
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
AA Submission: Vehicle Equipment (Immobilisers) 
Amendment (Rule 32017/3)



AA Submission: Vehicle Equipment (Immobilisers) Amendment (Rule 32017/3) 

4 June 2008 
 
 
 
Immobilisers Amendment 
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WELLINGTON 
 
 
 
Dear Sir/Madam 
 

VEHICLE EQUIPMENT (IMMOBILISERS) AMENDMENT (Rule 32017/3) 
 
Introduction 
 
The New Zealand Automobile Association (NZAA) welcomes the opportunity to provide 
comment on the draft Vehicle Equipment (Immobilisers) Amendment Rule. 
 
As an organisation with a membership exceeding 1.2 million vehicle owners and drivers in New 
Zealand, close attention is given to any proposals that relate to vehicle compliance standards.  
 
We circulated details of the discussion document for comment to our 17 District Councils. The 
AA District Councils are representative of the membership and deal with policy issues. 
Feedback from our District Councils has been used to inform our submission which is detailed 
below. We hope that you find our submission helpful, and welcome the opportunity for further 
input.  
 
Comments on the draft Rule 
 
As the NZAA has noted in our comments on earlier discussion documents, the NZAA supports 
initiatives to reduce vehicle crime, including the requirement to fit vehicle immobilisers to all 
new or used light passenger vehicles at import (on the proviso that the owners are not required 
to maintain the immobiliser in good working condition, i.e. not subject to WoF inspections). We 
support the changes in the draft Rule regarding imposing an immobiliser standard, determining 
compliance, and vehicles subject to the requirement versus those proposed in the earlier 
mandatory vehicle immobilisation initiative consultation paper, all of which address our earlier 
comments on that paper.  
 
However, we are still concerned that the Rule will impose unnecessary costs on vehicle buyers 
who will not benefit from the mandatory immobiliser requirement. Given that it is now estimated 
that only 18% of post-2000 Japanese imports are fitted as standard with immobilisers, that 
equates to about 37,7001 imports per annum needing to be retro-fitted with immobilisers, at a 
total cost to consumers of $11m a year. Many of these vehicles will never be at risk of 
opportunistic theft, and like the WoVM initiative, it may be more effective to identify the most at-
risk vehicles for mandatory immobilisers than to target all light vehicles.  
It is acknowledged that the mandatory immobiliser initiative will not reduce opportunistic vehicle 
theft in the short term in any case, but that over time it will as more and more cars are fitted 
with them. But over time, more and more used Japanese-imports will be fitted with them as 
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approximately 46,000 were aged 8 years or less (82% non-compliance = 37,720).  
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standard, so all this initiative is doing is compressing this time period for additional cost, but 
without necessarily reducing vehicle theft in the short- to medium-term. 
 
Scope of proposed amendment Rule 
The NZAA supports the immobiliser amendment only applying to light vehicles less than eight 
years of age entering into service for the first time in NZ, which we suggested in our comments 
on the mandatory vehicle immobilisation initiative consultation paper last year. Likewise, we 
endorse the Rule not applying to motorsport vehicles, scratch-built vehicles and vehicles re-
entering service.  
 
Proposed alternatives for determining compliance 
The NZAA also endorses the proposed methods for determining compliance with the Rule. We 
consider these to be straightforward, simple to administer, non-invasive, and low cost (although 
the overview provides no explanation of the cost of ‘key reading’ devices to compliance 
agents).  
 
Retro-fitting of immobilisers 
Although we agree with the decision not to impose a minimum standard for all imported cars 
which have a pre-installed immobiliser, the NZAA does however consider that a standard 
should be applied for any immobilisers retro-fitted in NZ in order for a vehicle to comply with the 
Rule. We believe these should be the joint AS/NZS 4601 and AS/NZS 3749.1 standards. 
 
It is the NZAA’s opinion that such a minimum standard will ensure any retro-fitted immobilisers 
are fit for purpose and reduces the risk of failure from installing sub-standard models, and in 
addition, so that they may meet the standard required by insurers so that an owner is not 
subsequently obliged to fit another model. To that end, we suggest a list of compliant 
immobilisers be drawn up in consultation with the insurance industry, for various car makes and 
models based on their respective insurance risk.  
 
The overview also notes some of the risks arising from after-market immobiliser installations, 
and suggests that these can be minimised if the systems are installed by ‘suitably-trained 
technicians’. We concur, and suggest that any retrofitted immobiliser should be fitted by a 
certified installer to minimise the risk of failure or damage to engine management systems.    
 
Amendment Rule 
Turning to the Rule itself, we note clause 2.10(1) excludes motorsport vehicles, scratch-built 
vehicles and vehicles first registered outside NZ more than 8 years ago. However, despite the 
overview also noting the amendment does not apply to ‘vehicles re-entering service’, this is not 
specified in the clause. Therefore we suggest this category be added as subclause (d).  
 
We have no other comments on the wording of the amendment.   
 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
Mike Noon 
General Manager Motoring Affairs  
New Zealand Automobile Association Incorporated 


