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Opinion Statement 

ACNielsen certifies that the information contained in this report has been compiled in accordance 
with sound market research methods and principles, as well as proprietary methodologies 
developed by, or for, ACNielsen.  ACNielsen believes that this report represents a fair, accurate 
and comprehensive analysis of the information collected, with all sampled information subject to 
normal statistical variance. 
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Needs Assessment 

 

Introduction  This report summarises the results of the Right to Life research questions 
measuring public opinion on when a fertilised human egg becomes a human 
being and when New Zealand law should protect the human rights of an 
unborn child. Fieldwork was conducted between 11th- 18th March 2004. 

The research questions were incorporated in ACNielsen’s Omnibus March 2004 
survey.   

 

Method and 
Sample 

A random sample of 929 New Zealanders aged 18 years and over was 
interviewed, utilising ACNielsen’s CATI (Computer-Assisted-Telephone-
Interviewing) omnibus service.  This is a fully national survey.  

Based on a total sample size of 929 respondents, the results shown in this report 
are subject to a maximum margin of error of + 3.2 at the 95% confidence level. 
That is, there is a 95% chance that the true population value of a recorded figure 
of 50% actually lies between 46.8% and 53.2%.  

However, note that when comparing sub-groups (e.g. males and females), the 
margin of error will be larger. 

The results have been weighted on age, gender and region to reflect the New 
Zealand population. 
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Needs Assessment, continued 

 

Analysis 
under taken  

We have analysed the results by the following demographics: gender, age, 
household shopper, region, area type, main cities, personal occupation, 
working status, personal income, household life cycle, children at home, age 
of children, main earner occupation, household income, household size and 
ethnic origin. 

In this report, we have concentrated on highlighting statistically significant 
differences evident among these sub-groups. 

These and other demographic breakdowns are contained in the data tables at the 
back of the report.  Note that care should be taken when viewing the data tables 
due to the small sample sizes in some of the demographic groups. 

 

Notes to the 
Repor t 

·  All percentages reported are weighted unless otherwise stated. 

·  All base numbers/number of respondents reported are unweighted unless 
otherwise stated. 

·  Percentages may not always add to 100% due to rounding. 
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Results 

 

When a 
fer tilised 
human egg 
becomes a 
human being 

Respondents were asked:  

“ There is a good deal of debate about when a fertilised human egg becomes a 
human being. Which of the following most closely reflects your personal view 
on when a fertilised human egg becomes a human being?”   

As can be seen from the table below, just over a third of respondents believe a 
fertilised human egg becomes a human being at the time of conception (36%). 
A further 14% believe this occurs at the time of implantation. Another three 
out of ten (28%) respondents consider that a fertilised human egg becomes a 
human being at a point in time between implantation and birth, while 16% of 
respondents thinks that a fertilised human egg becomes a human being at 
birth. 

 

Base: All respondents 18 years and over 

2004 
(n=929) 

%  

1997 
(n=935) 

% 

At the time of conception (when the egg is fertilised 
by human sperm) 

36 32 

At the time of implantation (when the embryo 
attaches to the womb) 

14 20 

At a point in time between implantation and birth 28 28 

At birth 16 15 

Don’ t know 4 3 

Refused 2 2 

 

These results are very similar to the results of a previous study done 7 years ago 
in 1997. Since then there has only been a significant decrease in the proportion of 
respondents who believe a fertilised human egg becomes a human being at the 
time of implantation.  

 

Continued on next page 
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Results, continued 

 

Those respondents who are more likely to consider that a fertilised human egg 
becomes a human being at the time of conception are: 

·  Females (43%) compared with males (29%) 

·  Those living in Wellington (43%) compared with those living in Auckland 
(30%) or Christchurch (33%) 

·  Those employed in home duties (51%) compared with other occupations 

·  Those who have a personal and household income of less than $20,000 (46% 
for personal income, 48% for household income) compared with other higher 
incomes. 

There are no significant demographical differences between those who believe a 
fertilised human egg becomes a human being at the time of implantation. 

Those respondents who are more likely to consider that a fertilised human egg 
becomes a human being at a point in time between implantation and bir th are: 

·  Those in professionals roles (38%) compared with other occupations 

·  Have a personal income of more than $80,000 (40%) compared with those 
earning less 

·  Have a household income between $40,000 and $60,000 (38%) and more than 
$100,000 (41%). 

Those respondents who are more likely to believe that a fertilised human egg 
becomes a human being at bir th are: 

·  Males (21%) compared with females (11%) 

·  Those living in Auckland (22%) compared with those living in other regions 

·  Have a household income between $80,000 to $100,000 (25%) compared with 
lower household incomes 

·  Of Asian ethnicity, (38%) compared with other ethnic groups. 
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Results, continued 

 

When New 
Zealand law 
should protect 
the human 
r ights of an 
unborn child 

Respondents were asked: 

“ There is also a good deal of debate about when the human rights of the 
unborn child should be protected by New Zealand law.  At what point do you 
believe that the human rights of the unborn child should be protected by New 
Zealand law?”   

