
6. Please tell us how much you agree or disagree with the following
statements, by circling the number that best represents your opinion.

7.

	

Could your visit to the Subantarctic Islands have been improved?

YES NO

	

(If YES, how?)
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8.

	

Did you learn anything important about Conservation from your experiences
on this trip?

YES

9.

	

Please tell us a little about yourself so we can get a better description of
visitors to the Subantarctic Islands, and match Part 2 with Part 1 of the
questionnaire (tick boxes and write in spaces below).

AGE

< 19 years
20-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60 + years

Are you a member of any Conservation/Environment groups?

Thank you for your time and input, we appreciate it a lot. Your contributions will
help with the future well-being of these islands. If you have any further comments
or suggestions, please use the space provided below. Thank you.

CONCLUDING COMMENTS

NO

	

(If YES, what did you learn?)

SEX OCCUPATION

YES NO

Male
Female

HOME COUNTRY
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APPENDIX 2
PREVIOUS POLAR EXPERIENCE OF VISITORS

Approximately 30% of visitors had previous experience of visiting polar or sub-polar regions. Most of
this experience was confined to 1 or 2 trips, most often to the Antarctic Peninsula regions. Small vessel
passengers had greater previous experience in the subantarctic islands, possibly reflecting their higher
proportion of New Zealanders.

Table A2.1: Previous Visiting Experience
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APPENDIX 3
DETAIL OF REASONS FOR COMING ON TRIP

These are the categories used to code the responses summarised in Table 2 (Section 3), and some
discussion in Section 3 refers to these categories.

Table A3.1:

	

Reasons for coming on this trip
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APPENDIX 4
DETAIL OF PRE-VISIT EXPECTATIONS

These tables present the complete categories used to code the responses to the pre-visit questions about
positive and negative expectations of island visits comprising those features of island visits anticipated
to be those most and least enjoyed. They form the basis for the summary tables presented in Section 4.3
(positive) and 5.3 (negative). Some of the discussion of results in these Sections refers to these tables.
Tables are presented for total responses, contrasting large and small vessel sizes, and for the main specific
vessels.

Table A4.1:

	

Pre-visit Positive Expectations from the trip

5 7



Table A4.2:

	

Pre-Visit Negative expectations from the trip
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APPENDIX 5
DETAIL OF POST VISIT EVALUATIONS

These tables present the complete categories used to code the responses to the post-visit questions about
positive and negative evaluations of island visits, comprising the features of island visits that were
reported to be those most and least enjoyed. They form the basis for the summary tables presented in
Section 4.3 (positive features) and 5.3 (negative features). Some of the discussion of results in these
Sections refers to these tables.

Table A5.1:

	

Post-visit Positive Evaluations of the Trip

5 9



Table A5.2:

	

Post-Visit Negative evaluations of aspects of the trip
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APPENDIX 6
DETAIL OF MEAN SATISFACTION SCORES

This appendix presents the mean scores given by visitors to the satisfaction items listed in Table 7
(Section 4.5). Table A6.1 presents the mean scores for the total sample, and for large and small vessels.
These relate to discussions in Section 4.5. Reference is made to the significance of differences between
large and small vessel responses, as tested on the response frequencies using the Chi-square test.
Interpretation of the meaning of any significant differences was aided by reference to the apparent
differences in the respective mean scores (significance tests were not done on the means themselves).

Table A6.1: Mean Satisfaction Scores overall (including vessel size results)

The means scores here give some indication of the meaning of the significant differences in response
frequencies found with the Chi-square tests. These indications suggest that small vessel visitors have
greater satisfaction with the onshore guiding received, birdlife and plantlife seen, the trip organisation and
planning, the encounters with base staff, the information given onshore, and the group sizes on visits.
Large vessel visitors only appeared to be more satisfied for the rules and regulations on visits, and the
presence of boardwalks.

In the remaining case where a significant difference in response frequencies was found (e.g., explanation
of rules and regulations), the means showed little difference.
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APPENDIX 7
IMPROVEMENTS TO TRIPS

Amongst the assessment of negative evaluations of island visits, visitors were asked firstly if the trip
could be improved (Table A7.1), and if so, in what ways (Table A7.2). Overall, 35% of visitors
considered the trip could be improved.

Table AT 1:

	

Could the trip be improved

Table A7.2:

	

How the trip could be improved
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APPENDIX 8
THINGS LEARNED ABOUT CONSERVATION

In Table 6 (Section 4.4), most visitors indicated they had learned something about conservation from their
visits. When asked to specify things they had learned, visitors responded with a variety of topics. The
comprehensive coded responses are shown in Table A8.1, and provide the basis for those summarised in
Table 7 (Section 4.5).

Table A8.1:

	

What things did you learn about conservation
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APPENDIX 9
IMPACTS AT ISLANDS

This appendix provides greater detail of the visitor perceptions of impacts at specific islands. These
results are the basis for the summary information presented in Section 5.5.

In some cases, vessels did not land at some sites, so the response frequency totals vary. This reflects the
differences in trip schedules, and it is clear from viewing Table A9.1 that the small vessels visited more
subantarctic sites. Visitors who indicated they did not visit the island were excluded, although those who
simply did not land, but viewed from zodiac dinghy were included.

Table A9.1:

	

Perceived Impacts at Different Islands

These results indicate that the types of visits made, and the level of impacts perceived at different sites,
were both quite variable. Most impacts were perceived as occurring on Enderby, Auckland and Campbell
Islands. The types of comments made about impacts at each of these sites are presented in Table A9.2
(overleaf). These comments indicate that the main specific type of impacts associated with these islands
were some forms of trampling plants and soils. Frequencies of comments were not high, so use of
figures was inappropriate. The table overleaf simply indicates the frequencies with which comments of
the categories listed were made.
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Table A9.2:

	

Specific Comments about Site Impacts (frequencies)
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APPENDIX 10
PERCENTAGE FIGURES FOR ATTITUDE RESPONSES

The attitude responses scores for large and small vessels are presented in this appendix (Tables A10.1 -
2), along with their respective mean scores (Table A 10.3). These both provide reference information for

the material summarised in Section 6, where the tables present percentage figures for the whole sample.

Table A 10.1:

	

Attitudes toward opinion statements (big vessels)
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Table A10.2:

	

Attitudes toward opinion statements (small vessels)
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Table A10.3:

	

Mean scores for opinions on management statements (TOTAL, AND BY VESSEL
SIZE)
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