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• Summer survey an opportunity for people around the Gulf 
region to add their voice to this stage of the SWG’s work. 

• Six online surveys opened 15 December 2014,  
closed 26 January 2015. 

• 1494 people added their voice during formal survey period. 

• Full analysis in your printed report. 

• 107 additional responses came in 27-28 January.  

• Around 50 single question responses through Facebook. 

 
 

  



• Survey promoted 
many different ways –
postcards, posters, 
media, events, social 
media, email 
newsletters, partner 
promos, word of mouth 
etc.  

• Total estimated reach: 
3,735,759.  

 
 

 
  

• Up to people whether they took the 
opportunity to add their voice – but 
important they knew it was there!  
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• This brief summary is the high-level 
picture only – full detail and analysis are 
in your report. 
 

• For each topic this summary looks at the 
following as rated by the survey 
respondents. 
 
1. Most critical issue. 
2. Most far-reaching issue. 
3. Relative importance of issues.  
4. The strongest response (positive or 

negative) in each issue category. 
5. Top solution suggested for each 

issue. 
 

 
 
  



198 people responded.  

Overall, they said… 

 

Most critical issue: 83% 

• Issue 1: critical habitats. 

 

Most far-reaching issue: 84%  

• Issue 2: protecting seabird and 

marine mammal populations. 
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Priority issue Strongest response  

(across whole topic) 

Top suggested option or 

solution (free suggestion) 

Issue 1: 

Critical habitats 

74% feel there are particular areas of 

the Hauraki Gulf/Tikapa Moana that 

should be preserved or reserved to 

protect habitats for marine life. 

27% suggested more marine 

reserves / no go zones. 

Issue 2: 

Protecting seabird and marine 

mammal populations 

87% felt that reducing run-off into the 

marine environment was an option to 

protect seabirds and marine 

mammals. 

22% suggested education. 

Issue 3: 

Ecosystem services 

86% agreed that people get 

ecosystem benefits, particularly in the 

form of food (24%), a healthy 

ecosystem (20%) and recreation 

(17%). 

24% suggested education 

and engagement. 

Issue 4:  

Marine Protected Areas  

85% agree with the idea of creating 

additional MPAs, with 18% saying 

more MPAs would increase diversity of 

sea life and 10% saying it would 

benefit the wider ecosystem. 

 

11% suggested validated 

research to inform decision 

making. 



171 people responded.  

Overall, they said… 

 

Most critical issue: 46% 

• Issue 2: avoiding ecologically 

significant areas. 

 

Most far-reaching issue: 53%  

• Issue 2: avoiding ecologically 

significant areas. 
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Priority issue Strongest response  

(across whole topic) 

Top suggested option or 

solution (free suggestion) 

Issue 1: 

Maximising the benefits 

51% stated there are economic and 

social benefits from aquaculture that 

are important to them; (51% for 

ecological or environmental benefits). 

18% suggested conduct 

careful research / prove the 

benefit. 

Issue 2: 

Avoiding ecologically 

significant areas 

58% stated there are effects (‘pollution 

/ contamination / sediment’ [46%] and 

‘changing the ecosystem / natural 

environment’ [20%]) they think should 

be avoided. 

25% suggested limit / 

eliminate aquaculture. 

Issue 3: 

Effects on natural character 

and landscape 

57% stated there are areas in the 

Hauraki Gulf which they think have 

high landscape and natural character 

values that would be compromised by 

aquaculture. 

32% suggested limit / 

eliminate aquaculture. 

 

Issue 4:  

Avoiding conflicts with other 

uses 

36% said the impacts of aquaculture 

that should be avoided are pollution / 

contamination / sediment. 

24% suggested limit / 

eliminate aquaculture. 

 

Issue 5: 

Size of aquaculture operations 

36% stated they would prefer a 

combination of smaller and larger 

aquaculture areas. 

15% suggested doing 

research. 

15% suggested each site 

should be looked at 

individually. 



145 people responded.  

Overall, they said… 

 

Most critical issue: 30% 

• Issue 3: infrastructure for 

recreation. 

 

Most far-reaching issue: 50%  

• Issue 1: infrastructure for the 

economy. 
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Priority issue Strongest response  

(across whole topic) 

Top suggested option or 

solution (free suggestion) 

Issue 1: 

Infrastructure for the economy 

57% said it was very important that 

space was continually provided in the 

coastal environment for our maritime 

industries. 

19% suggested  take into 

consideration future 

environmental issues. 

Issue 2: 

Infrastructure for transportation 

79% would support  construction of a 

network  of transport infrastructure to 

facilitate a ‘blue highway’ 

20% suggested public 

transport and the quality of 

roading should be improved 

alongside the ferry service. 

Issue 3: 

Infrastructure for recreation 

61% said preserving untouched public 

land is an important priority, with 43% 

of those stating that land is limited. 

22% suggested protect key 

areas from 

commercialisation.  

Issue 4:  

Funding for infrastructure 

77% think users of the existing 

infrastructures should pay for its 

upgrade. 

40% suggested using a mix 

of public, private, government 

and other forms of funding. 