As shown in the table below, a quarter of respondents believe New Zealand 
law should protect the rights of the unborn child at the time of conception 
(25%) and a further 9% at the time of implantation. It is interesting to note 
that more respondents consider a fertilised human egg becomes a human 
being at the time of conception, than feel that the New Zealand law should 
protect the rights of the rights of the unborn child at this stage.  

Another three out of ten (31%) respondents consider the rights of the unborn 
child should be protected by New Zealand law at a point in time between 
implantation and birth, while a quarter (25%) of respondents believe rights 
should be protected at birth. 

 

Base: All respondents 18 years and over 

2004 
(n=929) 

%  

1997 
(n=935) 

% 

At the time of conception (when the egg is fertilised 
by human sperm) 

25 25 

At the time of implantation (when the embryo 
attaches to the womb) 

9 12 

At a point in time between implantation and birth 31 30 

At birth 26 24 

Don’ t know 6 4 

Refused 3 5 

 

Continued on next page 
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Results, continued 

 

As with the previous question, these results are very similar to the results of those 
found in1997. However, there has been a slight but significant decrease of 3% for 
those who believe New Zealand Law should protect the human rights of the 
unborn child at the time of implantation. 

Those respondents who are more likely to consider the human rights of an unborn 
child should be protected at the time of conception are: 

·  Those employed in home duties (39%) compared with other occupations 

·  Those who have a personal income less than $20,000 (33%) compared with 
other higher incomes. 

·  Those with a household income of between $20,000 to $40,000 (35%) 
compared with other income ranges. 

There are no significant demographical differences between those who believe the 
human rights of an unborn child should be protected at the time of implantation. 

Those respondents who are more likely to consider the human rights of an unborn 
child should be protected at a point in time between implantation and bir th are: 

·  Those aged between 35 and 44 years of age (42%) compared with other age 
groups. In particular those aged between 55 and 64 are less likely to consider 
that the human rights of an unborn child should be protected at a point in time 
between implantation and birth (21%) 

·  Those in professionals roles (41%) compared with other occupations 

·  Those with a household income more than $100,000 (45%) compared with 
lower household incomes. In particular those with a household income less 
than $20,000 (20%) are less likely to consider that the human rights of an 
unborn child should be protected at a point in time between implantation and 
birth. 

Those respondents who are more likely to consider the human rights of an unborn 
child should be protected at bir th are: 

·  Males (29%) compared with females (23%) 

·  Those where the main earner is in administrative or managerial roles (34%) 
compared with other occupations. 
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Appendix I – Questionnaire 

 
Q1 Read out. Code one only. 

There is a good deal of debate about when a fertilised human egg 
becomes a human being. Which of the following most closely reflects your 
personal view on when a fertilised human egg becomes a human being? 
  

Code Route 

 At the time of conception (when the egg is fertilised by human sperm) .................1  

 At the time of implantation (when the embryo attaches to the womb) ....................2  

 At a point in time between implantation and birth .....................................................3  

 At birth ...........................................................................................................................4  

 Do not read Refused................................................................................................8  

 Do not read Don't know ..............................................................................................9  
 
Q2 Read out. Code one only. 

There is also a good deal of debate about when the human rights of the 
unborn child should be protected by New Zealand law. At what point do 
you believe that the human rights of the unborn child should be protected 
by New Zealand law? 
  

Code Route 

 At the time of conception (when the egg is fertilised by human sperm) .................1  

 At the time of implantation (when the embryo attaches to the womb) ....................2  

 At a point in time between implanatation and birth ...................................................3  

 At birth ...........................................................................................................................4  

 Do not read Refused................................................................................................8  

 Do not read Don't know ..............................................................................................9  
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Appendix II – CATI Omnibus 

 

Summary of 
methodology 

Sample Size 

929 people, aged 18 and over.  Age and sex quotas applied to ensure 
representative of population. 

Geographic Area 

·  Fully national, including rural areas.  Proportional to population 

Method 

·  Telephone interviews utilising CATI service. 

·  Full time supervisors equipped with visual and audio monitors. 

Telephone numbers randomly selected from complete range of live numbers 
supplied by Telecom. 

Only one person interviewed per household.  Respondents randomly selected 
using “next birthday”  technique. 

At least three calls made to each household prior to substitution. 

Interviewing conducted 5pm-9pm weekdays and 10am-8pm on weekends. 

 

 



 

 

H:\Common\Right to Life\Right to Life report v3.doc•© Copyright 2004 ACNielsen 
This document is confidential and is intended for Society internal use only. 

 

Page 11 

 
 

 

Right to L ife 

Appendix III – Response Rate 
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Response Rate is calculated by completed/total eligible = 24% 
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Appendix IV – Data Tables 

 


