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New Zealand — Regulatory System Survey
The New Zealand Ministry of Economic Development included a completed Regulatory System Questionnaire 2006-07 as part of its submission (sub. 6). This appendix provides the data from that completed survey alongside the equivalent Australian Government survey responses. 

Table 
C.1 details the tables (and boxes) within the body of the report that carry the data for Australian jurisdictions and the corresponding tables (and boxes) in this appendix. The qualifications and caveats applied to the tables (and boxes) within the report apply equally to the data provided in this chapter. Further, any comparisons between the data for the Australian Government and New Zealand Government should take into account their differing regulatory responsibilities. For instance, the absence of a state or territory level of government in New Zealand means the corresponding regulatory responsibilities of the Australian states and territories would rest with either the New Zealand Government or the local governments of New Zealand.
A comparison of the Australian Government and New Zealand Government data shows the following differences:

· New Zealand had a greater stock of regulation than Australia (as measured by the number of acts). However Australia demonstrated a greater ‘flow’ of regulation in 2006–07
· in New Zealand all bills and statutory rules were subject to a regulatory impact statement (RIS), whereas only 17 per cent of Australian Government bills relating to regulatory proposals were subject to a RIS
· neither country has an ongoing requirement for the periodic review of regulation, nor do they have any requirements for new regulation to contain sunset provisions

· both countries have a designated body responsible for assessing compliance with, and publicly reporting on, RIS requirements, although neither body currently has statutory independence.
Table C.

 SEQ Table \* ARABIC 1
Cross referenced data tables 
	Appendix table (or box)
	Corresponding table (or box)within the report

	Table C.2
	Table 3.1

	Table C.3 
	Table 3.2

	Table C.4
	Table 4.1

	Table C.5
	Table 4.2

	Box C.1
	Box 4.3

	Table C.6
	Table 4.3

	Table C.7
	Table 4.4

	Table C.8 
	Table 4.5

	Table C.9
	Table 4.6

	Table C.10
	Table 4.7

	Table C.11
	Table 4.8

	Table C.12
	Table 4.9

	Table C.13
	Table 4.10

	Table C.14
	Table 4.11

	Table C.15
	Table 4.12

	Table C.16
	Table 4.13

	Table C.17
	Table 4.14

	Table C.18
	Table 4.15


Table C.

 SEQ Table \* ARABIC 2
Number of regulatory instruments and pages 
As at 30 June 2007

	
	Cwlth
	NZ

	Acts
	1 279
	1 641

	Pages
	98 486
	n.av

	Statutory rules
	18 000
	n.av

	Pages
	90 000
	n.av

	Total pages
	188 486
	


n.av not available. 

Sources: Sub. 6, Survey responses from the Australian Government (unpublished).

Table C.

 SEQ Table \* ARABIC 3
Number of new regulatory instruments and pages 
Enacted between 1 July 2006 and 30 June 2007

	
	Cwlth
	NZ

	Acts
	198
	78

	Pages
	8 198
	2 478

	Other legislative instruments
	4 487
	404

	Pages
	31 439
	3 382


Sources: Sub. 6, Survey responses from the Australian Government (unpublished).
Table C.

 SEQ Table \* ARABIC 4
Percentage of new regulatory proposals subject to mandatory public consultation 
1 July 2006–30 June 2007

	
	Cwlth
	NZ

	Bills
	0
	100a

	Statutory rules
	0
	100

	Other legislative instruments
	0
	n.a

	Quasi-regulations
	0
	n.a


n.a not applicable or not available.  a Excludes Treaty of Waitangi settlement bills, Appropriation Bills and budget night bills.
Sources: Sub. 6, Survey responses from the Australian Government (unpublished).

Table C.

 SEQ Table \* ARABIC 5
Mandatory regulatory impact analysis 
	
	Cwlth
	NZa

	Bills
	(
	(b

	Statutory rules
	(
	(

	Other legislative instruments
	(
	(c

	Quasi-regulations
	(
	(c


a Cabinet Office rules only require a RIS if a Cabinet decision is required.  b Excludes Treaty of Waitangi settlement bills, Appropriation Bills and budget night bills.  c A RIS may be produced as best practice.
Sources: Sub. 6, Survey responses from the Australian Government (unpublished).
Table C.

 SEQ Table \* ARABIC 6
Percentage of new regulatory proposals subject to analysis 
1 July 2006–30 June 2007

	
	Cwlth
	NZ

	Bills
	21
	100a

	Statutory rules
	n.av
	100a

	Other legislative instruments
	n.av
	n.a

	Quasi-regulations
	n.av
	n.a


n.a not applicable or not available.  n.av not available.  a Excludes Treaty of Waitangi settlement bills, Appropriation Bills and budget night bills.
Sources: Sub. 6, Survey responses from the Australian Government (unpublished).

Do not delete this return as it gives space between the box and what precedes it.
	Box C.

