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Introduction 
District Health Boards (DHBs) are made up of seven elected members and up to four 
further members appointed by the Minister of Health.  Elected members are elected every 
three years, in conjunction with other local authority elections.  Their presence on boards is 
designed to bring a community perspective to board deliberations, and provide a voice that 
emphasises the DHB’s responsibility for providing health and disability services to its 
resident population. 
 
Under legislation, elected members of DHBs must be elected using the Single Transferable 
Voting (STV) method from 2004 onwards.1  STV is a preferential form of voting in which 
voters rank their desired candidates in order of preference.  Ten local authorities will also 
use STV for their elections in 2004.2 
 
In 2001 elected board members were elected through constituencies (similar to local 
authority wards) under the First-Past-the-Post (FPP) system.  Given that STV operates 
quite differently to FPP, current DHB constituency arrangements need to be re-examined.  
The Ministry proposes that each DHB’s current constituencies be merged to create an at-
large electoral structure, in which all of a DHB’s voters vote for all of the board’s seven 
elected members. 

 

                                            

1  Clause 9A of Schedule 2 to the New Zealand Public Health and Disability Act 2000. 
2  The 10 local authorities using STV in 2004 are: Chatham Islands Territory, Dunedin City Council, Kaipara District 

Council, Kapiti Coast District Council, Marlborough District Council, Matamata−Piako District Council, Papakura 
District Council, Porirua City Council, Thames−Coromandel District Council, and Wellington City Council. 
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Consultation 

Background 
In July 2000, during the DHB establishment process, Cabinet indicated its preference for 
STV as the means of electing DHB board members.  At that time it noted that dividing 
districts into multiple constituencies when there are only seven elected members per 
district would remove almost all the benefits of STV.3 
 
Cabinet therefore agreed, subject to further policy and technical work being conducted by a 
DHB Elections Taskforce, that a constituency system should not be used in conjunction 
with STV, and that ‘at-large’ structures were preferable.4  An at-large structure would see 
all of a DHB’s voters vote for all of the board’s seven elected members. 
 
When reporting back to Cabinet, the DHB Elections Taskforce identified significant risks 
arising from the limited time available before October 2001 to develop the systems and 
processes necessary for robust STV elections. As a result, Cabinet agreed to revert to a 
fall-back position of holding the inaugural DHB elections under FPP, and deferring the use 
of STV until 2004.  For the purposes of FPP, each DHB was divided into between two and 
five constituencies.  With FPP and the constituencies in place, no final decision was taken 
regarding the use of at-large structures under STV. 
 

What are we consulting on? 
Because Cabinet had made no final decision on constituency arrangements under STV, in 
October 2003 the Minister of Health sought guidance on the issue.  As a result Cabinet 
confirmed its earlier position by agreeing, in principle, that at-large structures are 
preferable for use in electing DHB board members under STV.5  This agreement was given 
on the basis that the Ministry of Health would consult with DHBs and local government 
representatives on the use of at-large structures. 
 
 
 

 

 

 

                                            

3 CAB (00) M 22/12 (3 July 2000). 
4 CAB (00) M 22/12 (3 July 2000). 
5 CAB Min (03) 35/3 (20 October 2003). 

This consultation is being conducted on the basis that Cabinet considers that using 
at-large structures is preferable to better realise the benefits of STV, but that DHB 
and local government representatives’ views should be sought before a final 
decision is made, in order to fully explore their perspectives.
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Seeking your views 
The Ministry invites written submissions on the issue of constituency arrangements for 
DHBs under STV.  Submissions must be received no later than 5 pm on: 
 
Wednesday 19 November 2003 
 
Please address your submissions to: 
 

Dr Bruce Anderson 
Manager – Governance 
Ministry of Health 
PO Box 5013 
Wellington. 
 

Submissions can also be emailed to: 
 
 stv_submissions@moh.govt.nz 
 
Dr Anderson is also available to answer any questions you may have directly.  He can be 
contacted on: 
 

04-496-2275 (during normal business hours) 
04-496-2340 (fax) 
stv_submissions@moh.govt.nz 

 

What happens next? 
Submissions will be analysed and presented to Cabinet in early December 2003.  A final 
decision on DHB constituency arrangements under STV is expected shortly thereafter. 
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What is STV? 
Single Transferable Voting (STV) is a system of voting in which voters rank their desired 
candidates in order of preference.6  Candidates are deemed elected when they reach a 
specific level of support from voters (known as the ‘quota’).  As such, it is quite different 
to the First-Past-the-Post (FPP) system, which was used to elect board members in 2001. 
 

How are votes cast? 
In 2001, under FPP, voters were able to vote for one or more candidates, depending on the 
number of members their constituency elected to the board.  Under STV, voters are able to 
express their preferences for as many candidates as they wish. 
 
When casting a vote, voters write a ‘1’ beside the candidate they most prefer, a ‘2’ beside 
the candidate they next prefer, and so on.  Voters may rank as many or as few candidates 
as they wish: their vote will be valid as long as a ‘1’ appears on it and the preferences that 
follow are in order. 
 
While final formats for voting documents have yet to be approved by the Secretary for 
Local Government, an STV voting document may look something like that shown in 
Figure 1. 
 

Figure 1: Sample voting document 
 

SOMEWHERE DISTRICT HEALTH BOARD 
 

ELECTION OF TWO (2) MEMBERS 
FOR THE WESTERN CONSTITUENCY 

NOTE: THIS IS AN STV ELECTION 
1. Please rank the candidates in order of preference (ie, ‘1’, ‘2’, ‘3’ 

etc) by clearly writing a ‘1’ within the box immediately after  the 
name of the candidate you most prefer, a ‘2’ within the box 
immediately after the name of your second most preferred 
candidate, and so on. 

2. You can rank as many or as few candidates as you wish. 
There are 7 candidates. 

Number 
Here 

 
DATE, Daniel 3 

EGGPLANT, Etevise 2 

BANANA, Belinda  

APPLE, Anaru 1 

CARROT, Christine 4 

FIG, Fiona 5 

GRAPE, Gerald  
 
 

                                            

6  Provisions defining and governing STV appear within the Local Electoral Act 2001. 
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How does the quota work? 
Candidates must attain a quota of valid votes (or, where the election is to fill a single 
vacancy, an absolute majority of valid votes) in order to be elected.  The quota is 
determined as follows7: 
 

number of valid votes 
quota  =   

number of vacancies + 1 
+ 0.000000001 

 
The quota is constructed this way to ensure that only the required number of candidates are 
elected.  For example, when just one vacancy is being filled, a candidate needs slightly 
more than half the votes to be assured of election.  If a candidate has more than half the 
votes, then no other candidates can have as many votes. 
 
Similarly, if two vacancies are being filled, then any candidate with more than one-third of 
the votes remaining in the count ought to be assured of election.  This is on the basis that 
there can be at most one other candidate (who can fill the other vacancy) who will receive 
as many votes. 
 
As an example, in an election with 10,000 valid votes cast and three vacancies to fill, the 
quota would be: 
 

number of valid votes 
quota  =   

number of vacancies + 1 
+ 0.000000001 

 

10,000 
=    

3 + 1 
+ 0.000000001 

 

=  2500.000000001 
 
Therefore, based on an election with the above figures, candidates would need to receive 
just over 2500 votes to be elected. 
 

How are votes counted? 
The Department of Internal Affairs has developed computer software which counts STV 
vote preferences.  This software will be used by DHB electoral officers to calculate the 
election results.  The process for counting vote preferences under STV (as performed by 
the calculation software) is shown in Figure 2. 

 

                                            

7 The billionth of a vote (0.000000001) is added to prevent the possibility of more candidates than there are vacancies 
ending up with the exact quota (ie, to prevent a tie). 
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Figure 2: Procedure for counting STV vote preferences 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
This iterative approach to vote counting means that candidates with enough support to be 
elected do not retain more votes than is necessary for their election.  Rather, the excess 
votes they achieved are redistributed, in order of voter preference, in order to help elect 
other candidates. 
 
