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Appendix A
Summary  
of Questions 

Are there any other issues that may be of concern to victims?Q1	

Should crime victims receive greater entitlements to compensation for Q2	
personal injury than other accident victims? Why? If so, how much more 
compensation is required and for what type of loss?

Should any additional entitlements be administered by the accident Q3	
compensation scheme, a stand-alone tribunal, or under a hybrid 
scheme?

Should improvements be made to the processes for delivering Q4	
compensation to victims under the accident compensation scheme  
(see paragraph 4.21)? If so, what improvements could be made?

Do you agree there should be some exception to the rule that mental Q5	
injury alone is not compensated? Why?

If so, which option do you consider to be appropriate?Q6	

If option 2, is appropriate which crimes do you consider cause mental Q7	
injury so as to warrant their inclusion in an expanded Schedule 3?

Should state-funded trauma counselling be available? Why?Q8	

If so, for what category of crime victims and under what circumstances?Q9	

Should the fines enforcement regimes under the Summary Proceedings Q10	
Act 1957 and the Crimes Act 1961 be brought into line?

Can the systems for recovering reparation from offenders be improved? Q11	
If so, how?

Should there be a state-advances reparation scheme? Why?Q12	
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If so, should it cover both insured and uninsured loss, or uninsured  Q13	
loss only? 

Should there be a state-funded reparation scheme? Why? Q14	

Should consideration be given to an examination of the feasibility of  Q15	
a compulsory insurance scheme for property loss or damage caused  
by offending? 

Is the funding and coverage of the existing special assessment  Q16	
schemes adequate?

Is there a need for additional special assistance schemes, and if so, what Q17	
schemes and to whom should they apply?

Should a levy be imposed on offenders? Why?Q18	

If so, on what categories of offenders should it be imposed? For Q19	
example, should it be imposed on traffic offenders, including those who 
commit infringement offences? Should it be imposed on offenders 
sentenced to imprisonment?

Should a levy take priority over reparation and/or fines? Why?Q20	

What should the money raised be used for? Do you agree with the Q21	
Commission’s view that it should be paid into the consolidated fund 
rather than an earmarked pool?
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Appendix B
Imposition and 
Resolution of Fines  
and Reparation

The information provided by the Ministry of Justice, and set out below, presents 
the number of all impositions (fines and reparation) imposed, the number of 
reparation sentences imposed, and their resolution rate. The graph compares the 
resolution rate of impositions generally, with that of reparation orders.  
It indicates that the rate of collection of reparation is roughly analogous with 
that of the collection of all impositions. However, while fines are often remitted, 
this rarely happens with reparation, which may indicate that the resolution rate 
for sentences of reparation is higher than that of fines.

For each period, “Age of Fine” also relates to the financial year the reparation 
order or fine was imposed. “Less than one year” means the reparation order or 
fine was imposed in the 2008 financial year, “1 to 2 years” is the 2007 financial 
year, and “9 to 10 years” is the 1999 financial year.

Table 1: Resolution Rate of All Impositions

All impositions (including reparation)

Age of Fine
Number of Fines 
Imposed 

Number of Fines 
outstanding 

Resolution Rate

Less than 1 year 1,163,737 789,621 32.37%

1 to 2 years 1,138,848 496,524 56.52%

2 to 3 years 1,069,754 343,878 68.06%

3 to 4 years 1,068,134 260,898 75.66%

4 to 5 years 1,072,929 197,996 81.62%

5 to 6 years 903,227 124,366 86.16%

6 to 7 years 807,292 84,981 89.43%

7 to 8 years 710,386 56,912 92.00%

8 to 9 years 643,757 43,590 93.29%

9 to 10 years 684,478 42,744 93.77%
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Table 2: Resolution of Reparation Orders

Reparation

Age of Fine
Number of Reparation 
Orders Imposed

Number of Reparation 
Orders Outstanding

Resolution Rate

Less than 1 year 21,557 13,928 35.39%

1 to 2 years 20,269 9,171 54.75%

2 to 3 years 19,009 6,425 66.20%

3 to 4 years 18,173 5,079 72.05%

4 to 5 years 17,354 3,733 78.49%

5 to 6 years 16,585 2,782 83.23%

6 to 7 years 13,536 1,801 86.69%

7 to 8 years 14,785 1,610 89.11%

8 to 9 years 14,286 1,058 92.59%

9 to 10 years 15,645 1,051 93.28%

GRAPH:  RESOLUT ION RATE  OF  REPARAT ION COMPARED 
TO RESOLUT ION RATE  OF  ALL  IMPOS IT IONS
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