) tended to rate de-
signs on a more extreme 
slope, while the youngest 
respondents had the shallow-
est slope (teal).  This trend 
was not as clearly defined as 
those identified for NAVA 
members versus the general 
public, or Americans versus 
other nationals, but it can still 
be seen reasonably clearly.  
Why this is so might merit 
further research.  It may be 
that older respondents may 
have had more exposure and 
experience with flag designs, 
as have NAVA members 
compared to the general pub-

lic.  That extensive experience (age and NAVA mem-
bership) might lead to more opinionated ratings—
being more critical of poorly designed flags and more 
praising of well-designed flags.  Still, comparing the 
largest difference of average ratings between any two 
given age groups for each flag, there were differences 
of statistical significance at the 95% confidence inter-
val for only 50 flags (16% of the flags surveyed).  
This is not a lot given there were nine age groups to 
consider, and several of those age groups did not have 
enough respondents to prevent a few respondents’ 
ratings from notably skewing the average.  

图 8. 受访者的年龄分布。 

Figure 8.  Age group distribution of respondents.  
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年龄组对每面旗帜的平均评分之间的最大差

异，在95%的置信区间内只有50面旗帜（占调查

旗帜的16%）具有统计学意义。考虑到每个旗帜

有九个年龄组需要考虑，其中几个年龄组的受

访者数量不足以防止少数受访者的评分显著偏

离平均值。 

尽管评分差异有时可能具有统计学意义，但在

不同年龄人群中，评分最高的10面旗帜中共同

的旗帜数量通常相当高。例如，九个年龄组中

有六个给出了俄克拉荷马州塔尔萨市的旗帜最

高分。同样，在不同年龄组中评分最低的10面

旗帜中，也有许多共同的旗帜。也就是说，他

们普遍对评分最高和最低的旗帜达成了一致。

他们只在最高和最低的顺序上存在分歧。 

 

 

 

Despite the ratings differences that may sometimes be 
statistically significant, the number of common flags 
among the 10 highest rated flags among the different 
age demographics was generally quite high.  For ex-
ample, six of nine age groups selecting the flag of 
Tulsa, Oklahoma, as their highest-rated.  Likewise, 
there were also many flags common to the 10 flags 
rated lowest among the different age groups.  That is, 
they generally agreed well on the highest- and lowest-
rated flags.  They only disagreed on the order among 
the highest and lowest. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

图 9. 按年龄组进行的评分和排名。    Figure 9.  Ratings and ranks by age groups. 
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更新的旗帜和可重复的结果 

17个城市的旗帜出现在2004年和2022年的调查中

（图10）。在15个案例中，旗帜已经显著更

新，除了一个案例（南达科他州拉皮德城）

外，所有案例都获得了明显更高的评分。事实

上，爱达荷州波卡特洛从最后一名上升到前10

名。在一项“自然实验”中，两个城市的同一

面旗帜出现在两次调查中（艾奥瓦州得梅因放

弃了，然后重新采用了其1972年的旗帜，而威

斯康星州麦迪逊只做了很小的改动）（图

11）。尽管很少受访者参加了两次调查（自然

地，因为调查相隔18年），但这两面旗帜的评

分非常接近，表明这些调查是可比的，并且结

果可复制。 

Updated Flags and Reproducible Results 

The flags of 17 cities appeared in both the 2004 and 
2022 surveys (fig. 10).  In 15 cases, the flag had been 
significantly updated, and all but one case (Rapid 
City, South Dakota) received a substantially higher 
rating.  In fact, Pocatello, Idaho, went from dead last 
to the top 10.  In a “natural experiment”, for two   
cities the same flag appeared in both surveys (Des 
Moines, Iowa, had abandoned then re-adopted its 
1972 flag, while Madison, Wisconsin, made very mi-
nor changes) (fig. 11).  Although few respondents 
participated in both surveys (naturally, as the surveys 
were held 18 years apart), the ratings for those two 
flags were very close, showing that the surveys are 
comparable, with reproducible results. 

 

 

 

最大的改进，最糟糕的是在2004年  

可重复的结果  

可重复的结果  

调整了某些部分的大小并重新排列，可重现结果 

第二大的改进，2022年最好的  

图 10. 更新的旗帜和可重复的结果。    Figure 10.  Updated flags and reproducible results. 