At the other end of the scale, where no candidate has sufficient support to achieve the 
quota, the least popular candidate is removed from the count and, again, their votes are 
used to assist others in being elected.  This is done on the basis that it is impossible for that 
candidate to be elected, even if all the remaining votes were transferred to them. 
 

Further information 
More information on STV can be found at the Department of Internal Affairs’ STV 
website: http://www.stv.govt.nz 

Does any candidate 
have votes equalling or 
exceeding the quota? 

Have enough 
candidates 

been elected? 

Exclude last-placed 
candidate and 

distribute votes to 
remaining candidates 

FINISH
Distribute surplus of 

votes of all newly 
elected candidates to 
remaining candidates 

NO

NO

Count first preferences 
for each candidate 

Candidates with votes 
equalling or exceeding 
the quota are declared 

elected 

YES
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Maximising the benefits of STV 
STV tends to deliver results that better reflect the interests of an area’s resident 
population.8  The potential for more balanced representation tends to increase as the 
number of members elected from each electoral area increases. 
 
Because of this, STV elections in other jurisdictions tend to be organised so that between 
three and seven members are elected from each electoral area (Farrell et al 1996).9   For 
example, the whole of Northern Ireland is one constituency for the purposes of European 
Union elections and elects three members, as a province, to the European Parliament. 
 
Therefore, because only 18 of the 76 current DHB constituencies elect three or more 
members, at-large structures (where seven members would be elected together) are seen as 
having more potential to achieve the benefits that STV can bring. 
 

What does ‘at-large’ mean? 
 
Under an at-large structure, each DHB’s current constituencies would be merged to create 
one district-wide constituency.  Through at-large structures under STV, DHB voters would 
be able to influence the final composition of the board a great deal more than under current 
arrangements, because their votes would contribute to electing all seven elected board 
members, not just one or two as in the majority of current constituencies. 
 

How many votes do candidates need to be elected? 
The number of votes required for election under STV is determined by the quota (see 
above).  Under an at-large structure in the DHB environment, and assuming the election of 
seven members, candidates would need to receive just over 12.5 percent of the vote (from 
all the district’s voters) to be elected to the board. 
 
Indicative figures for each DHB are given in the Appendix.10 These figures provide 
electoral data from the 2001 elections, give indicative demographic data (based on 2001 
Census information) and show what each DHB may look like under an at-large structure. 
 

Potential benefits of adopting at-large structures 
In the STV environment, at-large structures have the potential to provide a number of 
advantages over current DHB constituency arrangements. These advantages include: 
 

                                            

8  Realising this potential is dependent on broad participation of these interests as both candidates and voters, and voters 
expressing a high proportion of preferences on their voting documents. 

9  Taagepera and Shugart (1989, cited in Farrell et al 1996) determined that the number of vacancies in each electoral 
district should be at least five, to assist in achieving a proportional result.  

10  It is important to note that the data shown in the Appendix are only indicative of any final result: voter demographics 
have been estimated as they are not recorded during elections, voter turnout can increase or decrease from election to 
election, and the actual STV quota will vary significantly depending on the number of valid votes cast in each 
electoral area.  
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• the potential for improving Māori and minority group representation on boards 
• the potential for greater choice and flexibility for voters 
• encouraging an environment of collective responsibility at the board table 
• equalising levels of representation across each district. 
 

Potential for improving Māori and minority group representation 
The effect of constituencies on Māori and minority group representation was seen at the 
2001 DHB elections.  Only a very small number of Māori candidates was elected (even 
though close to 130 stood as candidates) and no candidates who described themselves as 
being of Pacific or Asian origins were elected to boards.11 
 
If STV elections were held under current constituency arrangements, the low levels of 
elected Māori and minority representation on DHB boards would probably continue.  This 
is because in a one-member constituency a candidate would require just over 50 percent of 
the votes to cross the STV quota and be elected.  In a two-member constituency a 
candidate would need to get just over one-third of the votes in order to be elected.   
 
In 2001, constituencies effectively divided Māori and minority groups in many DHBs.  
These groups did not have sufficient ‘voter mass’ to achieve the higher numbers of votes 
typically required under FPP, which saw their candidates go unelected in many cases. 
 
Even if Māori and members of minority groups live in regions where they do not have 
enough ‘mass’ to reach the quota, under STV they are still able to give higher preferences 
to those candidates who indicate a willingness to support their concerns at the board table.  
Using the system of ranking candidates in order of preference, voters from larger ethnic 
groups may also wish to include Māori and minority group candidates among their higher 
preferences, to ensure a board with a diverse range of views is elected. 
 
Under at-large structures the voting preferences of Māori and minority groups are more 
likely to be reflected in the boards’ eventual composition (to the extent that candidates and 
voters from these groups both stand and vote, and express a large number of preferences in 
their voting papers).  Adopting at-large structures therefore has the potential to increase 
Māori participation in decision-making, which is one of the key goals of He Korowai 
Oranga: Māori Health Strategy (Minister of Health and Associate Minister of Health 
2002). 
 

Potential for greater choice and flexibility for voters 
At-large structures under STV also provide greater choice and flexibility to voters when 
making their decisions.  In the majority of current DHB constituencies, voters were only 
able to vote for one or two candidates from the many who stood in 2001.  Voters were 
therefore not able to express their preferences for a range of candidates, either within their 
own constituency or across the district as a whole. 
 

                                            

11  Department of Internal Affairs/Ministry of Health 2001 candidate survey information. 



Constituency Arrangements for DHB Elections under STV  9 

 
However, under an at-large system, voters are not obliged to limit their choice to the 
number of vacancies their constituency elects to the board.  Instead, voters can rank all 
candidates who stand, and give higher preferences to those candidates (from anywhere in 
the district) who they feel will best represent their individual concerns (whether based on 
geographical factors, gender, ethnicity, community profile, relevant experience or any 
other ground).  Therefore, under at-large structures voters have a much greater power to 
influence the whole of the board’s elected membership. 
 

Encouraging an environment of collective responsibility 
Legislation clearly states that a DHB is directly responsible for its performance to the 
Minister of Health.12  The goals and objectives outlined in the New Zealand Health 
Strategy (Minister of Health 2000) and the move to population-based funding in health 
similarly emphasise the need for health service delivery to be focused on the needs of the 
DHB’s population as a whole. 
 
At-large structures would reinforce these important principles by linking elected members 
to the district’s entire population rather than just to specific constituencies.  As a result, 
elected board members would not be on boards to advocate just for specific regions, but for 
the best health outcomes for every person in the district.  This would be likely to lead, in 
turn, to greater co-operation and collective responsibility in the board environment. 
 

Equalising levels of representation across each district 
From a representation perspective, using an at-large structure puts all board members on an 
equal footing by requiring each to have achieved a comparable level of support before their 
election to the board.  This is in contrast to the present system, where different numbers of 
votes are needed for election in different constituencies of the same board.13 
 
As an example, a member at one DHB in 2001 was elected to the board with around 750 
votes.  In another constituency of the same DHB, the highest polling unsuccessful 
candidate received over 3000 votes (and 28 of the 30 candidates standing in that 
constituency polled higher than the successful smaller constituency member). 
 
Similarly, board members elected under the current method often represent widely 
different numbers of constituents in relation to other constituencies of the same DHB.  
Across one DHB’s constituencies, the number of resident electors per board member 
ranges from around 12,000 to around 22,000.  This means that residents of certain 
constituencies are statistically better represented on the board than those of others − solely 
by virtue of where they live. 
 

 

                                            

12 Sections 37-40 of the New Zealand Public Health and Disability Act 2000. 
13 Notwithstanding the fact that DHB constituencies were structured to take into account specific communities of 

interest, some of which may be smaller in nature. 
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Disadvantages of at-large structures 
The main concerns regarding at-large structures appear to relate to the loss of guaranteed 
representation for specific communities at the board table.  The next section highlights how 
such concerns are capable of being addressed. 
 
