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Canterbury Wellbeing Index

Population

The Canterbury Wellbeing Index tracks the progress of social recovery 
in greater Christchurch following the earthquakes using indicators to 
identify emerging social trends and issues.

Why is population important?
Changes in the size of the population can have significant impacts on the natural, physical, economic, 
and social environments. Population size and make-up can change through births, deaths, and 
migration. 

If a population grows, there is greater demand for cultural and recreational services such as libraries, 
art galleries, sports grounds and swimming pools. Social infrastructure must expand so that everyone 
has access to housing and important services such as schools, general practices, community halls, 
and emergency services. With population growth, demand also intensifies for natural resources such 
as land and energy, and greater pressure is placed on existing roads, water, and waste systems.1 

Under the right conditions, population growth can help drive economic growth, as people consume 
more goods and services. In turn, higher consumption can create employment and boost the 
economic wellbeing and quality of life in growing communities. However, for economic activity to 
increase there must be more supporting infrastructure such as roads, ports, and telecommunications 
infrastructure.

If a population declines, less money circulates in the economy and this can lead to businesses failing 
and people losing their jobs. Services such as hospitals and schools become less viable. In this way, 
long-term population decline reduces both economic and social wellbeing.

Before the earthquakes, the populations of Christchurch city and the Waimakariri and Selwyn 
districts were growing, and Statistics New Zealand projected that this trend would continue. Since the 
earthquakes, predictions of population changes in greater Christchurch have had to be adjusted. 

Evidence from previous natural disasters in developed countries suggested that less than 2.5 per cent 
of the population would leave the region in the first year following the disaster and that this would be 
offset by natural population growth and migration into greater Christchurch.2 A long-term fall in the 
number of people in the region was considered unlikely.

International research also suggests that the people who experience the greatest dislocation tend 
to be those whose homes have been most damaged.2 In general, socioeconomically vulnerable 
populations are more likely to bear the burden of a natural disaster, to be displaced, and to be 
displaced for longer. 

After disasters, displaced people tend to relocate near their previous homes rather than moving long 
distances.2 In this way, they retain links to their former communities and continue to work in their 
usual place of employment or attend their usual school.

The Census is the most comprehensive source of population data. The 2011 Census was due to 
be held on 8 March 2011, but was delayed due to the national state of emergency that followed the 
Canterbury earthquake on 22 February 2011. 

The most recent Census was held on 5 March 2013 and results were available from late 2013. 
Census data in conjunction with other Statistics New Zealand population measures, including 
estimates made between Censuses, are presented in this section to show population changes.
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How was the population impacted by the earthquakes?
In the immediate aftermath of the February 2011 earthquake there were reports of tens of thousands 
of people leaving the city. For most people this was a short-term response to an emergency, as 
residents wanted time out from the aftershocks and from the damage to their homes and workplaces. 
Most people returned over the following days, weeks, and months.

According to an analysis of cell phone data from Christchurch users, around 55,000 residents may 
have left the city in the week after the February 2011 earthquake (15 per cent of the population).3 
Most calls were made from Otago, Auckland, or Wellington. A month later, records indicated that most 
people had returned to Christchurch.

New Zealand Post mail redirections showed that 8,632 households relocated in the six weeks  
after the February 2011 earthquake compared with 2,397 in the six weeks before.4 The majority  
(81 per cent) relocated within the Canterbury region, and 67 per cent of Christchurch city residents 
who relocated did so within the city. Based on Christchurch City Council rates data, it appears that in 
the first few months people tended to relocate near their former neighbourhood. The median distance 
between former and current residences was just 3.5 kilometres. The most common destinations for 
relocations outside Canterbury were Auckland, Otago and Wellington.

Within Waimakariri District, displaced households tended to relocate primarily within the district or to 
Christchurch city. 

A national survey of 26,000 secondary students carried out in June 2011 asked if students had 
moved to a different home because of the earthquakes. In Canterbury, 8.2 per cent indicated they 
had moved, while in the rest of the country, on average, 1.8 per cent indicated they had moved out of 
Christchurch because of the earthquakes.5

The 2013 CERA Youth Wellbeing Survey found that 46 per cent of respondents aged 12–24 years 
had moved from the address they were living at on 4 September 2010 (the date of the first Canterbury 
earthquake). Of this group, 39 per cent had moved once and 29 per cent had moved twice. 

