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MELBOURNE OFFICE OF THE REGISTRY
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Appellants
10 - and -
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-and -
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Act 1985)
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MEDICAL PANEL (Constituted by
Dr Stephen Jensen, Mr Kevin Siu and

Mr John Bourke)
Third Respondent
APPELLANTS SUBMISSIONS
30
Part I — Certification for publication on the Internet:
1. The appellants certify that these submissions, and the chronology, are in a form suitable

for publication on the Internet.

Part II — Concise statement of the issues the appeal presents:
2. The appeal presents the following issues —

{a) what is the content of the obligation of 2 Medical Panel under s 68 of the Accident

Compensation Act 1985 (Vic) (the Act) to give reasons for its opinion;
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(b) did the Court of Appeal correctly interpret s 68(4) of the Act having regard to the
decision of this Court in Mawrice Blackbura Cashman v Brown (2011) 242 CLR 647;

and

() do inadequate reasons for an opinion of a Medical Panel constitute a ground for

quashing the opinton for error of law on the face of the record?

Part III — s 75B of the Judiciary Act 1903:

3.

The appellants consider that no notice should be given under section 78B of the Judiciary

Ast 1903 (Cth).

Part IV — Decisions at first instance and on appeal:

10 4

Neither the reasons for judgment of the primary judge, nor the reasons for judgment of
the Coutt of Appeal, have been reported in authorised reports. The medium neutral and

other citations for the decisions are as follows:
() Kocak v Wingfoor Australia Partuers Pty Litd & Ors [2011] VSC 285; and

(b) Kocak v Wingfoor Australia Partners Pty Ltd & Ors [2012] VSCA 259; (2012) 295
ALR 730.

Part V — Relevant facts:

5.

6.
20

7.

8.
30

In 1992 the appellants, trading as South Pacific Tyres (the Employers), employed the

first respondent (the Worker), initially as a cureman, and later as a serviceman.

The Worker alleges that on 16 October 1996 he suffered a neck injury while pulling a
heavy spool of rubber at work. He was put on light duties until January 1997.

The Worker alleges that on 8 May 2000 he suffered a major injury to his lower back,
again while at work. Although he initially returned to work on light duties, he ceased
work in March 2001 and has not worked since. The Worker submitted a WorkCover
claim for statutory compensation payments under the Act in respect of his lower back
mjury, which claim was accepted. In 2007 the Worker commenced a proceeding in the
Common Law Division of the Supreme Court of Victoria, seeking damages in respect of

that injury. That proceeding is still pending,

The Wotker alleges that in March 2009 he developed more significant pain in his neck.
He was admitted to hospital. His neurosurgeon recommended surgery and sought

acceptance of hability for statutory compensation for treatment expenses (surgery and an
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orthopaedic bed) by reference to the claim for compensation for the May 2000 lower
back injury. Liability was dented on the basis that the Worker’s neck complaint was not

related to the May 2000 injury.

In May 2009 the Worker submitted a new WorkCover claim, on the basis that his neck
condition was related to the neck injury he alleged he sustained 10 October 1996. Liability
was denied on 20 May 2009 and, on 29 June 2009, a conciliation officer certified that

conciliation had failed to resolve the matter.

In November 2009 the Worker commenced two proceedings in the County Court of
Victoria relating to the injury to the neck alleged to have occurred on 16 October 1996:
one seeking (among other things) leave to bring common law proceedings pursuant to
135A(#)(b) of the Act, and the other seeking a declaration of entitlement to medical or

like expenses pursuant to s 99 of the Act.

On 2 February 2010 the s99 compensation proceeding was transferred to the
Magistrates” Court. On 8 June 2010, at the Employers® request, the Magistrates’ Court
referred three medical questions to a Medical Panel for determination pursuant to
s 45(1)(b) of the Act. On 26 August 2010, the Medical Panel gave written notice of its
opinion pursuant to s 68 of the Act, together with a statement of reasons. The medical

questions, and the Medical Panel’s opinion in tespect of each, were as follows:

Question1 What is the pature of the [Wotker’s] neck/cervical spine condition
relevant to the alleged neck/cetvical spine injury?

Answer The Panel is of the opinion that the [Worket] is suffering from chronic
mechanical left cervical spine dysfunction with referred pain to the left
shoulder girdle and upper limb, in the absence of objective signs of
radiculopathy, on a background of radtological changes of multilevel
degeneration and a left C5-6 disc prolapse, but this condition is not
relevant to any alleged neck/cervical spine injury.

Question2 Was the [Worker’s] employment with the [Employers] on 16
October 1996 a significant conttibuting factor to his alleged
neck/cervical spine injury?

Answer The Panel is of the opinion that the [Worker’s] employment with the
[Employers] on 16 October 1996 was in fact a significant contributing
factor to a now resolved soft tissue injury to the neck, but was not in fact
and could not possibly have been a significant contributing factor to any
clatmed recurrence, aggravation, acceleration, exacerbation or
deterioration of any pre-existing neck or cervical spine condition, in any
way.