At-large structures also raise certain practical issues for the voting process itself.  DHBs 
with larger populations could in turn have a large number of candidates on their voting 
documents, which might discourage participation by overwhelming voters with extensive 
candidate profile material and lengthy candidate lists.  Also, as the number of candidates 
increases, the likelihood of voters recording a larger number of preferences may well 
decrease.  This may lower STV’s effectiveness at producing election results proportionate 
to each district’s resident population.  Finally, publicity costs and canvassing efforts 
incurred by candidates may be larger under at-large structures. 
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Ensuring local representation in at-large structures 
Despite the advantages of moving to at-large structures in the DHB environment, such 
structures may still be perceived as removing or reducing certain communities’ guaranteed 
voice from the board table.  In practice, such concerns can be addressed in a number of 
ways. 
 

‘Voting local’ 
Under at-large structures, voters are still able to grant higher preferences to local 
candidates if they so desire.  They can also give higher preferences to candidates living 
outside their area who are eager to advance issues of local concern. 
 
Electors living in rural or smaller urban areas still make up a large proportion of the total 
number of electors in many DHBs.  As candidates in an at-large DHB election would only 
need to attract just over 12.5 percent of the vote to reach the STV quota, rural or smaller 
urban area electors are still able to have a significant impact on the final make up of the 
board. 
 

Ministerial appointments 
In addition to the seven elected board members, the Minister of Health is able to appoint 
up to a further four members to each DHB board.14  Among other things, appointments are 
made on the basis of ensuring that a good balance of people, skills and viewpoints are 
present on each board.  Therefore, if particular communities were not adequately 
represented on a board, balanced representation could be achieved through Ministerial 
appointments.15 
 

Governance structures 
The board of the DHB could also address any needs for more specialised community input 
through its own governance structures.  For example, it could ensure specific community 
representation on each of its existing statutory advisory committees.  Similarly, specific 
‘community committees’ could be constituted to provide fora for local voices if the board 
felt its community representation was unbalanced.16 

 

                                            

14  Pursuant to section 29(1)(b) of the New Zealand Public Health and Disability Act 2000.  Subsequent to the 2001 
DHB elections, the Minister of Health appointed the maximum four members to each DHB. 

15  Subject to the requirements of section 29(4) of the New Zealand Public Health and Disability Act 2000 (that in 
making appointments, the Minister must endeavour to ensure that Māori representation on the board is proportional to 
the district’s Māori population, and in any event there are at least two Māori members on each board). 

16  Such committees could be established pursuant to boards’ general committee-making powers under clause 38 of 
Schedule 3 to the New Zealand Public Health and Disability Act 2000. 



12 Constituency Arrangements for DHB Elections under STV   

Other constituency arrangements 
It is possible to envisage a system where certain DHB boards are elected using 
constituencies, while others employ an at-large structure for elections.  However, it is 
important to ensure that election arrangements are consistent across DHBs, so that all 
DHBs operate in the same governance environment.  This is especially necessary with the 
introduction of a new voting system. 
 
DHB constituencies themselves could also be adjusted to ensure that each constituency 
elects between three and seven members to the board.  However, given that there are only 
at most seven elected members per board, this would mean that it would only be viable to 
have two constituencies per DHB (on the basis that STV generally works best in elections 
with between three and seven vacancies). In many DHBs such a division would necessarily 
take the form of one ‘urban’ and one ‘rural’ constituency.  On the whole, board structures 
like this risk being perceived as artificial and as not accurately representing real geographic 
communities of interest within their overall boundaries.  In predominately urban DHBs a 
meaningful division would be even more difficult to make. 



Constituency Arrangements for DHB Elections under STV  13 

Conclusion 
A move to at-large structures would be more likely to realise the anticipated benefits of 
STV than if present constituency arrangements remain in place.  The benefits of moving to 
an at-large environment include the potential for improved Māori and minority group 
representation on boards, the potential for greater choice and flexibility for voters, 
encouraging an environment of collective responsibility at the board table, and equalising 
levels of representation across each district. 
 
Under at-large structures, local representation on DHB boards can be achieved by a 
number of means:  
 
• voters are still entitled to vote for candidates from their own specific community 
• the Minister of Health is able to appoint members to ensure appropriate community 

representation on boards 
• boards are able to boost community input through existing or additional governance 

structures. 
 
Other constituency arrangements that could be used under STV (such as remaining with 
the status quo or reducing the number of constituencies) are less likely to realise the 
expected benefits of the new system.  Therefore, with only seven elected board members at 
each DHB, boards would benefit most from the move to STV if at-large structures were 
introduced. 
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Glossary 
at-large A electoral structure where all of a district’s voters vote for all 

the elected member positions on a DHB board. 
 
constituency An electoral area, representing a community of interest, through 

which a set number of members are elected to a DHB board.  In 
practice, constituencies operate similarly to council wards. 

 
DHB District Health Board: an organisation established by or under 

section 19 of the New Zealand Public Health and Disability Act 
2000. 

 
FPP First-Past-the-Post: a method of voting in which DHB voters 

vote for one or more candidates, based on the number of 
members their constituency elects to the DHB board, and as 
defined in the Local Electoral Act 2001. 

 
local authority A territorial authority (ie, city or district council) or regional 

council.  Other bodies (such as DHBs and licensing trusts) are 
also deemed to be local authorities for the purposes of the Local 
Electoral Act 2001. 

 
preferences The ordered numbers each voter marks on an STV voting 

document (starting at ‘1’ and proceeding in sequence).  The 
preferences appearing on a voting document are used to 
determine the order in which votes are transferred to other 
candidates, as required. 

 
quota The minimum number of votes a candidate must receive to be 

elected under STV.  The quota is found by taking the number of 
valid votes and dividing it by the number of vacancies plus one 
(and adding a billionth of a vote to the figure to avoid the 
possibility of a tie), in accordance with the Local Electoral Act 
2001. 

 
STV Single Transferable Voting: a method of voting in which voters 

rank candidates in order of preference, as defined in the Local 
Electoral Act 2001. 

 
vacancy An elected board member position on a DHB board, that 

position becoming ‘vacant’ (unoccupied) at the time of each 
election. 

 
valid vote A voting document which, in the case of STV, has at least a first 

preference clearly marked on it (ie, one not ‘blank’ or ‘spoiled’). 
 
voting document The paper on which a voter marks their votes (in the case of 

FPP) or numbered preferences (in the case of STV). 
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Appendix: DHB electoral data and indicative quota 
The following diagrams aim to show what DHB electoral arrangements may look like 
under STV, with both current constituency arrangements and at-large structures presented.  
It is important to note that the data shown are only indicative of any final result – voter 
demographics are not recorded during elections, voter turnout can increase or decrease 
from election to election, and the actual STV quota will vary significantly depending on 
the number of valid votes cast. 
 

Example – Somewhere DHB 
The following example of ‘Somewhere DHB’ explains how to read the DHB-specific data 
contained in the Appendix. 
 
 

 
 

Somewhere DHB 
 
Current constituency arrangements  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
At-large structure 

   

        SOMEWHERE DHB (7 members) 
    Electors: 35,000 
    ● Maori 6500 (18.6%) 
    ● Pacific 4000 (11.4%) 
    ● Asian 3250 (9.3%) 
    2001 valid votes: 23,000 (65.7% turnout) 

Indicative quota: 2875 (12.5% of votes) 
 
 

 

Northern (3 members) 
Electors: 15,000 (42.8% of total) 
• Māori 2500 (16.7%) 
• Pacific 2000 (13.3%) 
• Asian 1500 (10.0%) 
2001 valid votes: 10,000 (66.7% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 2500 (25% of votes) 

Western (2 members) 
Electors: 10,000 (28.6% of total) 
• Māori 2000 (20.0%) 
• Pacific 1500 (15.0%) 
• Asian 1000 (10.0%) 
2001 valid votes: 6000 (60.0% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 2000 (33.3% of votes) 

The at-large box combines the
separate constituency data into an
at-large structure.  In this example,
across Somewhere DHB as a whole
a candidate would need 2875 votes
(just over 12.5% of the district’s total
vote) to be elected to the board. 

Each constituency box gives the
number of electors in 2001, an
estimate of how many of those
electors identify as Māori, Pacific or
Asian, the number of voters who
voted in 2001, and an indicative
quota for each constituency. 

