





About NZIER

NZIER is a specialist consulting firm that uses applied economic research and analysis to
provide a wide range of strategic advice to clients in the public and private sectprs', > e
throughout New Zealand and Australia, and further afield. e \ N & 2 P
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These reviews are the basis of NZIER's wider offerings sup@qft,ﬂgg_ggntral and local 9

government agencies seeking to improve the quality of tﬁe\\a@tcewf)ur capabi}{w;e\)‘ft‘brids
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Our aim is to be the premier centre of apphe‘t{écbno)hjc researplﬁrf’NewZe\alarrid We pride
ourselves on our reputation for mde,pénde\nce, aqd\de’lwermg\qggllt?\@r\alymf in the right
form, and at the right time, for our c\‘iﬂNtRW@eﬁsure q;mllty ’m;o‘ug\h teamwaork on
individual projects, critical rewe\h\at |n\tema1»§em|nars \and\by\peEr‘réwew at various stages
through a project by a semor~§taff Mé‘m‘ber othemfi\ethqg m\mlyéd in the project.

Each year NZIER dewtesgesourques to undeﬂ’ake ar)_igl hqélgafreely available economic

research and thl@kufgzwnad\af promoynga fter unfderstandmg of New Zealand's
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Registered office: Level 13, Willeston House, 22-28 Willeston 5t | PO Box 3479, Wellington 6140
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© NZ Institute of Economic Research (Inc). Cover image @ NZIER
NZIER's standard terms of engagement for cantract research can be found at www.nzier.org.nz.

While NZIER will use all reasonable endeavours in undertaking contract research and producing reparts to ensure the information is as
accurate as practicable, the Institute, its contributars, employees, and Board shall not be liable (whether in cantract, tort (including
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C.7 Accessible Streets Regulatory Package: Public Consultation

Overall assessment

A tidy aide-mémoire, on a Ministry of Transport (Transport) Cabinet paper and public
consultation document,
Adds weight by arguing from both a Seniors portfolio and Office for Disabilit%fgg DI)
25 viewpoint. h
Best practice in second opinion advice is to use data. Give the Ministe
the Cabinet discussion - provide more evidence, back up assertions'a
propose 10 km/h, &

Clear purpose,

Good practice Advises intent of the Accessible Streets pack
consultation document.

Areas for
improvement

Analysis; Is clear, logical and informed by evidenca

Gives history of disc ssi B ‘
Al LW
50N0

o
némoire makes assurﬂﬁ_‘ . appear-emotive because they are not backed up. Give
h many accidents have occurred on footpaths, broken

0 (qd}?e and statistics] suc
Areas for nto.seniors and disa lgd\pxy)pl if you can.

Good practice

improvement
; f h on footpaths but why propose 10 km/h? Any research or

ypo page 3, ‘seed’ should read ‘speed’.

guing argument with facts as well as objectives and claims.
\> ide the Minister with talking points.
T
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Overall assessment

2.5 Sharp and clear recommendations.

Lacks clear problem definition, which sets the paper off on the wrong foot. { AN
problem definition and objectives (;7 \%
Context; Explains why the decision-maker is getting this and where it fits _ \ ﬁ
Good practice \\\:_//

Areas for
improvement

Analysis: Is clear, logical and informed by evidence

References previous briefings.

Good practice Helpfully advises current worl

Areas for
improvement
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' Clear next steps.

* Smart forward thinking t SZVERAIO AN
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C.31  Achieving economic and social outcomes through Government
procurement

Overall assessment

Useful briefing ahead of an SWC meeting. It's very clear about the advice and wha are
recommending the Minister to do at the meeting, i.e. support the proposal, an 50,

4 questions.
The paper could be clearer upfront about why you are proposing the Mini te%q
proposal. It's in there — it just takes a bit of digging in other parts of the paper

-
DS

Not clear from this paper about the date of the meeting

Context: Explains why the decision-maker s getting this and where it fits

A briefing for an item at Cabinet Committee.

Good practice

Areas for
improvement

Analysis: Is clear, logical and informed by evidence

Clearly a good deal of thought has

Goog practice intricacies of it. This is clearly spelt

Not clear why you supportl
section, and in the b

‘ré:elling/h%u% Iy both in the key issues
2N e

Z\%\gmples would ; amples where other priorities are sought
r

Areas for
improvement

ent,/e.g. health a nmental outcomes.

Advice: Engages the decisicn-maker and tells the full story

er. Some could be re-written a little, so they are more
fie penultimate one. It could be just framed as a question not a

Hints at some next steps.

reas for
rovement
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