Question3 What is the extent to which any neck/cetvical spine condition
results from or is materially contributed to by the [Wotker’s] alleged
neck/cervical spine injury on 16 October 19967
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Answer The Panel is of the opinion that the [Worker’s] current neck/cervical spine
condition does not result from, nor is it materially contributed to by the
[Worker’s] alleged neck/cervical spine injury of 16 October 1996.

On 20 September 2010 the Worker’s solicitors returned to the Employers’ solicitors a
signed minute of consent orders, providing (among other things) that the Magistrates’
Court adopt the Medical Panel’s opinion dated 15 August 2010 and that the proceeding
be dismissed. Otders in those terms were formally made in the Magistrates’ Court on

29 September 2010.

On 3 November 2010, at the commencement of the hearing of the Worker’s application
in the County Court for leave to bring a damages proceeding, the Employers’ counsel
foreshadowed that the Employers would contend that the County Court was bound by
the Medical Panel opinion, either by virtue of s 68(4) of the Act, or on the basis that the
Magistrates’ Court consent order gave rise to a common law issue estoppel which
precluded the Worker from arguing that his cervical spine disorder was related to the
October 1996 neck injury. The hearing of the application was adjourned, and is now

listed for heating on 11 September 2013.

On 29 November 2010 the Worker commenced the judicial review proceeding in the
Supreme Court of Victoria which is the subject of this appeal. The Worker sought an
order in the nature of certiorari to quash the Medical Panel opinion on the ground that
the Medical Panel had erred in law, including by failing to give adequate reasons for its
opinion. The primary judge refused the claim for certiorari, for reasons including that the

Medical Panel’s reasons were not inadequate.

The Worker successfully appealed the decision of the primary judge. The Court of Appeal

concluded as follows, at [2} ~
(=) the reasons were inadequate and the appeal should be allowed,

(b the Panel’s failure to give adequate reasons constituted an error of law on the face

of the record;

() certiorart 1s an avaiable remedy in the circumstances; and
(d) there is utility in granting certiorari because:
(0 perforce of s 68(4) of the Act, the Panel’s opinion must be accepted and

adopted by the County Court in the [Worker’s] serious injury application;

and
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(if) an earlier Magistrates’ Court otder that adopted and applied the Panel’s
opinion (also petforce of s 68(4) of the Act) on the [Worker’s] application
for a declaration of entitlement to medical or like expenses for the same

injury, is capable of creating an issue estoppel in the sericus injury

application.

The Court of Appeal made an order in the nature of certiorari quashing the Medical
Panel’s opinion and directing that the questions the subject of the opinion be referred to

a differently constituted Medical Panel for re-determination.

Part VI — Argument

10 The obligation to give reasons

17.

20 18

19

The Court of Appeal erred at [47] to [50] in its formulation of the content of the
obligation of a Medical Panel to give reasons for its opinion. The standard that the Court
of Appeal has imposed on Medical Panels is tantamount to a judicial standard of reasons.

That conclusion follows from the penultimate sentence of paragraph [47] —

Accordingly, just as judges who decide serious injury applications must give reasons
sufficient to explaia their path of reasoning — from the evidence to the facts and from
the facts to their conclusions — so too we think must Medical Panels, on whose opinions
the whole exercise may now rest.!

The obligation of a Medical Panel to give reasons for its opinion is statutory, and is
derived from ss 68(2) and (3) of the Act. There is no express support in the Act for the
content of the obligation to give reasons identified by the Court of Appeal at [47] to {50].
There are no provisions of the Act, or any other applicable legislation, that correspond to
the express requirements of some Commonwealth legislation, such as s 25D of the Aer

Interpretation Act 1901 (Cth)’, the language of which the Court of Appeal at [48] of its

reasons appears to have picked up and mmported into its formulation of the obligation of

a Medical Panel to give reasons under the Act.

There were four steps in the Court of Appeal’s reasoning at [47] —

! The Court of Appeal cited Re Croser; Ex parte Rutherford [2001] WASCA 422, [66]-[68] (Olsson AUJ).

n

See: Administrative Decisions (Judicdal Review) Aet 1977 (Crh), s 13(1); Administrative Appeats Tribunal Aw 1975 (Cth), s 28(1);

Migration Aet 1958 (Cth), s 430(1). And sce also: Visterian Civil and Adwinistrative Tribunal Ast 1998 (Vic), s 46(2); Administrative
Dedsions Teibunal Act 1997 (NSWY, 5 493); At Interpreration Aet 1954 (QId), s 27B; Judicial Review Act 1297 (Qld), s 3
(“ceasons™), s 34; Judical Review At 2000 (T'as), s 3 (“reasons”™), s 31; Adwinistrative Dedsions (Judivial Review} Act 1989 (ACT), s 2
(“statement of reasons™), s 13; Legislation Aot 2001 (ACT), s 179.
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(a) serious injury applications now stand to be determined on the basis of Medical

Panel opinions which judges are bound to accept;

(b) judges who decide serious injury applications must give reasons sufficient to
explain their path of reasoning — from the evidence to the facts and from the

facts to their conclusions;

(©) Medical Panels, on whose opinions the whole exercise may now rest should give

such reasons; and

(d) if that is the standard to be required for some opinions, then consistency and

conventence requite that it be so for all of them.