 

Issue 5: 

Regulating infrastructure 

64% supported the idea of creating a 

single agency to process applications 

for new infrastructure in the Gulf. 

21% suggested better 

communication to encourage 

maximum ability to have a 

say. 



154 people responded.  

Overall, they said… 

 

Most critical issue: 61% 

• Issue 3: contaminants and 

pathogens. 

 

Most far-reaching issue: 62%  

• Issue 5: stewardship. 
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Priority issue Strongest response  

(across whole topic) 

Top suggested option or 

solution (free suggestion) 

Issue 1: 

Nutrients 

26% said fences / riparian planting 

could reduce the flow of rural nutrient 

discharge into the Gulf. 

16% suggested  better 

management. 

Issue 2: 

Sediments 

81% said smothering of shellfish beds 

was a critical sediment effect. 

23% suggested restoring 

natural habitats. 

Issue 3: 

Contaminants and pathogens 

68% said they were aware of actions 

they could take to reduce the problem 

of contaminants and pathogens in 

waterways. 

35% suggested better 

management / control. 

Issue 4:  

Risks 

79% support the idea of a Gulf-wide 

monitoring network as a mitigation for 

water quality risk. 

12% suggested starting 

prevention tasks now 

12% suggested better 

monitoring. 

Issue 5: 

Stewardship 

65% believe it is critically important to 

increase awareness of the issue of 

stewarding water quality. 

 

16% suggested education. 

 



486 people responded.  

Overall, they said… 

 

Most critical issue: 70% 

• Issue 1: valuing the Gulf. 

 

Most far-reaching issue: 70%  

• Issue 1: valuing the Gulf. 
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Priority issue Strongest response  

(across whole topic) 

Top suggested option or 

solution (free suggestion) 

Issue 1: 

Valuing the Gulf 

76% said the value and importance of the Gulf is 

underestimated. 

17% suggested more marine 

reserves / protection. 

17% suggested education 

Issue 2: 

Stewardship 

31% said keeping pollution / rubbish to a 

minimum was the important thing they could do 

personally to steward the Gulf. 

20% suggested increasing 

the responsibilities / 

involvement / funding of 

important groups. 

20% suggested education. 

Issue 3: 

Sense of place 

44% said they didn’t know of any places in the 

Gulf where sense of place was being eroded. 

(42% said they did, with Waiheke at 12% the 

most common place mentioned.) 

19% suggested improving 

accessibility. 

Issue 4:  

Quality experience 

80% said there are areas of the Gulf where 

development should be controlled (coastal areas 

at 19% the most common place mentioned). 

17% suggested restricting 

coastal development. 

Issue 5: 

Barriers to access 

45% believe physical access is the most 

significant barrier to accessing the Gulf. 

 

12% had no solution to 

suggest. 

10% suggested no private 

beaches / restricted access. 

10% suggested adding or 

improving public landings, 

wharfs and docks. 



312 people responded.  

Overall, they said… 

 

Most critical issue: 63% 

• Issue 1: fish stock abundance. 

 

Most far-reaching issue: 79%  

• Issue 1: fish stock abundance. 
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Priority issue Strongest response  

(across whole topic) 

Top suggested option or 

solution (free suggestion) 

Issue 1: 

Fish stock abundance 

92% said we should aim to increase levels of 

fish stocks in the Gulf. 

72% nominated snapper as the species of 

particular concern to them. 

 

28% suggested slowing or 

stopping commercial fishing. 

Issue 2: 

Seafloor impacts 

73% said all human activities have big 

impacts on the Gulf (rather than choosing 

one specific activity). 

21% suggested banning 

trawling. 

Issue 3: 

Protecting and restoring 

marine habitats 

37% suggested additional or 

improved marine reserves. 

Issue 4:  

Stewardship 

24% said education in schools would be the 

way they would educate people about fish 

and marine habitats in the Gulf. 

32% had no option to 

suggest. 

15% suggested education of 

the public.  



Issue with highest ‘critical’ rating: 83% 

• Critical habitats (biodiversity and biosecurity survey). 

 

Issue with highest ‘important’ rating: 64% 

• Infrastructure for the economy (infrastructure survey). 

 

Issue with highest ‘not important’ rating: 24% 

• Effects on natural character and the landscape (aquaculture 

survey). 

 

Strongest response across all surveys: 92%  

• Respondents said we should aim to increase fish stocks in the Gulf 

(fish stocks survey). 

 

 

  



• These responses offer additional insight and potentially a useful 

complement to the Roundtable reports. 

 

• Overall, these results show there is strong to very strong alignment 

between the priority issues identified by the Roundtables and the 

public’s sense of priorities for the Gulf. 

• Possible exception aquaculture: have some thoughts on why that 

might be the case – happy to discuss further. 

 

• Your report gives you the analysed picture, plus: 

• raw data reports also available for each survey 

• analysis of the 107 late responses will follow by email 

• E&C team happy to drill down to further levels of analysis – just ask!  

• analysed results for the ‘broad brush’ Roundtable survey also 

available if desired 

• For all, please just ask!  
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