South African
NATIONAL PARKS

Dear SANParks visitor

SANParks welcomes visitors from various backgrounds and with varied opinions. This study aims to understand the diversity
of opinions of our visitors regarding conservation philosophies and practices. Understanding this diversity of viewpoints
among SANParks visitors is important so that we can increase our understanding and improve our engagement with them.

We will appreciate if you can please take the time to complete the attached questionnaire — it will probably take you be-
tween 20 and 30 minutes (6 pages). Please answer the questionnaire as honestly as possible. There is no right or wrong an-
swer and all opinions are valid and recognised. As far as possible, please try and answer all questions, but if a question makes
you uncomfortable or if you do not want to answer a specific question, please feel free to skip to the next.

Please note that your participation in this study is totally voluntary and you can stop at any stage. Your response will be
treated confidentially and anonymously. You cannot be identified in person based on your responses. All answers will be
reported on in aggregate level. By completing this questionnaire you provide the research team and their collaborators with
permission to use the aggregated data in internal SANParks reports, presentations and peer-reviewed publications.

We hope that you enjoy answering this questionnaire as it creates an opportunity to reflect on your own personal view-
points towards conservation.

Many thanks for your participation.

SANParks Scientific Services



A) DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION

Please complete the demographic information below by making a mark in the appropriate block. If you prefer not to answer a specific
question, feel free to skip to the next.

1. Gender |Female Male Prefer to describe as: Prefer not to answer
2. Age <19y 19-29y 30-39y 40-49y 50-59y 60-69 y 70-79y >80y
3. Race Black Coloured Indian White Other Prefer not to answer:
4. Country of residence
South Africa Not South Africa (please specify)
5. Name of city/town from which you come
6. Household income (net monthly)
<R10 000/ R10 001—R30 000 R30 001—R60 000 R60 001—R120 000 >R120 000 Prefer not to

say

7. Highest level of education

Primary Secondary National Diploma/ Undergraduate degree Postgraduate degree
school School Certificate
8. Religion
Buddhist Christian Hindu Moslem Non religious Other (please specify) None
9. Which of the following National Parks in South Africa have you visited before?
Addo Elephant Agulhas Augrabies Bontebok Camdeboo
Garden Route Golden Gate High- Karoo Kgalagadi Transfron- Kruger
lands tier park (Kalahari
Gemsbok)

Mapungubwe Marakele Mokala Mountain Zebra Namaqua
Richtersveld Table Mountain Tankwa Karoo West Coast

10. How many days in total do you estimate have you spend (as day or overnight visitor) in South African National Parks
(SANParks) over the past two years (see names of parks above)?

1day

2-5 days 6-10 days 11-15 days 16-30 days > 30 days
11. How often do you get into nature (e.g. walks, game drives, other nature-orientated activities)?
Very frequently (almost Frequently (at least Not so frequently Very infrequently (less than 6 Never

every week)

once a month)

(maybe 6 times a year)

times a year)

12. What is you main reason(s) for visiting SANParks?




B) CONSERVATION ORIENTATION

13. Below are statements that represent a variety of ways people feel about conservation. Please indicate the extent to which you agree

or disagree by selecting one answer for each statement — please reflect your honest opinion.

Strongly
disagree

Moderate-
ly disagree

Slightly
disagree

Neither

Slightly
agree

Moderate-
ly agree

Strongly
agree

The welfare and healthy functioning of an ecosystem in which ani-
mals live, is more important than the welfare of the individual ani-
mals living in the ecosystem

Conservation must benefit poor people because to do so is an ethi-
cal responsibility

Maintaining animal and plant diversity should be a goal of conserva-
tion

Working with the private sector is not just practical; they can be
positive economic forces for conservation (i.e. can make money for
conservation)

Conservation practises should prioritise the protection of popula-
tions of animals over the well-being of individual animals

Killing exotic species (e.g. Indian myna birds and domestic cats) in
protected areas is unacceptable

Giving a voice to those affected by conservation actions (e.g. neigh-
bouring communities) is an ethical obligation

Giving a voice to those people affected by conservation actions (e.g.
neighbouring communities) improves conservation outcomes

Conservation goals should be based on science

Maintaining functioning (“working”) ecosystems should be a goal of
conservation

Lethally removing animals from protected areas for resource use
purposes (e.g. meat for poor rural schools) is acceptable, as long as
it is ecologically sustainable

Conservation should seek to do no harm to poor people

To achieve conservation goals human population growth must be
reduced

Conservation should work with, not against, capitalism and market
forces

The best way for conservation to contribute towards human wellbe-
ing is by promoting economic growth

Economic arguments for conservation (to make money) are risky
because they can lead to unintended negative conservation out-
comes

It is rarely acceptable to kill wildlife, even if those animals are in
direct conflict with humans

