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I want to thank the Minister and the members of the Committee for the opportunity to speak to the Motor Vehicle

Act.

I would like to begin by commending the work of all parties in the House and stakeholders in the community who

are well represented here today and the officials at Transportation and Infrastructure Renewal who have worked

very hard...for a long time...on this legislation.

The Canadian Federation of Independent Business or CFIB represents the interest of 5200 small- and medium-sized

businesses across Nova Scotia In all sectors of the economy.

Of all the challenges small business face, government red tape is consistently leading the way as an

irritant or barrier to growth. Its roots can be found in the myriad of regulations adopted over the years

by successive governments.

The Nova Scotia Motor Vehicle Act is a case study in how modernizing regulation can make life better

for both business and government. Adopted in the early 1900s when Halifax had street cars and Models

A's interacting with horses, the Act was amended 49 times over the years. It's not hard to see how

amending an antiquated framework to keep up with modern transportation need would present

challenges.

People become frustrated with governments because seemingly simple actions can often become

lengthy convoluted processes. It is tempting to put this at the feet of the public servants however they

are also often handcuffed by confusing, contradictory, poorly aligned rules and compliance

requirements.

Regardless of the efficiency of workers or better technology, as with the Motor Vehicle Act, there comes

a time when you need to stop fixing the jalopy with baling wire and duct tape...and get a new car. The

process of getting a new Act has been painfully slow, three successive governments over ten years have

worked to push this through, and finally the legislation will make it through province house in this

session.



What it means Is a fresh opportunity to develop modern regulations to achieve current policy objectives.

Today, my intent is to represent the interests of small business. The case has been made for the need for the new

Act...where the rubber meets the road, so to speak, is how it is implemented through regulation.

So, I have only one area of focus, and that is more on the road ahead, than the huge body of work already

completed.

I also to want to again encourage this government to continue to uphold its own policy on regulation in the

application of this legislation.

We all know regulation is necessary in any society. It provides the framework for social interaction and conducting

business. Business is well served by a clear and robust regulatory environment.

However, when regulation is excessively burdensome In time, cost, or complexity it becomes a drag on the

economy. We have seen this in past automobile registration and licensing paperwork...and the time and money it

has cost business to be in compliance. We're very pleased to note the government has heard automobile dealers

on this Issue and has adjusted its approach with this Act.

CFIB voiced strong support for the current government's Regulatory Accountability and Reporting Act which

established and provided authority for the Premiers' Charter of Governing Principles for Regulation.

Because there has been alignment on the intent of this effort, mirror legislation was passed in all four Atlantic

Provinces.

We've given ample credit to the Premier of Nova Scotia who has spearheaded this effort, gaining support from his

counterparts throughout the region. In fact, CFIB has gone so far as to present awards to Nova Scotia's Chief

Regulatory Officer and his staff for work in this area.

CFIB is supportive because we believe Nova Scotia, and all of Atlantic Canada, could create a better climate for

small business if it follows through on the principles outlined in the Premiers' Charter.

I want to remind all members of the committee of the principles articulated in the Premiers' Charter.

The preamble says;



"Regulation can distort markets, unduly burden citizens, businesses and governments, and impede economic

growth. Given this, regulation should never be an instrument of first resort, and should be deployed only when

necessary and where there is clearly no better policy alternative."

It goes on... In its Statement of Fundamental Intent on Regulation, the Charter says;

'The Government will regulate to achieve its policy objectives only;

•  having demonstrated that satisfactory outcomes cannot be achieved by alternative self-regulatory or non-

regulatory approaches;

•  where analysis of the costs and benefits demonstrates that the regulatory approach is superior by a clear

margin to alternative, self-regulatory or non-regulatory approaches;

•  where the regulation and the enforcement framework can be implemented in a fashion which is

demonstrably proportionate, accountable, consistent accessible, targeted and predictable...

...and...

•  Tbere is a general presumption that regulation should not impose costs and obligations on business, social

enterprises, individuals and community groups unless a robust and compelling case has been made to do

so."

It Is also our opinion the Charter got It right, in stating "when regulation Is being considered; a full range of

regulatory and non-regulatory instruments and options must be identified. (For example: do nothing; educate;

improve information sharing; use the market; use financial or other incentives; self-regulate; voluntary codes of

practice)"

And It goes on...

•  "regulation is shown to be clearly and demonstrably superior to other alternatives

•  other alternatives are shown not to be effective in achieving a satisfactory outcome

•  assessment of alternatives is based on best available evidence"

...the Charter continues and I will condense. In light of time constraints, and I want to highlight a couple of key

areas of concern. It states;

"Regulation should be accountable...



•  the costs and burdens of regulation are measurable

•  the impact of regulation is assessed before it is adopted and outcomes are monitored afterward

Regulation should be accessible and easy to comply with...

•  regulation does not introduce unnecessary complexity by duplicating legislation or conflicting or

overlapping with other regulations, requirements or forms already in place"

And finally, any regulation brought forth under this Act should consider economic impact...

As the Charter prescribes, "Regulation should;

•  promote a fair and competitive market economy"

...and most significantly...

•  "presume the measured cost or burden of new regulation is at least offset by a reduction in the cost or

burden of existing regulation"

In this circumstance, a case is clearly being made for a new regulatory framework around motor vehicles and we

are supportive of it policy goals. In fact, if done properly, this could be a case study for other governments looking

to streamline regulatory processes not only for business and citizens, but for the smoother operation of the

machinery of government. All opportunities should be examined to look for efficiencies and cost reduction in the

delivery of service.

During his first term in government the Premier noted he wished, "to make Nova Scotia the best regulatory

environment In Canada".

We hope those responsible will take this opportunity to build a robust and efficient regulatory environment for all

people in Nova Scotia.


