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We are currently testing high-level initial opportunities for improvement with agencies, and 
agency secondees are contributing to further developing our analysis to ensure any options are 
robust.  

This week the team have met with several economic consultancy firms to discuss the Request for 
Quote we sent out for targeted quantitative economic advice. Quotes are due Monday, and we 
look forward to seeing what they provide us. 

Contact: Tony Clark, Acting Agriculture and Horticulture Products Review Lead. Ph.  

Early Childhood Education Regulatory Review  
For information 

Following the advice we provided last week, the ECE team will deliver a series of outputs outlined 
below to keep you informed of the progress on the review.  

• Direct engagement update (20 September) 

• Summary of all engagement -direct and indirect (October) 

• Initial findings on licencing criteria (October) 

• Initial findings and recommendations (November) 

• Draft report (December) 

Analysis of direct engagement on the ECE review is complete and an update has been provided to 
you in a briefing. Analysis of indirect engagement is continuing, and we will provide a summary of 
themes to you in early October. 

The Review is continuing its lines of inquiry on issues identified with the current regulatory 
system, preparing initial findings and recommendations to be tested with the Ministry of 
Education and Education Review Office. 

Contact: Justine Fitzmaurice, Project Manager, Early Childhood Education Review. Ph.  

Fast Track Approvals Bill – listed projects 
For information 

Minister Bishop, Minister for RMA Reform, is preparing a paper to seek Cabinet agreement to the 
projects to be listed in the Fast Track Approvals Bill. We understand the paper is scheduled to be 
considered at Cabinet Economic Policy Committee on 25 September. 

An advisory group has prepared a report which analyses which projects should be listed in 
Schedules 2A and 2B of the Bill through an amendment paper. Projects listed in Schedule 2A are 
subject to an expedited fast track process, as they are automatically referred to the Expert 
Advisory Group for consideration (rather than needing to be referred by Ministers). In comparison, 
Schedule 2B projects are those which are determined to have significant national or regional 
benefits, and still require referral by Ministers. Listing in either schedule does not mean that the 
proposal will ultimately be approved for fast tracking, as for example, expert panel(s) would still 
need to assess whether the project should be approved. 
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As the listed projects are being included in primary legislation, Cabinet’s impact analysis 
requirements are triggered. We explored whether the Advisory Group’s report substantively 
duplicated the material in a RIS. However, we determined the report did not contain sufficient 
information (comparable with a RIS) on the costs, benefits, and risks of listing the projects either 
at a high level (across all the projects) or a more specific level (for each category of project). 
Likewise, we determined that the earlier supplementary analysis report which was prepared on 
the overall Fast Track Approvals Bill did not substitute for impact analysis to support this paper.  

The Ministry of Business, Innovation and Employment and the Ministry for the Environment have 
been unable to prepare impact analysis in the time available. Therefore, the Cabinet paper will 
not be compliant with the impact analysis requirements. We have waived the normal 
requirement for supplementary analysis, on the basis that it will not support future Cabinet 
decisions and the listed projects would soon progress to the next stage of the fast-tracking 
process. However, we are exploring with the two agencies whether a post-implementation review 
could be undertaken on the wider Fast Track Approvals regime in future. 

Contact: Andrew Royle, Policy Lead. Ph.s9(2)(a)
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Draft Cabinet paper consultations 
S9(2)(f)(iv)
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