Statistics New Zealand estimated that in the year from June 2010 to June 2011, the population of 
Christchurch city decreased by 14,000 people (3.7 per cent).4 Many were likely to have settled in 
other parts of Canterbury, as the total estimated loss to the Canterbury region was only 8,400 people.5 
Estimates also indicate that between June 2011 and June 2012, Christchurch city’s population 
declined by a further 2.0 per cent to 355,100.6 

Between June 2010 and June 2011, the number of people leaving New Zealand permanently, or for 
the long term, increased by 22 per cent (to a total of 80,100).8 In the year to June 2012 there was a 
further 9 per cent increase in international migrant departures.9 One likely reason for this increase 
was that more residents of greater Christchurch were leaving because of the earthquakes.

Between June 2010 and June 2011, Selwyn District was the fastest-growing territorial authority in 
New Zealand with a 4.7 per cent increase in its population. Selwyn District remained the fastest-
growing territorial authority area in the year to June 2012, when it increased a further 3.6 per cent 
(1,560). Waimakariri District increased by 3.9 per cent (1,560) in the year to June 2011 and  
2.2 per cent (1,070) in the year to June 2012 (see What are the indicators telling us? below for the 
2013 population estimate).

What is happening now?
Population movement across greater Christchurch has been substantial. Some of this movement is 
due to owners of property in the worst affected suburbs accepting the Crown’s offer to purchase their 
property.

In June 2011 the Government announced that, due to the scale of land damage, areas in greater 
Christchurch would be mapped into land zones, which were identified through geotechnical 
investigations.

Green zone areas are generally considered to be suitable for residential construction. Green zone 
land has been divided into three technical categories by the Ministry of Business, Innovation and 
Employment – TC1 (grey), TC2 (yellow) and TC3 (blue). Ministry of Business, Innovation and 
Employment guidelines for each technical category describe the foundation systems most likely to be 
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required if there is a need to repair or rebuild foundations. ‘Technical category not applicable’ applies 
to properties in urban areas, properties in rural areas or beyond the extent of land damage mapping 
and properties in parts of the Port Hills and Banks Peninsula. Normal consenting procedures apply  
to these.

Residential property in the flat land has been zoned red when the land has been so badly damaged 
by the earthquakes that it is unlikely it can be rebuilt on for a prolonged period. The criteria for 
defining areas as residential red zone are:

• there is significant and extensive area wide land damage

•  the success of engineering solutions may be uncertain in terms of design, its success and 
possible commencement, given the ongoing seismic activity

•  any repair would be disruptive and protracted for landowners. 

In the Port Hills, properties affected by cliff collapse have been zoned red where they pose an 
immediate risk to life.  Properties affected by rock roll have been zoned red where they pose an 
unacceptable risk to life (greater than 1 in 10,000 at 2016 risk levels) and an area-wide engineering 
solution to remediate them has been determined not to be practicable for a number of reasons 
including uncertainty around timeliness and costs.  

Insured red-zone property owners who chose to accept the Crown offer had two options: either the 
Crown would purchase their property at the 2007 rateable valuation and undertake an assignment 
of their Earthquake Commission and private insurance claims; or the Crown would purchase their 
property at the 2007 rateable land valuation and undertake an assignment of the Earthquake 
Commission land claim only, with the property owner settling their house claim with the Earthquake 
Commission or their insurer. 

As at July 2016, there were 8,060 residential red zone properties (including those on the Port Hills). 
Of these, 7,719 home owners (96 per cent) had settled with the Crown for the purchase of their 
properties.10

Other population movements are underway as people are temporarily displaced from homes in the 
green zone that are being repaired or rebuilt. In addition, the workforce for the rebuild grown, which 
includes workers arriving from other parts of New Zealand and overseas

What are the indicators telling us?
This report examines population using the following indicators.

•	 Change in estimated resident population.

•	 Change in the number and proportion of usual residents.

•	 Change in the number and proportion of occupied and unoccupied private dwellings.

•	 Population movement to and from greater Christchurch.

•	 Cultural diversity – change in the ethnic makeup of the population.