Southeastern (2 members) 
Electors: 10,000 (28.6% of total) 
• Māori 2000 (20.0%) 
• Pacific 500 (5.0%) 
• Asian 750 (7.5%) 
2001 valid votes: 7000 (70.0% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 2334 (33.3% of votes) 

In Somewhere DHB’s Southeastern
constituency, based on 2001 voting
patterns a candidate would require
2334 votes (just over 33.3% of the
constituency’s total vote) to be
elected to the board. 
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Northland DHB  

Current constituency structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

At-large structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

                                            

The elector and vote figures are derived from the Department of Internal Affairs’ Local Authority Election Statistics 
2001.  Ethnicity data are based on 2001 Census figures and are arrived at by taking the percentage of each ethnic group 
aged 18 years and over in the area, then applying that percentage to the total number of electors.  This assumes that 
persons are eligible for, and enrol on, the electoral roll in equal proportions to their ethnic group’s population share.  The 
indicative STV quota is calculated by taking the number of valid votes cast in each area in 2001, and dividing it by the 
number of vacancies, plus one. 

Far North (3 members) 
Electors: 34,080 (36.4% of total) 
• Māori 12,644 (37.1%) 
• Pacific 579 (1.7%) 
• Asian 443 (1.3%) 
2001 valid votes: 15,336 (45.0% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 3834 (25% of votes) 

Kaipara (1 member) 
Electors: 11,611 (12.4% of total) 
• Māori 2032 (17.5%) 
• Pacific 139 (1.2%) 
• Asian 81 (0.7%) 
2001 valid votes: 5805 (50.0% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 2903 (50% of votes) 

NORTHLAND DHB (7 members) 
Electors: 93,698 
• Māori 23,605 (25.2%) 
• Pacific 1342 (1.4%) 
• Asian 1340 (1.4%) 
2001 valid votes: 43,213 (46% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 5401 (12.5% of votes)

Whangarei (3 members)  
Electors: 48,007 (51.2% of total) 
• Māori 8929 (18.6%) 
• Pacific 624 (1.3%) 
• Asian 816 (1.7%) 
2001 valid votes: 22,072 (46.0% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 5518 (25% of votes) 
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Waitemata DHB 

Current constituency structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

At-large structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  

 

                                            

The elector and vote figures are derived from the Department of Internal Affairs’ Local Authority Election Statistics 
2001.  Ethnicity data are based on 2001 Census figures and are arrived at by taking the percentage of each ethnic group 
aged 18 years and over in the area, then applying that percentage to the total number of electors.  This assumes that 
persons are eligible for, and enrol on, the electoral roll in equal proportions to their ethnic group’s population share.  The 
indicative STV quota is calculated by taking the number of valid votes cast in each area in 2001, and dividing it by the 
number of vacancies plus one. 

Rodney (1 member) 
Electors: 52,583 (18.0% of total) 
• Māori 4575 (8.7%) 
• Pacific 946 (1.8%) 
• Asian 1157 (2.2%) 
2001 valid votes: 18,258 (34.7% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 9129 (50% of votes) 

Waitakere (3 members) 
Electors: 109,274 (37.4% of total) 
• Māori 14,643 (13.4%) 
• Pacific 15,845 (14.5%) 
• Asian 12,020 (11.0%) 
2001 valid votes: 41,438 (37.9% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 10,360 (25% of votes) 

North Shore (3 members) 
Electors: 130,581 (44.6% of total) 
• Māori 8749 (6.7%) 
• Pacific 4309 (3.3%) 
• Asian 16,584 (12.7%) 
2001 valid votes: 49,478 (37.9% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 12,370 (25% of votes) 

WAITEMATA DHB (7 members) 
Electors: 292,438  
• Māori 27,967 (9.6%) 
• Pacific 21,100 (7.2%) 
• Asian 29,761 (10.2%) 
2001 valid votes: 109,174 (37.3% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 13,647 (12.5% of votes) 
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Auckland DHB  

Current constituency structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

At-large structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

                                            

The elector and vote figures are derived from the Department of Internal Affairs’ Local Authority Election Statistics 
2001.  Ethnicity data are based on 2001 Census figures and are arrived at by taking the percentage of each ethnic group 
aged 18 years and over in the area, then applying that percentage to the total number of electors.  This assumes that 
persons are eligible for, and enrol on, the electoral roll in equal proportions to their ethnic group’s population share.  The 
indicative STV quota is calculated by taking the number of valid votes cast in each area in 2001, and dividing it by the 
number of vacancies plus one. 

Auckland Northwest & Gulf (2 members) 
Electors: 71,770 (31.4% of total) 
• Māori 7033 (9.8%) 
• Pacific 12,344 (17.2%) 
• Asian 7321 (10.2%) 
2001 valid votes: 30,719 (42.8% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 10,240 (33.3% of votes) 

AUCKLAND DHB (7 members) 
Electors: 228,290 
• Māori 18,532 (8.1%) 
• Pacific 30,925 (13.5%) 
• Asian 24,339 (10.7%) 
2001 valid votes: 108,814 (47.7% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 13,602 (12.5% of votes)

Auckland South (3 members) 
Electors: 83,004 (36.4% of total) 
• Māori 8632 (10.6%) 
• Pacific 17,846 (21.5%) 
• Asian 7387 (8.9%) 
2001 valid votes: 43,352 (52.2% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 10,838 (25% of votes) 

Auckland Northeast (2 members) 
Electors: 73,516 (32.2% of total) 
• Māori 2867 (3.9%) 
• Pacific 735 (1.0%) 
• Asian 9631 (13.1%) 
2001 valid votes: 34,743 (47.3% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 11,581 (33.3% of votes 
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Counties Manukau DHB  

Current constituency structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

At-large structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

                                            

The elector and vote figures are derived from the Department of Internal Affairs’ Local Authority Election Statistics 
2001.  Ethnicity data are based on 2001 Census figures and are arrived at by taking the percentage of each ethnic group 
aged 18 years and over in the area, then applying that percentage to the total number of electors.  This assumes that 
persons are eligible for, and enrol on, the electoral roll in equal proportions to their ethnic group’s population share.  The 
indicative STV quota is calculated by taking the number of valid votes cast in each area in 2001, and dividing it by the 
number of vacancies plus one. 

Mangere (2 members) 
Electors: 72,544 (30.2% of total) 
• Māori 14,219 (19.6%) 
• Pacific 35,039 (48.3%) 
• Asian 9358 (12.9%) 
2001 valid votes: 26,520 (36.6% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 8840 (33.3% of votes) 

Manurewa (1 member) 
Electors: 39,106 (16.3% of total) 
• Māori 10,950 (28.0%) 
• Pacific 9385 (24.0%) 
• Asian 3911 (10.0%) 
2001 valid votes: 12,331 (31.5% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 6166 (50.0% of votes) 

Papakura (1 member) 
Electors: 27,461 (11.4% of total) 
• Māori 6700 (24.4%) 
• Pacific 2169 (7.9%) 
• Asian 1675 (6.1%) 
2001 valid votes: 11,339 (41.3% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 5670 (50.0% of votes) 

Manukau (2 members) 
Electors: 67,765 (28.2% of total) 
• Māori 3185 (4.7%) 
• Pacific 1626 (2.4%) 
• Asian 14,027 (20.7%) 
2001 valid votes: 26,915 (39.7% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 8972 (33.3% of votes) 

Franklin (1 member) 
Electors: 33,660 (14.0% of total) 
• Māori 5352 (15.9%) 
• Pacific 1010 (3.0%) 
• Asian 1481 (4.4%) 
2001 valid votes: 15,599 (46.3% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 7800 (50.0% of votes) 

COUNTIES−MANUKAU DHB (7 members) 
Electors: 240,536 
• Māori 55,804 (23.2%) 
• Pacific 68,072 (28.3%) 
• Asian 41,853 (17.4%) 
2001 valid votes: 92,704 (38.5% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 11,588 (12.5% of votes) 
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Waikato DHB  

Current constituency structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

At-large structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

                                            

The elector and vote figures are derived from the Department of Internal Affairs’ Local Authority Election Statistics 
2001.  Ethnicity data are based on 2001 Census figures and are arrived at by taking the percentage of each ethnic group 
aged 18 years and over in the area, then applying that percentage to the total number of electors.  This assumes that 
persons are eligible for, and enrol on, the electoral roll in equal proportions to their ethnic group’s population share.  The 
indicative STV quota is calculated by taking the number of valid votes cast in each area in 2001, and dividing it by the 
number of vacancies plus one. 

