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Dear Jonathan 
 

Proposed changes to definitions of vehicle types and weight bands 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the discussion paper proposing changes to the 
Road User Charges regulations in respect of vehicle type definitions and weight bands. 
 
The NZ Automobile Association (NZAA) supports both the changes proposed: to create an 
additional weight band for vehicle Type 1; and create separate ‘vintage’ vehicle types in Type 
2, 6 and 14. 
 
We have no additional comments on the first proposal, but for the second proposal we suggest 
that the issue of including non-commercial use in the definition can simply be addressed by 
enforcement and penalties. If a ‘vintage’ Type 2, 6 or 14 vehicle is found to be operating in a 
commercial service, then the operator should be subject to the applicable penalties, either for 
having an incorrect RUC licence, or if they are not a licensed transport operator, then for 
offences under the Land Transport Act. This should act as a sufficient disincentive to prevent 
abuse of the system – provided enforcement of RUC compliance is adequate as provided for 
within the funding model. 
 
While these proposals may help address anomalies affecting certain heavy Type 1 vehicles 
and heavy vintage vehicles, there will inevitably be other vehicle sub-classes that continue to 
be disadvantaged by the new RUC system. The NZAA reiterates that we consider the MoT 
needs to develop a robust and transparent exemption regime to allow commercial and non-
commercial owners alike to nominate weights or de-rate their vehicles to a lower operating 
weight, for those vehicle owners who continue to face inequitable RUC fees under the new 
weight bands. 
  
The NZAA commends the MoT for developing these changes to the new RUC system to 
address issues that have been raised by affected vehicle owners. While we support the 
changes, we are somewhat bemused that the inequalities faced by small groups of vehicle 
owners with the new RUC system have prompted MoT to propose revisions to the regulations, 
when the inequalities faced by the majority of RUC licence purchasers – the owners of some 
217,000 light vehicles under 3.5 tonnes – remain unaddressed. We would expect that many 
more owners of light diesel vehicles have complained to the MoT and Ministers about the 
inequality of the RUC system and rate increases, as have various representative groups. 
 
We consider this discussion paper is a missed opportunity to introduce an additional weight 
band for vehicle Type 1, not just for RUC weights above 9 tonnes as proposed, but also RUC 
weights below 2 tonnes. 
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We reiterate comments made by the NZAA in previous submissions on RUC policy and 
regulations: that following the introduction of the new RUC system in August 2012, owners of 
light diesel vehicles (predominantly in private use) are being overcharged for RUC fees as the 
rates assume they are laden when in reality few light diesel vehicles are, if ever. We’d contend 
that the RUC rates should reflect the practical operating weights of light vehicles. If it is good 
enough to review the rates for a handful of owners of heavy vintage vehicles not in commercial 
use and Type 1 agricultural vehicles over 9 tonnes, then surely the grounds for reviewing the 
rates for vehicles under 3.5 tonnes is overwhelming? 
 
 
Yours sincerely 

 
 
Mark Stockdale 
Principle Advisor – Regulations  
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 