Population estimates

Population estimates produced by Statistics New Zealand measure the estimated annual change 
in the resident population. They are the best available measure of how many people usually live in 
an area each year. Recent estimates indicate that Christchurch city’s population grew in the years 
to June 2013, June 2014, and June 2015 after two years of decline during the period following the 
earthquakes (see How was the population impacted by the earthquakes? above for earlier population 
estimates).11

Figure 1 shows that in the year to June 2015, Christchurch city’s estimated population increased 
by 5,900 (1.6 per cent). In contrast between 2010 and 2012, the population of Christchurch city 
decreased by about 21,100.6  

The populations of Waimakariri and Selwyn districts also continued to grow in the year to June 2015, 
increasing by 3.7 per cent and 6.5 per cent respectively. This population increase in Selwyn District is 
the largest percentage increase recorded for any territorial authority since the June 2004 year.6
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For greater Christchurch, the population decreased 14,700 between June 2010 and June 2012, but 
has since increased by 26,700 between June 2012 and June 2015. 

Figure 1: Population estimates by territorial authority within greater Christchurch 
 

For greater 
Christchurch, the 
population decreased 
14,700 between 
June 2010 and June 
2012, but has since 
increased by 26,700 
between June 2012 
and June 2015. 
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Census usually-resident population change

The 2013 Census is the most detailed and accurate source of information about people who live 
in greater Christchurch. It shows that overall the region’s population grew between 2006 and 2013 
despite the series of earthquakes from 2010. However, the change in population size varied within the 
three territorial authorities that make up greater Christchurch.

In 2013 there were 436,056 people living in greater Christchurch compared with 424,935 at the 2006 
Census. Table 1 shows that the usually-resident population grew by 11,121 or 2.6 per cent overall 
during this seven-year period. Nationally the population increased by 5.3 per cent.

Of the three territorial authorities within greater Christchurch, Selwyn District experienced the highest 
population increase, growing by 32.6 per cent between 2006 and 2013. Waimakariri District increased 
by 16.7 per cent and Christchurch city’s population dropped by 2 per cent over the same period. 
However, these overall population changes followed a period of steady growth for all three areas 
between the previous two Census years (2001–2006). 

Selwyn District was the fastest-growing territorial authority nationally while Waimakariri District had 
the third-fastest growth rate.

Map 1 shows the population change in the geographic areas which make up greater Christchurch. 
As mentioned, Waimakariri and Selwyn districts had the greatest percentage population increases in 
greater Christchurch between 2006 and 2013. Within Christchurch city, the strongest growth was felt 
in the South West (11 per cent) and Inner South (8 per cent). In contrast, the Central City  
(-36 per cent), the East (-12 per cent) and North East (-9 per cent) had the greatest declines in 
population size reflecting the considerable earthquake damage in these areas.  

Table 1: Census usually resident population change by territorial authority within  
greater Christchurch 2001–2013  
 

Area
Population Change 2001–2006 Change 2006–2013

2001 2006 2013 Number % Number %

Waimakariri 
district 36,903 42,834 49,989 5,931 16.1 7,155 16.7

Christchurch 
city 324,081 348,459 341,469 24,378 7.5 – 6,990 – 2.0

Selwyn 
district 27,291 33,642 44,595 6,351 23.3 10,953 32.6

Greater 
Christchurch 388,272 424,935 436,056 36,663 9.4 11,121 2.6
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Map 1: Percentage change in population within greater Christchurch 2006-2013  
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Change in occupied and unoccupied dwellings (2013 Census) 

Table 2 shows that between 2006 and 2013 the number of occupied private dwellings grew by  
1.2 per cent in greater Christchurch from 162,207 to 164,229.

The number of occupied private dwellings increased substantially in Waimakariri District  
(17.2 per cent) and in Selwyn District (31.1 per cent), while numbers fell in Christchurch city  
(–3.2 per cent), reflecting the population movements and clearances of residential red zone properties 
in recent years. Notably, Selwyn District had the highest percentage increase of occupied private 
dwellings between 2006 and 2013 in New Zealand.12

Table 2: Occupied private dwellings by territorial authority within greater Christchurch 2006–2013 
 

Area
Occupied private dwellings

Number in 2006 Number in 2013 Change number Change %

Waimakariri district 15,918 18,651 2,733 17.2

Christchurch city 134,727 130,428 – 4,299 – 3.2

Selwyn district 11,559 15,150 3,591 31.1

Greater Christchurch 162,207 164,229 2,022 1.2

The latest Census also recorded a significant increase in the number of unoccupied dwellings in 
greater Christchurch. This reflects the large number of dwellings that were deemed uninhabitable, 
both in and outside the residential red zones, and those homes that had to be vacated for temporary 
repairs at the time of the 2013 Census. As Table 3 shows, between 2006 and 2013 unoccupied 
dwellings had increased by 81.1 per cent in greater Christchurch (from 11,568 to 20,949). The 
greatest increase was in Christchurch city (8,343 or 88.4 per cent). 