Advancing the well-being of all people should be the goal of conser-
vation

Strict protected areas (e.g., national parks) excluding human im-
pacts as far as possible are required to achieve most conservation
goals

If conservation wants to be successful, it must make financial sense
(the “it’s got to pay to stay” principle)




13a continue

Strongly
disagree

Moderate-
ly disagree

Slightly
disagree

Neither

Slightly
agree

Moderate-
ly agree

Strong-
ly agree

Killing individuals of common species to promote the recovery of
rare species are unacceptable

| view all living things as one big compassionate family that can co-
exist peacefully

When communities manage their own resources (bottom up man-
agement) their efforts are more effective than when resources are
managed for them (i.e. top-down management)

Conserving nature for nature’s own sake, rather than for people’s
sake, should be the goal of conservation

Humans are separate from nature (i.e. humans are visitors to na-
ture), not part of it

Conservation organisations should highlight the monetary value of
nature (e.g. tell people how much money is added to an economy
due to the irrigation services gained from a clean and flowing river)

Conservation organisations should support the commodification of
nature (i.e. selling products and services from nature for a profit)

When conservation focuses on the well-being of individual animals,
conservation goals will be achieved

Wildlife should have rights similar to the rights of humans

| care about animals as much as | care about people

Conservation will only be a durable success if it has broad public
support

Conservation should seek to reduce the separation of people from
nature

Conservation is not only about nature, but also about people in
nature

It is acceptable for people to be displaced to make space for pro-
tected areas

Pristine nature untouched by human influences does not exist

When faced with trade-offs between people and nature in protect-
ed areas, nature should get preference

Conservation must rely less on government subsidy and focus more
on generating its own funding

Conservation partnerships with the private sector will undermine
conservation outcomes

Choices about conservation should be driven by moral obligations
and ethics, and not by economic considerations

The needs of humans should take priority over nature conservation

13b. (Optional) In your own words, why do you think should we conserve nature?




C) ATTITUDE TOWARDS CONTEMPORARY CONSERVATION ISSUES
14. Below are statements that represent a variety of ways people feel about contemporary conservation issues, many of which SANParks
face on a regular basis. Please indicate the extent to which you agree or disagree by selecting one answer for each statement.

Strongly Moderate- | Slightly Neither | Slightly Moderate- | Strongly
disagree ly disagree | disagree agree ly agree agree

Conservation authorities should be allowed to lethally
remove dangerous animals (e.g. lions, elephants) that
repeatedly escape from national parks thereby posing a
risk to people

SANParks should play an active role in socio-economic
development of its neighbouring communities by investing
money into these communities

SANParks should play an active role in development of
neighbouring communities by playing an advocacy role
and acting as catalyst for improving livelihoods

It is acceptable to cull animals if their impact on vegetation
exceeds desirable levels

SANParks should be allowed to sell live animals to fund
conservation

It is unethical to kill animals that become a nuisance and
threat to visitors in parks (e.g. monkeys and baboons in
camps/picnic sites)

National parks should increase tourist accommodation in
order to stay financially viable

National parks should provide more visitor activities/
experiences in order to stay financially viable

National parks should provide more visitor activities/
experiences in order to reconnect people to nature

SANParks should interfere minimally in ecological manage-
ment of parks and rather allow nature to look after itself
as far as possible

SANParks should be allowed to sell wildlife products (e.g.
rhino horn and elephant tusks) to increase its revenue
streams

SANParks should be allowed to lethally remove a small
proportion of abundant animal/fish species in order to
provide protein to schools/orphanages in communities

The cost of conservation should be funded by taxpayers’
money and donations, rather than being dependent on
generating its own revenue through tourism

Commercialisation in national parks is necessary for the
financial sustainability of parks

During droughts, SANParks should aim to minimise death
(and suffering) of animals by supplementing resources like
water and food

SANParks should not allow local community members to
sustainably harvest resources in a controlled way in Na-
tional Parks

| feel that SANParks and | share similar conservation values

| feel that broader society and SANParks in general share
similar values towards conservation

Fires are destructive and harms nature and SANParks
should as far as possible reduce and suppress fires




D) THE FUTURE OF CONSERVATION

15. Please indicate how optimistic or pessimistic you feel about the future of conservation:

Strongly
disagree

Moderately | Slightly
disagree disagree

Neither

Slightly
agree

Moderately
agree

Strongly
agree

| am optimistic that SANParks will do a good job in pro-
tecting South Africa’s national natural, cultural and his-
torical heritage

| am optimistic about the future of conservation in South
Africa

| am optimistic about conservation globally

16. (Optional) Please share any ideas, concerns or comments (detailed or more in general) regarding conservation or the conservation ap-

proach in SANParks — feel free to mention both the good and the bad.

Many thanks for your participation — your opinion is highly valued and much appreciated