Hamilton (2 members) 
Electors: 78,489 (36.5% of total) 
• Māori 11,930 (15.2%) 
• Pacific 1962 (2.5%) 
• Asian 5337 (6.8%) 
2001 valid votes: 36,920 (47.0% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 12,307 (33.3% of votes) 

South Waikato (2 members) 
Electors: 59,918 (27.8% of total) 
• Māori 12,176 (20.3%) 
• Pacific 1977 (3.3%) 
• Asian 839 (1.4%) 
2001 valid votes: 29,289 (48.9% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 9763 (33.3% of votes) 

Thames-Coromandel (2 members) 
Electors: 50,903 (23.7% of total) 
• Māori 5803 (11.4%) 
• Pacific 458 (0.9%) 
• Asian 764 (1.5%) 
2001 valid votes: 28,721 (56.4% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 9574 (33.3% of votes) 

Waikato (1 member) 
Electors: 25,885 (12.0% of total) 
• Māori 5695 (22.0%) 
• Pacific 362 (1.4%) 
• Asian 492 (1.9%) 
2001 valid votes: 12,467 (48.2% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 6234 (50% of votes) 

WAIKATO DHB (7 members) 
Electors: 215,195 
• Māori 35,604 (16.5%) 
• Pacific 4759 (2.2%) 
• Asian 7432 (3.5%) 
2001 valid votes: 107,397 (49.9% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 13,425 (12.5% of votes) 
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Lakes DHB  

Current constituency structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

At-large structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

                                            

The elector and vote figures are derived from the Department of Internal Affairs’ Local Authority Election Statistics 
2001.  Ethnicity data are based on 2001 Census figures and are arrived at by taking the percentage of each ethnic group 
aged 18 years and over in the area, then applying that percentage to the total number of electors.  This assumes that 
persons are eligible for, and enrol on, the electoral roll in equal proportions to their ethnic group’s population share.  The 
indicative STV quota is calculated by taking the number of valid votes cast in each area in 2001, and dividing it by the 
number of vacancies plus one. 

Rotorua North (2 members) 
Electors: 21,701 (34.0% of total) 
• Māori 7552 (34.8%) 
• Pacific 608 (2.8%) 
• Asian 456 (2.1%) 
2001 valid votes: 9922 (45.7% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 3307 (33.3% of votes) 

LAKES DHB (7 members) 
Electors: 63,892 
• Māori 17,805 (27.9%) 
• Pacific 1600 (2.5%) 
• Asian 1512 (2.4%) 
2001 valid votes: 32,868 (51.4% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 7987 (12.5% of votes)

Taupo (2 members)  
Electors: 21,050 (32.9% of total) 
• Māori 4989 (23.7%) 
• Pacific 442 (2.1%) 
• Asian 274 (1.3%) 
2001 valid votes: 12,240 (58.1% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 4080 (33.3% of votes) 

Rotorua South (3 members)  
Electors: 21,141 (33.1% of total) 
• Māori 5264 (24.9%) 
• Pacific 550 (2.6%) 
• Asian 782 (3.7%) 
2001 valid votes: 10,706 (50.6% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 2677 (25% of votes) 
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Bay of Plenty DHB  

Current constituency structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

At-large structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

                                            

The elector and vote figures are derived from the Department of Internal Affairs’ Local Authority Election Statistics 
2001.  Ethnicity data are based on 2001 Census figures and are arrived at by taking the percentage of each ethnic group 
aged 18 years and over in the area, then applying that percentage to the total number of electors.  This assumes that 
persons are eligible for, and enrol on, the electoral roll in equal proportions to their ethnic group’s population share.  The 
indicative STV quota is calculated by taking the number of valid votes cast in each area in 2001, and dividing it by the 
number of vacancies plus one. 

Tauranga (3 members) 
Electors: 64,680 (52.8% of total) 
• Māori 7826 (12.1%) 
• Pacific 711 (1.1%) 
• Asian 1423 (2.2%) 
2001 valid votes: 33,161 (51.3% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 8290 (25% of votes) 

BAY OF PLENTY DHB (7 members) 
Electors: 122,464 
• Māori 23,934 (19.5%) 
• Pacific 1505 (1.2%) 
• Asian 2112 (1.7%) 
2001 valid votes: 64,692 (52.8% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 8087 (12.5% of votes) 
 

Western Bay of Plenty (2 members) 
Electors: 26,842 (21.9% of total) 
• Māori 3701 (13.8%) 
• Pacific 268 (1.0%) 
• Asian 349 (1.3%) 
2001 valid votes: 13,270 (49.4% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 4423 (33.3% of votes) 

Whakatane (2 members)  
Electors: 30,942 (25.3% of total) 
• Māori 12,407 (40.1%) 
• Pacific 526 (1.7%) 
• Asian 340 (1.1%) 
2001 valid votes: 18,261 (59.0% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 6087 (33.3% of votes) 
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Tairawhiti DHB  

Current constituency structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

At-large structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

                                            

The elector and vote figures are derived from the Department of Internal Affairs’ Local Authority Election Statistics 
2001.  Ethnicity data are based on 2001 Census figures and are arrived at by taking the percentage of each ethnic group 
aged 18 years and over in the area, then applying that percentage to the total number of electors.  This assumes that 
persons are eligible for, and enrol on, the electoral roll in equal proportions to their ethnic group’s population share.  The 
indicative STV quota is calculated by taking the number of valid votes cast in each area in 2001, and dividing it by the 
number of vacancies plus one. 

Tairawhiti (2 members) 
Electors: 8148 (% of total) 
• Māori 4074 (52.0%) 
• Pacific 106 (1.3%) 
• Asian 49 (0.6%) 
2001 valid votes: 5153 (63.2% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 1718 (33.3% of votes) 

TAIRAWHITI DHB (7 members) 
Electors: 28,388 
• Māori 11,320 (39.9%) 
• Pacific 693 (2.4%) 
• Asian 413 (1.5%) 
2001 valid votes: 17,637 (62.1% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 2205 (12.5% of votes)

Gisborne (5 members) 
Electors: 20,240 (% of total) 
• Māori 7246 (35.8%) 
• Pacific 587 (2.9%) 
• Asian 364 (1.8%) 
2001 valid votes: 12,484 (61.7% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 2081 (16.7% of votes) 
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Taranaki DHB  

Current constituency structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

At-large structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

                                            

The elector and vote figures are derived from the Department of Internal Affairs’ Local Authority Election Statistics 
2001.  Ethnicity data are based on 2001 Census figures and are arrived at by taking the percentage of each ethnic group 
aged 18 years and over in the area, then applying that percentage to the total number of electors.  This assumes that 
persons are eligible for, and enrol on, the electoral roll in equal proportions to their ethnic group’s population share.  The 
indicative STV quota is calculated by taking the number of valid votes cast in each area in 2001, and dividing it by the 
number of vacancies plus one. 