Map 2 shows the change in unoccupied dwellings in greater Christchurch. Overall the greatest 
percentage increase in unoccupied dwellings occurred in the East (244 per cent) and North East  
(228 per cent) of Christchurch city.  

Table 3: Unoccupied dwellings by territorial authority within greater Christchurch 2006–201313 
 

Area
Total unoccupied dwellings

Change 2006–2013
% change for 

unoccupied dwellings 
2006–20132006 2013

Waimakariri district 927 1,647 720 77.7

Christchurch city 9,441 17,784 8,343 88.4

Selwyn district 1,200 1,515 315 26.3

Greater Christchurch 11,568 20,949 9,381 81.1
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Map 2: Percentage change in unoccupied dwellings within greater Christchurch 2006-2013 
 

 

Population movement to and from greater Christchurch 

As the rebuild has progressed, there has been a large inflow of people into greater Christchurch 
from both within New Zealand and overseas. This migration has significantly changed the ethnic 
composition of the population – for example, in the June 2014 year 29 per cent of migrants from 
Asia came from the Philippines, compared with an average of 8 per cent between 1996 and 2014.14  
Prior to the earthquakes the main occupations of migrants to Canterbury were school teachers and 
hospitality and food trade workers. In the years 2011 to 2014 the main occupations of migrants were 
bricklayers, carpenters and joiners, and engineering professionals.

Figure 2 shows that before the earthquakes, net migration for greater Christchurch was quite stable, 
averaging a monthly inflow of 116 people between 2008 and 2010. In the month following the 
February earthquake, greater Christchurch had a net outflow of 810 people. Since mid-2012 arrivals 
have outweighed departures. 

Arrivals have continued to increase and departures decrease, producing an all-time high of net 
migration for Canterbury of 7,100 people in the year to April 2016, the second largest net gain of 
migrants in New Zealand, behind Auckland.

Arrivals have 
continued to increase 
and departures 
decrease, producing 
an all-time high of 
net migration for 
Canterbury of 7,100 
people in the year 
to April 2016, the 
second largest net 
gain of migrants in 
New Zealand, behind 
Auckland.
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Figure 2: Net permanent and long-term migration  
 

Taking an annual view, in the year ended April 2011 greater Christchurch had a net outflow, which 
was followed by a significant inflow in 2012 when almost two thirds (66 per cent) of New Zealand’s 
migration was attributed to greater Christchurch. In 2013 this dropped to 42 per cent.
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Table 4 shows that the main population movements in and out of greater Christchurch occurred 
between 2008 and 2013. In 2013, 89.2 per cent of those who lived in greater Christchurch in 2008 
remained there.15

Of those who left greater Christchurch, most moved to Auckland (8,139), Dunedin (3,300) and 
Wellington (2,754). However, there were some other key South Island destinations including 
Ashburton (1,863), Timaru (1,593), and Nelson (1,560). 

Auckland was also a contributor to greater Christchurch’s population between 2008 and 2013 with 
5,454 people moving to greater Christchurch from Auckland. Other main sources of population for 
greater Christchurch include Dunedin (2,256), Wellington (1,752) and Ashburton (1,674). Notably the 
migration gains to greater Christchurch from these areas between 2008 and 2013 were less than the 
gains between the 2001 and 2006 Censuses.

Table 4: Migration of more than 1,000 people to and from territorial authority areas for greater 
Christchurch17 
 

Moved from greater Christchurch Moved to greater Christchurch

Destination territorial authority 
area of residence at 2013 Census Number Source territorial authority 

area of residence in 2008 Number

Auckland 8,139 Auckland 5,454

Dunedin 3,300 Dunedin 2,256

Wellington 2,754 Wellington 1,752

Ashburton district 1,863 Ashburton district 1,674

Timaru district 1,593 Timaru district 1,569

Nelson 1,560 Marlborough district 1,509

Hurunui district 1,533 Hurunui district 1,167

Marlborough district 1,485 Invercargill 1,116

Tasman district 1,389 Nelson 1,062

Cultural diversity 

The population of greater Christchurch is largely of European ethnicity; however, the region is 
becoming more ethnically diverse. The European group includes people who have migrated to New 
Zealand from countries such as Australia, the United Kingdom and Europe as well as residents who 
were born in New Zealand and identify as European.
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As Table 5 shows, 85.9 per cent of people living in greater Christchurch in 2013 identified as 
European, 8.2 per cent were Māori, 2.6 per cent identified with one or more Pacific peoples and  
7.9 per cent were Asian.  