图 11. 爱荷华州得梅因；威斯康星州麦迪逊市（旧 / 新）。     Figure 11.  Des Moines, Iowa; Madison, Wisconsin (old/new). 
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结论 

NAVA的城市旗帜设计调查，在旗帜学文献中是

最广泛的。为分析师提供了原始数据，他们可

能会探索为什么某些人群对城市旗帜设计有不

同的反应，年龄和经验如何影响对设计的看

法，以及国籍在评估旗帜中扮演了什么角色。 

NAVA和其他旗帜研究组织20年来的旗帜学指

导，旨在帮助城市等实体改善他们的旗帜设

计，取得了混合的结果。一方面，许多城市采

用了具有有效设计的新旗帜。另一方面，更多

的城市采用了无效设计。看来NAVA成功地培训

了旗帜设计师，但未能充分接触到旗帜选择

者。也就是说，任何公共竞赛都可能收到一些

有效的设计——然而，这些可能被缺乏对有效

旗帜设计欣赏的设计委员会或民选官员筛选

掉。这个领域值得更多的研究和倡导，构成了

NAVA和其他地区旗帜学家（活跃的旗帜学家）

的挑战。 

该调查及其分析使用旗帜学的科学来探索旗帜

学的倡议；希望本文能够成为学科之间的桥

梁。 
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Conclusions 

NAVA’s city flag design surveys, the most extensive 
in the vexillological literature, provide raw data to 
analysts who may well explore why certain demo-
graphic groups respond to city flag designs different-
ly, how age and experience can influence opinions on 
designs, and whether nationality plays a role in evalu-
ating flags. 

Over 20 years of vexillographic guidance by NAVA 
and other flag-studies organizations, aimed at helping 
entities such as cities improve their flags’ designs, has 
delivered mixed results.  On the one hand, a large 
number of cities have adopted new flags with effec-
tive designs.  On the other hand, an even larger num-
ber have adopted ineffective designs.  It appears that 
NAVA has successfully trained the flag designers, but 
it has failed to adequately reach the flag choosers.  
That is, any public competition will likely receive 
some effective designs—however, those may be 
screened out by design committees or elected officials 
lacking an appreciation for effective flag design.  This 
area merits more research and advocacy, constituting 
a challenge for vexillonnaires (activist vexillologists) 
within NAVA and beyond.  

The survey and its analysis use the science of vexil-
lology to explore the initiatives of vexillography; it is 
hoped that this article serves as a bridge between the 
disciplines.  
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附录：按评分顺序排列 Appendix:  Flags in Descending Order of Rating 
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爱德华·B·凯伊，谭明 

爱德华.凯伊编制了国旗设计指南“好”、

“坏”国旗，并就城市、州和国家层面采用新

旗帜进行了咨询。他编辑过（偶尔翻译过）许

多期刊、通讯、书籍和2000多篇关于国旗的文

章。在国内和国际国旗研究会议上发表论文，

并为几个城市和州的旗帜设计委员会（以及斐

济的国旗委员会）提供咨询或任职。他经常向

当地和国家媒体谈论国旗的问题。他在北美旗

帜协会的执行委员会任职20年，目前是该协会

的秘书。 

谭明是 NAVA 成员，目前居住在加拿大不列颠

哥伦比亚省温哥华。虽然他对旗帜学的各个方

面都很感兴趣，但他的主要兴趣是旗帜设计，

尤其是城市和市政级别的旗帜设计，以及旗帜

相关的数据分析，以便通过社会科学的视角和

方法更多地了解旗帜学。 

Edward B. KAYE & Minh TAN 

Ted Kaye compiled the definitive guide to flag      
design, “Good” Flag, “Bad” Flag, and consults on 
the adoption of new flags at the city, state, and nation-
al level.  He has edited (and occasionally translated) 
many journals, newsletters, books, and well over 
2,000 articles on flags; researched and presented   
papers at national and international flag-studies    
conferences; and advised or served on several city 
and state flag-design committees (as well as the    
national flag committee of Fiji).  He speaks frequent-
ly to local and national media on flag subjects.  He 
has served 20 years on the executive board of the 
North American Vexillological Association and is 
currently its secretary. 

Minh Tan is a NAVA member currently living in 
Vancouver, British Columbia, Canada. While he is 
interested in all aspects of vexillology, his main inter-
ests are flag design, especially at the city and munici-
pal levels, and flag related data analytics to under-
stand more of vexillology through a social science 
lens and approach.  

About the Authors 关于作者 