Taranaki North (2 members) 
Electors: 14,385 (21.5% of total) 
• Māori 1625 (11.3%) 
• Pacific 72 (0.5%) 
• Asian 101 (0.7%) 
2001 valid votes: 8557 (59.5% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 2852 (33.3% of votes) 

TARANAKI DHB (7 members) 
Electors: 67,031 
• Māori 7545 (11.3%) 
• Pacific 491 (0.7%) 
• Asian 967 (1.4%) 
2001 valid votes: 40,652 (60.6% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 5082 (12.5% of votes) 
 

New Plymouth (3 members) 
Electors: 34,215 (51.0% of total) 
• Māori 3045 (8.9%) 
• Pacific 308 (0.9%) 
• Asian 719 (2.1%) 
2001 valid votes: 20,924 (61.2% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 5231 (25% of votes) 

Taranaki South (2 members) 
Electors: 18,431 (27.5% of total) 
• Māori 2875 (15.6%) 
• Pacific 111 (0.6%) 
• Asian 147 (0.8%) 
2001 valid votes: 11,171 (60.6% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 3724 (33.3% of votes) 
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Hawke’s Bay DHB  

Current constituency structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

At-large structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

                                            

The elector and vote figures are derived from the Department of Internal Affairs’ Local Authority Election Statistics 
2001.  Ethnicity data are based on 2001 Census figures and are arrived at by taking the percentage of each ethnic group 
aged 18 years and over in the area, then applying that percentage to the total number of electors.  This assumes that 
persons are eligible for, and enrol on, the electoral roll in equal proportions to their ethnic group’s population share.  The 
indicative STV quota is calculated by taking the number of valid votes cast in each area in 2001, and dividing it by the 
number of vacancies plus one. 

Hastings (3 members) 
Electors: 45,040 (46.2% of total) 
• Māori 8513 (18.9%) 
• Pacific 1666 (3.7%) 
• Asian 991 (2.2%) 
2001 valid votes: 23,718 (52.7% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 5930 (25% of votes) 

HAWKE’S BAY DHB (7 members) 
Electors: 97,590 
• Māori 17,953 (18.4%) 
• Pacific 2673 (2.7%) 
• Asian 1998 (2.0%) 
2001 valid votes: 54,243 (55.6% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 6780 (12.5% of votes)

Central Hawke’s Bay (1 member) 
Electors: 8594 (8.8% of total) 
• Māori 1281 (14.9%) 
• Pacific 86 (1.0%) 
• Asian 52 (0.6%) 
2001 valid votes: 5493 (63.9% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 2747 (50% of votes) 

Napier – Chatham Islands (2 members) 
Electors: 38,360 (39.3% of total) 
• Māori 5255 (13.7%) 
• Pacific 614 (1.6%) 
• Asian 921 (2.4%) 
2001 valid votes: 21,663 (56.5% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 7221 (33.3% of votes) 

Wairoa (1 member) 
Electors: 5596 (5.7% of total) 
• Māori 2904 (51.9%) 
• Pacific 56 (1.0%) 
• Asian 34 (0.6%) 
2001 valid votes: 3369 (60.2% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 1685 (50% of votes) 
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Whanganui DHB  

Current constituency structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

At-large structure 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

                                            

The elector and vote figures are derived from the Department of Internal Affairs’ Local Authority Election Statistics 
2001.  Ethnicity data are based on 2001 Census figures and are arrived at by taking the percentage of each ethnic group 
aged 18 years and over in the area, then applying that percentage to the total number of electors.  This assumes that 
persons are eligible for, and enrol on, the electoral roll in equal proportions to their ethnic group’s population share.  The 
indicative STV quota is calculated by taking the number of valid votes cast in each area in 2001, and dividing it by the 
number of vacancies plus one. 

Waimarino (1 member) 
Electors: 5676 (12.0% of total) 
• Māori 1260 (22.2%) 
• Pacific 79 (1.4%) 
• Asian 79 (1.4%) 
2001 valid votes: 3668 (64.6% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 1834 (50% of votes) 

WHANGANUI DHB (7 members) 
Electors: 47,223 
• Māori 8708 (18.4%) 
• Pacific 686 (1.5%) 
• Asian 734 (1.6%) 
2001 valid votes: 27,304 (57.8% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 3413 (12.5% of votes) 
 

Wanganui (4 members) 
Electors: 29,943 (63.4% of total) 
• Māori 5000 (16.7%) 
• Pacific 479 (1.6%) 
• Asian 539 (1.8%) 
2001 valid votes: 17,110 (57.1% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 3422 (20% of votes) 

Rangitikei (2 members) 
Electors: 11,604 (24.6% of total) 
• Māori 2448 (21.1%) 
• Pacific 128 (1.1%) 
• Asian 116 (1.0%) 
2001 valid votes: 6526 (56.2% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 2175 (33.3% of votes) 
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MidCentral DHB  

Current constituency structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

At-large structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

                                            

The elector and vote figures are derived from the Department of Internal Affairs’ Local Authority Election Statistics 
2001.  Ethnicity data are based on 2001 Census figures and are arrived at by taking the percentage of each ethnic group 
aged 18 years and over in the area, then applying that percentage to the total number of electors.  This assumes that 
persons are eligible for, and enrol on, the electoral roll in equal proportions to their ethnic group’s population share.  The 
indicative STV quota is calculated by taking the number of valid votes cast in each area in 2001, and dividing it by the 
number of vacancies plus one. 

Manawatu (1 member) 
Electors: 19,356 (17.8% of total) 
• Māori 1819 (9.4%) 
• Pacific 174 (0.9%) 
• Asian 174 (0.9%) 
2001 valid votes: 10,006 (51.7% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 5003 (50% of votes) 

MIDCENTRAL DHB (7 members) 
Electors: 108,494 
• Māori 12,865 (11.6%) 
• Pacific 1990 (1.8%) 
• Asian 3962 (3.7%) 
2001 valid votes: 58,165 (53.6% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 7271 (12.5% of votes) 
 

Horowhenua (2 members) 
Electors: 26,094 (24.1% of total) 
• Māori 4149 (15.9%) 
• Pacific 548 (2.1%) 
• Asian 626 (2.4%) 
2001 valid votes: 15,743 (60.3% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 5248 (33.3% of votes) 

Palmerston North (3 members) 
Electors: 50,892 (46.9% of total) 
• Māori 5293 (10.4%) 
• Pacific 1171 (2.3%) 
• Asian 3053 (6.0%) 
2001 valid votes: 25,482 (50.1% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 6371 (25% of votes) 

Tararua (1 member) 
Electors: 12,152 (11.2% of total) 
• Māori 1604 (13.2%) 
• Pacific 97 (0.8%) 
• Asian 109 (0.9%) 
2001 valid votes: 6934 (57.1% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 3467 (50% of votes) 
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Hutt DHB  

Current constituency structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

At-large structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

                                            

The elector and vote figures are derived from the Department of Internal Affairs’ Local Authority Election Statistics 
2001.  Ethnicity data are based on 2001 Census figures and are arrived at by taking the percentage of each ethnic group 
aged 18 years and over in the area, then applying that percentage to the total number of electors.  This assumes that 
persons are eligible for, and enrol on, the electoral roll in equal proportions to their ethnic group’s population share.  The 
indicative STV quota is calculated by taking the number of valid votes cast in each area in 2001, and dividing it by the 
number of vacancies plus one. 

Lower Hutt Central (3 members) 
Electors: 42,213 (46.7% of total) 
• Māori 4601 (10.9%) 
• Pacific 2997 (7.1%) 
• Asian 3166 (7.5%) 
2001 valid votes: 19,478 (46.1% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 4870 (25% of votes) 

HUTT DHB (7 members) 
Electors: 90,338 
• Māori 10,936 (12.1%) 
• Pacific 5609 (6.2%) 
• Asian 5230 (5.8%) 
2001 valid votes: 44,366 (49.1% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 5546 (12.5% of votes) 
 

Harbour (1 member) 
Electors: 12,157 (13.5% of total) 
• Māori 1422 (11.7%) 
• Pacific 936 (7.7%) 
• Asian 802 (6.7%) 
2001 valid votes: 5398 (44.4% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 2699 (50% of votes) 

Wainuiomata (1 member) 
Electors: 10,646 (11.8% of total) 
• Māori 2204 (20.7%) 
• Pacific 916 (8.6%) 
• Asian 426 (4.0%) 
2001 valid votes: 4876 (45.8% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 2438 (50% of votes) 

Upper Hutt (2 members) 
Electors: 25,322 (28.0% of total) 
• Māori 2709 (10.7%) 
• Pacific 760 (3.0%) 
• Asian 836 (3.3%) 
2001 valid votes: 14,614 (57.7% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 4871 (33.3% of votes) 
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Capital & Coast DHB  

Current constituency structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

At-large structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

                                            

The elector and vote figures are derived from the Department of Internal Affairs’ Local Authority Election Statistics 
2001.  Ethnicity data are based on 2001 Census figures and are arrived at by taking the percentage of each ethnic group 
aged 18 years and over in the area, then applying that percentage to the total number of electors.  This assumes that 
persons are eligible for, and enrol on, the electoral roll in equal proportions to their ethnic group’s population share.  The 
indicative STV quota is calculated by taking the number of valid votes cast in each area in 2001, and dividing it by the 
number of vacancies plus one. 