Table 5: Ethnic group (grouped total responses)a by New Zealand–born or overseas-born, for  
greater Christchurch 201316

Ethnic group New Zealand–born Overseas-born Total stated

European 300,012 54,288 354,303

Māori 33,327 657 33,984

Pacific peoples 6,864 4,017 10,881

Asian 6,825 25,764 32,589

Middle Eastern, Latin 
American, African 798 2,895 3,693

Other ethnicity(2) 7,647 537 8,184

Total stated 325,890 86,592 412,482

The proportion of people living in greater Christchurch who had been born overseas increased to  
21.1 per cent of the population in 2013 from 19.6 per cent in 2006. Across New Zealand 25.2 per cent 
of the population in 2013 were born overseas, compared with 22.9 per cent in 2006.17 

a Ethnicity is the ethnic group or groups that people identify with or feel they belong to. Ethnicity is self-identified and people can identify with more than 
one ethnic group. Ethnicity is different from ancestry, birthplace and nationality.  This table includes all people who stated each ethnic group, whether as 
their only ethnic group or as one of several. Where a person reported more than one ethnic group, they have been counted in each applicable group. 
This table also includes responses for a number of small ethnic groups, including those who identified as ‘New Zealander’.

The proportion of 
people living in 
greater Christchurch 
who had been born 
overseas increased 
to 21.1 per cent of the 
population in 2013 
from 19.6 per cent in 
2006. 
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Table 6 shows that people from England made up the largest immigrant group in greater Christchurch 
in 2013 (24,750), followed by those from Australia (7,077) and the People’s Republic of China (6,717). 

Table 6 also identifies growth in the migrant workforce population with those arriving after the 
earthquakes including people from England (2,085), the People’s Republic of China (1,320) the 
Philippines (1,080), India (942), Australia (915) and Ireland (867).  

Table 6: Selected countries of birth by years since arrival in New Zealand for people whose area of 
usual residence is greater Christchurch 201317

Country of birth

Total in greater 
Christchurch (those who 

did or did not state the 
number of years living in 

New Zealand)

Total in greater 
Christchurch (those 

who stated the number 
of years living in New 

Zealand)

Those living two years or 
less in New Zealand

Number %

England 24,750 24,279 2,085 8.6

Australia 7,077 6,804 915 13.4

People’s Republic 
of China 6,717 6,423 1,320 20.6

Philippines 3,576 3,468 1,080 31.1

South Africa 3,435 3,378 450 13.3

India 2,634 2,544 942 37.0

Ireland 1,644 1,590 867 54.5
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Find out more
Find out more about the Canterbury Wellbeing Index:  
www.cph.co.nz/your-health/canterbury-wellbeing-index/ 

Find out more from Statistics New Zealand about estimating population change after the earthquakes: 
www.stats.govt.nz/browse_for_stats/population/estimates_and_projections/estimating-pop-after-chch-
quakes-paper.aspx 

Find out more from Statistics New Zealand about annual population estimates: www.stats.govt.nz/
browse_for_stats/population/estimates_and_projections/subnational-population-estimates-info-
releases.aspx

Find out more about the land zones in greater Christchurch: www.linz.govt.nz

Find out what land zone your greater Christchurch property is in: http://cera.govt.nz/my-property/

Find out more about population movement from GNS Science: www.massey.ac.nz/massey/fms/
Colleges/College%20of%20Humanities%20and%20Social%20Sciences/Psychology/Disasters/pubs/
GNS/2012/Misc_Series_44.pdf 

Find out more about Census information: www.stats.govt.nz/

Find out more about Statistics New Zealand’s 2013 Quickstats about greater Christchurch: www.stats.
govt.nz/Census/2013-census/profile-and-summary-reports/quickstats-about-greater-chch.aspx

Technical notes

CERA Youth Wellbeing Survey

Data source:  Canterbury Earthquake Recovery Authority 

Data frequency:  One-time survey (unknown if survey will be repeated in future) 

Data complete until: 2013

Notes: The aim of the CERA Youth Wellbeing Survey 2013 is to measure the progress of earthquake 
recovery by collecting data on the self-reported wellbeing of those aged 12–24 years. 

