
  

 
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

AA Submission: Vehicle Confiscation and Seizure Bill  
(3 July 2009)



 

AA Submission: Vehicle Confiscation and Seizure Bill 

 

2 

3 July 2009 
 
 
 
Clerk of the Committee 
Transport and Industrial Relations Committee 
Select Committee Office 
Parliament Buildings 
WELLINGTON 
 
 
 
Dear Sir/Madam 
 

Submission to 

TRANSPORT and INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS SELECT COMMITTEE 

on the 

VEHICLE CONFISCATION AND SEIZURE BILL 

 
Introduction 

 
This submission is from the New Zealand Automobile Association (NZAA). We 

wish to appear before the committee to speak to our submission. Our contact 

details are: 

Contact person: Mike Noon 
Daytime phone: 04-931-9984 or 021-659-704 
Address:  Level 7, 342-352 Lambton Quay, Wellington 

 Email:  mnoon@aa.co.nz 
 

The NZAA is an incorporated society with over 1.2 million members. It 

represents the interests of road users who collectively pay over $2 billion in 

taxes each year through fuels excise, road user charges and GST. 

 

As road users, our Members have an interest in proposals in the Bill to reduce 

traffic offending by strengthening the powers of the courts to confiscate vehicles 

used in illegal street racing or other anti-social behaviour, and to strengthen 

provisions to seize motor vehicles to enforce the collection of unpaid fines 

incurred by committing such offending. 

 

We circulated details of the Bill for comment to our 17 elected District Councils. 

The AA District Councils are representative of the membership and deal with 
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policy issues. A summary of the feedback from our District Councils is provided 

below.  

 

Please note our comments should be read in conjunction with our submission 

on the Land Transport (Enforcement Powers) Amendment Bill (attached). 

 

Executive Summary 

 

The NZAA supports the provisions in the Bill in the interests of road safety. We 

consider this Bill will close loopholes in the existing Land Transport Act relating 

to vehicle seizure and impoundment for certain offences.  

 

However, the NZAA does not favour crushing of vehicles which is a draconian 

measure and motivated by revenge, although we acknowledge the number of 

vehicles likely to be crushed under the Act will be low. 

 

According to a survey we undertook of AA Members in March 2009, 65% 

support permanent vehicle confiscation for repeat offenders but only 11% 

support crushing cars. 

 

The NZAA has a broad-based membership, and in general the views of our 

Members can be taken to be representative of the views of the population at 

large. 

 

Further, we note that the confiscation orders only apply to repeat offences 

committed in the same vehicle, whereas offenders may have access to a range 

of cars and so could continue to offend repeatedly. This may also have the 

perverse outcome of encouraging more car theft in order for offenders to avoid 

having their own cars confiscated. 

 

We address the relevant sections more fully below. 
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Part 1: Amendments to Sentencing Act 2002 

1. The NZAA cautiously welcomes proposals to authorise the confiscation of 

vehicles an offender does not own, but where a third party owner has been 

warned about the consequences of the offender continuing to offend in it. 

While we are sympathetic to owners who were not actually driving the car 

when the offending occurred, owners have a responsibility to ensure the 

vehicle is used responsibly. In our view the Bill provides sufficient grounds 

for appealing a confiscation order, such as undue hardship or where the 

owner took reasonable steps to prevent the offence. 

 

2. We acknowledge the concerns that third party owners such as finance 

companies may have in regard to these proposals. We also consider these 

proposals may make finance companies more circumspect when it comes to 

financing certain clients into certain types of cars in the future. Some have a 

view that this may have positive benefits for road safety by restricting high-

risk young drivers’ access to performance vehicles, but equally it could be 

prejudicial to responsible young owners of performance vehicles.  

 

3. A particular concern not recognised in the Bill’s explanatory note is 

secondary creditors, other than the primary finance company, who do not 

have a financial interest in the car per se, but may have an interest in 

accessories such as wheel rims or car stereo equipment. Under the Bill they 

will not be notified that the car and its accessories are at risk of 

impoundment or even crushing due to offending.  

 

4. Overall, we consider it is up to the finance industry to raise these concerns, 

and the NZAA’s submission reflects the views of our Members who we 

consider will not be unduly harmed by these proposals.  

 
5. The NZAA also supports Clause 11 of the Bill, to overcome current 

loopholes in the principle Act whereby a vehicle involved in an offence could 

not be impounded if the offender subsequently disposed of it. We agree that 

if a court is not satisfied that the disposition was made in good faith, the 

confiscation order should apply. 
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Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
 
Mike Noon 
General Manager Motoring Affairs  
NZ Automobile Association Incorporated  

 