Northwestern (2 members) 
Electors: 52,762 (28.7% of total) 
• Māori 3007 (5.7%) 
• Pacific 1530 (2.9%) 
• Asian 5593 (10.6%) 
2001 valid votes: 26,328 (49.9% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 8776 (33.3% of votes) 

CAPITAL & COAST DHB (7 members) 
Electors: 183,536 
• Māori 14,760 (8.0%) 
• Pacific 12,169 (6.6%) 
• Asian 13,942 (7.6%) 
2001 valid votes: 87,617 (47.7% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 10,952 (12.5% of votes) 

Lambton (1 member) 
Electors: 26,072 (14.2% of total) 
• Māori 1695 (6.5%) 
• Pacific 730 (2.8%) 
• Asian 2268 (8.7%) 
2001 valid votes: 10,913 (41.9% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 5457 (50% of votes) 

Southeastern (2 members) 
Electors: 43,642 (23.8% of total) 
• Māori 3230 (7.4%) 
• Pacific Islands 2968 (6.8%) 
• Asian 4539 (10.4%) 
2001 valid votes: 21,180 (48.5% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 7060 (33.3% of votes) 

Porirua (1 member) 
Electors: 29,856 (16.3% of total) 
• Māori 4956 (16.6%) 
• Pacific 6598 (22.1%) 
• Asian 1105 (3.7%) 
2001 valid votes: 12,791 (42.8% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 6396 (50% of votes) 

Kapiti Coast (1 member) 
Electors: 31,204 (17.0% of total) 
• Māori 1872 (6.0%) 
• Pacific 343 (1.1%) 
• Asian 437 (1.4%) 
2001 valid votes: 16,405 (52.6% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 8203 (50% of votes) 
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Wairarapa DHB  

Current constituency structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
At-large structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

                                            

The elector and vote figures are derived from the Department of Internal Affairs’ Local Authority Election Statistics 
2001.  Ethnicity data are based on 2001 Census figures and are arrived at by taking the percentage of each ethnic group 
aged 18 years and over in the area, then applying that percentage to the total number of electors.  This assumes that 
persons are eligible for, and enrol on, the electoral roll in equal proportions to their ethnic group’s population share.  The 
indicative STV quota is calculated by taking the number of valid votes cast in each area in 2001, and dividing it by the 
number of vacancies plus one. 

Masterton (4 members) 
Electors: 16,076 (58.9% of total) 
• Māori 1929 (12.0%) 
• Pacific 289 (1.8%) 
• Asian 209 (1.3%) 
2001 valid votes: 9778 (60.8% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 1956 (20% of votes) 

WAIRARAPA DHB (7 members) 
Electors: 27,297 
• Māori 2940 (10.8%) 
• Pacific 407 (1.5%) 
• Asian 312 (1.1%) 
2001 valid votes: 17,144 (62.8% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 2143 (12.5% of votes) 

South Wairarapa (2 members)  
Electors: 6304 (23.1% of total) 
• Māori 637 (10.1%) 
• Pacific 69 (1.1%) 
• Asian 69 (1.1%) 
2001 valid votes: 4028 (63.9% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 1342 (33.3% of votes) 

Carterton (1 member)  
Electors: 4917 (18.0% of total) 
• Māori 374 (7.6%) 
• Pacific 49 (1.0%) 
• Asian 34 (0.7%) 
2001 valid votes: 3338 (67.9% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 1669 (50% of votes) 
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Nelson Marlborough DHB  

Current constituency structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

At-large structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

                                            

The elector and vote figures are derived from the Department of Internal Affairs’ Local Authority Election Statistics 
2001.  Ethnicity data are based on 2001 Census figures and are arrived at by taking the percentage of each ethnic group 
aged 18 years and over in the area, then applying that percentage to the total number of electors.  This assumes that 
persons are eligible for, and enrol on, the electoral roll in equal proportions to their ethnic group’s population share.  The 
indicative STV quota is calculated by taking the number of valid votes cast in each area in 2001, and dividing it by the 
number of vacancies plus one. 

Nelson (2 members) 
Electors: 30,416 (34.3% of total) 
• Māori 1825 (6.0%) 
• Pacific 304 (1.0%) 
• Asian 578 (1.9%) 
2001 valid votes: 16,058 (52.8% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 5352 (33.3% of votes) 

NELSON−MARLBOROUGH DHB (7 members)
Electors: 88,590 
• Māori 5575 (6.3%) 
• Pacific 976 (1.1%) 
• Asian 1069 (1.2%) 
2001 valid votes: 52,174 (58.9% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 6522 (12.5% of votes) 

Richmond (1 member) 
Electors: 9,330 (10.5% of total) 
• Māori 308 (3.3%) 
• Pacific 371 (0.4%) 
• Asian 103 (1.1%) 
2001 valid votes: 5502 (59.0% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 2751 (50% of votes) 

Tasman (2 members) 
Electors: 19,447 (22.0% of total) 
• Māori 1186 (6.1%) 
• Pacific 78 (0.4%) 
• Asian 136 (0.7%) 
2001 valid votes: 11,195 (57.6% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 3732 (33.3% of votes) 

Blenheim (1 member) 
Electors: 16,744 (18.9% of total) 
• Māori 1256 (7.5%) 
• Pacific 134 (0.8%) 
• Asian 151 (0.9%) 
2001 valid votes: 11,190 (66.8% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 5595 (50% of votes) 

Marlborough (1 member) 
Electors: 12,653 (14.3% of total) 
• Māori 1000 (7.9%) 
• Pacific 89 (0.7%) 
• Asian 101 (0.8%) 
2001 valid votes: 8229 (65.0% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 4115 (50% of votes) 
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West Coast DHB  

Current constituency structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

At-large structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

                                            

The elector and vote figures are derived from the Department of Internal Affairs’ Local Authority Election Statistics 
2001.  Ethnicity data are based on 2001 Census figures and are arrived at by taking the percentage of each ethnic group 
aged 18 years and over in the area, then applying that percentage to the total number of electors.  This assumes that 
persons are eligible for, and enrol on, the electoral roll in equal proportions to their ethnic group’s population share.  The 
indicative STV quota is calculated by taking the number of valid votes cast in each area in 2001, and dividing it by the 
number of vacancies plus one. 

Buller (2 members) 
Electors: 6921 (30.6% of total) 
• Māori 415 (6.0%) 
• Pacific 35 (0.5%) 
• Asian 42 (0.6%) 
2001 valid votes: 4972 (71.8% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 1657 (33.3% of votes) 

Westland (2 members) 
Electors: 5807 (25.7% of total) 
• Māori 302 (5.2%) 
• Pacific 29 (0.5%) 
• Asian 46 (0.8%) 
2001 valid votes: 3998 (68.8% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 1333 (33.3% of votes) 

Grey (3 members) 
Electors: 9869 (43.7% of total) 
• Māori 878 (8.9%) 
• Pacific 59 (0.6%) 
• Asian 118 (1.2%) 
2001 valid votes: 6148 (62.3% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 1537 (25% of votes) 

WEST COAST DHB (7 members) 
Electors: 22,597 
• Māori 1595 (7.1%) 
• Pacific 123 (0.5%) 
• Asian 206 (0.9%) 
2001 valid votes: 15,118 (66.9% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 1890 (12.5% of votes)
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Canterbury DHB  

Current constituency structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

At-large structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

                                            

The elector and vote figures are derived from the Department of Internal Affairs’ Local Authority Election Statistics 
2001.  Ethnicity data are based on 2001 Census figures and are arrived at by taking the percentage of each ethnic group 
aged 18 years and over in the area, then applying that percentage to the total number of electors.  This assumes that 
persons are eligible for, and enrol on, the electoral roll in equal proportions to their ethnic group’s population share.  The 
indicative STV quota is calculated by taking the number of valid votes cast in each area in 2001, and dividing it by the 
number of vacancies plus one. 