 SEQ Box \* ARABIC 1
Regulation impact analysis — threshold criteria 

	The Australian Government requires the preparation of a RIS where a proposal will have:

A significant impact on business and individuals or the economy (whether in the form of compliance costs or other impacts).
However, all proposals are screened and some are subject testing using the Business Cost Calculator.
The New Zealand Government requires a RIS to be completed on policy proposals submitted to Cabinet that result in government bills, statutory regulations, or that propose the government support or adopt a Member's bill.  There are however, exemptions to these requirements, including:

· matters of a minor or machinery nature not substantially altering existing arrangements
· administrative matters between departments
· implementing a national treaty (for which a National Interest Analysis is required)
· giving effect to a Budget decision under urgency (for example, repealing, imposing or adjusting a tax, fee, or charge)

· Order in Council that provides solely for the commencement of enabling legislation.

	Sources: Sub. 6, Survey responses from the Australian Government (unpublished).
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 SEQ Table \* ARABIC 7
Requirement for regulatory analysis to be made available to stakeholders for comment or consultation 
	
	Cwlth
	NZ

	Bills
	(
	(

	Statutory rules
	(
	(

	Other legislative instruments
	(
	n.ap

	Quasi-regulations
	(
	n.ap


n.ap not applicable.

Sources: Sub. 6, Survey responses from the Australian Government (unpublished).
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 SEQ Table \* ARABIC 8
Requirement for final regulatory analysis to be made public 
	
	Cwlth
	NZ

	Bills
	(
	(

	Statutory rules
	(
	(

	Other legislative instruments
	(
	n.ap

	Quasi-regulations
	(
	n.ap


Sources: Sub. 6, Survey responses from the Australian Government (unpublished).

Table C.

 SEQ Table \* ARABIC 9
Assessment and public reporting of regulatory analysis

As at 30 June 2007

	
	Cwlth
	NZ

	Body to assess compliance 
	(
	(

	Independence under statute 
	(a
	(b

	Body to publicly report compliance
	(
	(

	Reporting body’s independence under statute
	(a
	(b


n.ap not applicable. a At 30 June 2007, the Office of Best Practice Regulation (OBPR) shared the statutory independence of the Productivity Commission. It is now part of the Department of Finance and Deregulation.  b The body is an independently operating unit within the Ministry of Economic Development

Sources: Sub. 6, Survey responses from the Australian Government (unpublished).
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 SEQ Table \* ARABIC 10
Requirement for quantitative measurement of compliance costs 
As at 30 June 2007

	
	Cwlth
	NZ

	Bills
	(
	(

	Statutory rules
	(
	(

	Other legislative instruments
	(
	(

	Quasi-regulation
	(
	(


Sources: Sub. 6, Survey responses from the Australian Government (unpublished).
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 SEQ Table \* ARABIC 11
Percentage of new regulatory proposals with quantitative business compliance cost estimates 
1 July 2006–30 June 2007

	
	Cwlth
	NZ

	Bills
	100
	n.a

	Statutory rules
	n.av
	n.a

	Other legislative instruments
	n.av
	n.a

	Quasi-regulations
	n.av
	n.a


n.a not applicable or not available.  n.av not available. 

Sources: Sub. 6, Survey responses from the Australian Government (unpublished).
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 SEQ Table \* ARABIC 12
Quantitative business compliance cost estimates 
1 July 2006–30 June 2007

	
	Cwlth
	NZ

	Required for: 
	
	

	
public consultation
	(
	(

	
final decision maker
	(
	(


Sources: Sub. 6, Survey responses from the Australian Government (unpublished).
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 SEQ Table \* ARABIC 13
Assessment of quantitative compliance cost measurement 

As at 30 June 2007
	
	Cwlth
	NZ

	Designated body
	(
	(

	Independence under statute
	(a
	(b


a At 30 June 2007, the OBPR shared the statutory independence of the Productivity Commission. It is now part of the Department of Finance and Deregulation.  b The body is an independently operating unit within the Ministry of Economic Development.
Sources: Sub. 6, Survey responses from the Australian Government (unpublished).

Table C.

 SEQ Table \* ARABIC 14
Percentage of new regulatory proposals where quantitative business compliance cost estimates were made public prior to enactment 
1 July 2006–30 June 2007
	
	Cwlth
	NZ

	Bills
	n.av
	100

	Statutory rules
	n.av
	100

	Other legislative instruments
	n.av
	n.a

	Quasi-regulations
	n.av
	n.a


n.av not available.  n.a not applicable or not available.
Sources: Sub. 6, Survey responses from the Australian Government (unpublished).

Table C.

 SEQ Table \* ARABIC 15
Existence of gatekeeping mechanisms 
As at 30 June 2007

	Mechanisms to prevent non‑compliant proposals proceeding
	Cwlth
	NZa

	For proposals not compliant with 
	
	

	
regulatory impact assessment
	(
	(

	
quantitative compliance cost 
measurement 
	(
	(


a  Ministers may withhold a paper from submission to Cabinet where the RIS has been deemed inadequate.
Sources: Sub. 6, Survey responses from the Australian Government (unpublished).
Table C.

 SEQ Table \* ARABIC 16
Use and assessment of plain English drafting 
As at 30 June 2007

	
	Cwlth
	NZ

	Plain English drafting policy
	(
	(

	Independent assessment of plain English drafting
	(
	(


Sources: Sub. 6, Survey responses from the Australian Government (unpublished).
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