CERA worked with the Ministry of Education, Canterbury District Health Board, the Ministry of Youth 
Development, Christchurch City Council, Waimakariri District Council, Selwyn District Council, Ngāi 
Tahu, the Natural Hazards Research Platform and The Collaborative for Research and Training in 
Youth Health and Development to develop and implement the Youth Wellbeing Survey.

Survey questions were adapted from the CERA Wellbeing Survey and were tested with panels of 
young people to ensure that the wording and content were relevant. 

The Youth Wellbeing Survey was open between 23 September and 13 December 2013 for responses 
from young people aged 12–24 years, living in greater Christchurch. 

Methodology

This was an online survey aiming to generate a sample of young people in greater Christchurch that, 
while self-selected and therefore not representative, was as large and diverse as possible. The survey 
was undertaken between September and December 2013. Advertising through greater Christchurch 
youth networks and targeted promotional activities were the main recruitment strategies. Some hard 
copy responses from targeted groups of young people were also received.

The survey period included high school and university exams, which meant that efforts to attract 
responses from different age groups needed to take the timing of study leave and exams  
into account. Recruitment during this period may also have had some impact on the responses given 
by students who may have been experiencing greater stress than usual due to exam pressure.
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Canterbury Wellbeing Survey (formerly the CERA Wellbeing Survey)

Data source: Canterbury Earthquake Recovery Authority, 
  Canterbury District Health Board 

Data frequency:  Six-monthly September 2012, April 2013, September 2013, April 2014, 
September 2014, April 2015, September 2015 (all CERA) and April 2016 
(CDHB)

Data complete until: April 2016

Notes: The April 2016 Canterbury Wellbeing Survey (formerly the CERA Wellbeing Survey) is 
the eighth survey in the series providing information about the residents of greater Christchurch. 
Respondents were randomly selected from the electoral roll. The survey was delivered online and by 
hard copy from 30 March to 18 May 2016.The response rate was 41 per cent. Weighting was used 
to correct imbalances in sample representation. The survey was originally developed in partnership 
with Christchurch City Council, Waimakariri District Council, Selwyn District Council, the Canterbury 
District Health Board, Ngāi Tahu and the Natural Hazards Research Platform. For results from the 
surveys, see: www.cph.co.nz/your-health/wellbeing-survey/ 

Subnational population estimates

Data source:  Statistics New Zealand, Subnational Population Estimates 

Data frequency: Annual

Data complete until: 30 June 2015

Notes: Provisional estimates are published in October; final estimates are available in November; 
estimates are revised after each Census of Population and Dwellings.

See www.stats.govt.nz/browse_for_stats/population/estimates_and_projections/subnational-
population-estimates-info-releases.aspx

Population and dwelling counts

Data source:  Statistics New Zealand, Census of Population and Dwellings

Data frequency: 5 yearly (7 years for the 2013 Census)

Data complete until: 2013

Notes: The 2011 Census was not held on 8 March 2011 as planned, due to the Christchurch 
earthquake on 22 February 2011. At that time the 2011 Census could not have been successfully 
completed given the national state of emergency and the probable impact on Census results. The 
2013 Census was held on 5 March 2013 and results were available from late 2013.

See www.stats.govt.nz/Census/2013-census/info-about-the-census.aspx

Permanent and long term migration

Data source:  Statistics New Zealand

Data frequency: Monthly

Data complete until: April 2016

Notes: Permanent and long-term arrivals include overseas migrants who arrive in New Zealand 
intending to stay for a period of 12 months or more (or permanently), plus New Zealand residents 
returning after an absence of 12 months or more.

Permanent and long-term departures include New Zealand residents departing for an intended period 
of 12 months or more (or permanently), plus overseas visitors departing New Zealand after a stay 
of 12 months or more. The country of residence for arrivals is the country where a person arriving in 
New Zealand last lived for 12 months or more (country of last permanent residence).

The country of residence for departures is the country where a person departing New Zealand intends 
to live for the next 12 months or more (country of next permanent residence).

Net migration is the difference between arrivals and departures.
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