North Canterbury (1 member) 
Electors: 35,899 (11.7% of total) 
• Māori 2549 (7.1%) 
• Pacific 179 (0.5%) 
• Asian 287 (0.8%) 
2001 valid votes: 22,054 (61.4% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 11,027 (50.0% of votes) 

CANTERBURY DHB (7 members) 
Electors: 308,062 
• Māori 21,256 (6.9%) 
• Pacific 6161 (2.0%) 
• Asian 13,863 (4.5%) 
2001 valid votes: 158,878 (51.6% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 19,860 (12.5% of votes) 

Mid-Canterbury (1 member) 
Electors: 44,370 (14.4% of total) 
• Māori 2485 (5.6%) 
• Pacific 311 (0.7%) 
• Asian 621 (1.4%) 
2001 valid votes: 25,679 (57.9% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 12,840 (50.0% of votes) 

Christchurch (5 members) 
Electors: 227,793 (73.9% of total) 
• Māori 16,173 (7.1%) 
• Pacific 5699 (2.5%) 
• Asian 12,984 (5.7%) 
2001 valid votes: 111,145 (48.8% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 18,524 (16.7% of votes) 
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South Canterbury DHB  

Current constituency structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

At-large structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

                                            

The elector and vote figures are derived from the Department of Internal Affairs’ Local Authority Election Statistics 
2001.  Ethnicity data are based on 2001 Census figures and are arrived at by taking the percentage of each ethnic group 
aged 18 years and over in the area, then applying that percentage to the total number of electors.  This assumes that 
persons are eligible for, and enrol on, the electoral roll in equal proportions to their ethnic group’s population share.  The 
indicative STV quota is calculated by taking the number of valid votes cast in each area in 2001, and dividing it by the 
number of vacancies plus one. 

Mackenzie − Geraldine (1 member) 
Electors: 6074 (16.1% of total) 
• Māori 225 (3.7%) 
• Pacific 18 (0.3%) 
• Asian 97 (1.6%) 
2001 valid votes: 4035 (66.4% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 2018 (50% of votes) 

SOUTH CANTERBURY DHB (7 members) 
Electors: 37,713 
• Māori 1486 (3.9%) 
• Pacific 184 (0.5%) 
• Asian 500 (1.3%) 
2001 valid votes: 26,031 (69.0% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 3254 (12.5% of votes) 

Waimate (1 member) 
Electors: 5397 (14.3% of total) 
• Māori 167 (3.1%) 
• Pacific 22 (0.4%) 
• Asian 27 (0.5%) 
2001 valid votes: 4005 (74.2% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 2003 (50% of votes) 

Timaru (4 members) 
Electors: 21,868 (58.0% of total)
• Māori 897 (4.1%) 
• Pacific 131 (0.6%) 
• Asian 350 (1.6%) 
2001 valid votes: 13,941 (63.8% turnout)
Indicative quota: 2788 (20% of votes) 

Temuka – Pleasant Point (1 member) 
Electors: 4374 (11.6% of total) 
• Māori 197 (4.5%) 
• Pacific 13 (0.3%) 
• Asian 26 (0.6%) 
2001 valid votes: 4050 (92.6% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 2025 (50% of votes) 
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Otago DHB  

Current constituency structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

At-large structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

                                            

The elector and vote figures are derived from the Department of Internal Affairs’ Local Authority Election Statistics 
2001.  Ethnicity data are based on 2001 Census figures and are arrived at by taking the percentage of each ethnic group 
aged 18 years and over in the area, then applying that percentage to the total number of electors.  This assumes that 
persons are eligible for, and enrol on, the electoral roll in equal proportions to their ethnic group’s population share.  The 
indicative STV quota is calculated by taking the number of valid votes cast in each area in 2001, and dividing it by the 
number of vacancies plus one. 

Waitaki (1 member) 
Electors: 15,311 (12.2% of total) 
• Māori 505 (3.3%) 
• Pacific 77 (0.5%) 
• Asian 199 (1.3%) 
2001 valid votes: 10,522 (68.7% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 5261 (50% of votes) 

OTAGO DHB (7 members) 
Electors: 126,004 
• Māori 5612 (4.5%) 
• Pacific 1420 (1.1%) 
• Asian 3550 (2.8%) 
2001 valid votes: 74,731 (59.3% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 9341 (12.5% of votes) 

Central Otago (1 member) 
Electors: 14,480 (11.5% of total) 
• Māori 608 (4.2%) 
• Pacific 43 (0.3%) 
• Asian 116 (0.8%) 
2001 valid votes: 9623 (66.5% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 4812 (50% of votes) 

Clutha (1 member) 
Electors: 12,379 (9.8% of total) 
• Māori 730 (5.9%) 
• Pacific 50 (0.4%) 
• Asian 87 (0.7%) 
2001 valid votes: 7675 (62.0% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 3838 (50% of votes) 

Dunedin South (2 members) 
Electors: 43,856 (34.8% of total) 
• Māori 1930 (4.4%) 
• Pacific 570 (1.3%) 
• Asian 789 (1.8%) 
2001 valid votes: 26,828 (61.2% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 8943 (33.3% of votes) 

Dunedin North (2 members) 
Electors: 39,978 (31.7% of total) 
• Māori 1839 (4.6%) 
• Pacific 680 (1.7%) 
• Asian 2359 (5.9%) 
2001 valid votes: 20,083 (50.2% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 6694 (33.3% of votes) 
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Southland DHB  
Note: the Queenstown-Lakes constituency was not contested at the 2001 elections, 
therefore no election was required in that constituency (the sole candidate was elected 
unopposed). 
 

Current constituency structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

At-large structure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

                                            

The elector and vote figures are derived from the Department of Internal Affairs’ Local Authority Election Statistics 
2001.  Ethnicity data are based on 2001 Census figures and are arrived at by taking the percentage of each ethnic group 
aged 18 years and over in the area, then applying that percentage to the total number of electors.  This assumes that 
persons are eligible for, and enrol on, the electoral roll in equal proportions to their ethnic group’s population share.  The 
indicative STV quota is calculated by taking the number of valid votes cast in each area in 2001, and dividing it by the 
number of vacancies plus one. 

Queenstown−Lakes (1 member) 
Electors: 7882 (10.7% of total) 
• Māori 402 (5.1%) 
• Pacific 55 (0.7%) 
• Asian 426 (5.4%) 
2001 valid votes: -- (--% turnout) 
Indicative quota: -- (50% of votes) 

SOUTHLAND DHB (7 members) 
Electors: 73,343 
• Māori 6016 (8.2%) 
• Pacific 767 (1.0%) 
• Asian 964 (1.3%) 
2001 valid votes: 32,389 (44.2% turnout)
Indicative quota: 4049 (12.5% of votes)

Southland (2 members) 
Electors: 20,282 (27.7% of total)
• Māori 1339 (6.6%) 
• Pacific 61 (0.3%) 
• Asian 122 (0.6%) 
2001 valid votes: 10,196 (50.3% turnout)
Indicative quota: 3399 (33.3% of votes)

Invercargill (3 members) 
Electors: 36,194 (49.3% of total)
• Māori 3619 (10.0%) 
• Pacific 615 (1.7%) 
• Asian 362 (1.0%) 
2001 valid votes: 18,754 (51.8% turnout)
Indicative quota: 4689 (25% of votes) 

Gore (1 member) 
Electors: 8985 (12.3% of total) 
• Māori 656 (7.3%) 
• Pacific 36 (0.4%) 
• Asian 54 (0.6%) 
2001 valid votes: 3439 (38.3% turnout) 
Indicative quota: 1720 (50% of votes) 