The starting point is the Court of Appeal’s statement in [47)] that, “In effect, serious injury
applications now stand to be determined on the basis of Medical Panel Opinions which
judges are bound to accept”. That statement is to be informed by the Court of Appeal’s
statement at [45] that Medical Panel opinions are, “binding on all courts and tribunals in
relation to all matters and questions arising under or out of the Act, and thus in effect
fare] binding upon the keeper of the gateway to common law proceedings”. Those
statements were the product of the Court’s erroneous conclusion at [28] that this Court’s
deciston in Mawrice Blackburn Casbman v Brown (2011) 242 CLR 647 did not preserve the
Court of Appeal’s earlier decision in Pape v W S Walker & Sons Pty Ltd’ (Pope v Walker).

Maurice Blackburn Cashman v Brown (2011) 242 CLR 647

21

22,

The Court of Appeal erred at [28] in its construction of s 68(4) of the Act in holding that
in Manrice Blackburn Cashman » Brows' there had been a “re-interpretation” of s 68(4), so
that a Medical Panel opinion obtained for statutory compensation purposes is binding on
a court hearing an application for leave to bring a damages proceeding, with the
consequence that the Court of Appeal’s decision to the contrary 1n Pope v Walker does not

survive,

Pope v Walker concerned an application under s 134AB(16)(b) of the Act for leave to
bring a damages proceeding in respect of an injury arising out of or in the course of, or due
to the nature of, employment on or after 20 October 1999. By parity of reasoning, the
construction of s 68(4) adopted in Pape » Walker should apply also to an application under

s 135A(4)(b) of the Act to bring a damages proceeding in respect of an injury arising out of

3 (2006) 14 VR 435.
4 (2011) 242 CLR 647.
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or in the course of, or due to the nature of, employment before 12 November 1997, which
was the application that the Worker had brought in the County Coutt that is referred to in

the Court of Appeal’s reasons in this proceeding.

Before the Court of Appeal, the Employers and the Worker submitted that the Court of

Appeal should continue to follow Pope » Walker. There was no submission to the

contrary.

In Manrice Blackburn Cashman v Brown, this Court held that the opening words of s 68(4) of
the Act are to be read as, “[Flor the purposes of determining any question or matter
arising under or for the purposes of the Acf”. The Court of Appeal effectively treated this

passage as if it constituted the text of the section.

Questions raised by the application of legislation can only be answered by first giving
close attention to the relevant provisions®. Reference to decided cases (and in particular to
expressions used in decided cases to explain the application of a provision to patticular
facts and circumstances) may serve only to “mask” the nature of the task of applying the

provision in a different case’.

Here, the Court of Appeal (having failed itself to construe s 68(4) on its terms) allowed
the statements of this Court in Mawrice Blackburn Cashman v Brown to mask, or even
supplant, the language of s 63(4) without having regard to the confined nature of the
question in issue in that case. The observations of the Privy Council in Odgen Industries Pty

Ltd v Lucas® are apposite in this regard —

[fln a common law system of jurisprudence which depends largely upon judicial
precedent and the earlier pronouncements of judges, the greatest possible care must be
taken to relate the observation of a judge to the precise issues before him and to confine
such observations, even though expressed in broad terms, to the general compass of the
facts before him, unless he makes it clear that he intended his remarks to have a wider
ambit. It is not possible for judges always to express their judgments so as to exclude
entirely the risk that in some subsequent case their language may be misapplied and
any attempt at such perfecton of expression could only lead to the opposite result of
uncertainty or even obscurity as regards the case in hand.

These general principles aze particularly important when questions of construction of
statutes ate in issue,

5 (2011) 242 CLR 647 at 660 [34] (emphasis in orginal). Note that this Court in Manrice Blackburu Cashman v Brown considered
s 68(4) pror to the 2010 amendments to s 68(2) and (3); there was no amendment to s 68(4). The appellants submit that
nothing tutas on this.

& Shi v Migratien Agents Registration Antherity (2008) 235 CLR 286 at 311 per Hayne and Fleydon }] and the authorities cited in fn
(96) therein.

T 85 v Migration Agents Registratton Anthority [2008] 235 CLR 286 at 311 per Fayne and Heydon J] 3 Marsball v Director-General,
Department of Trangpers {2001} 205 CLR 603 at 632 - 633 per Mctiugh §; Odgen Industizer Péy Ltd v Lucas [1970] AC 113 at 127 per

Laotd Upjchn (for the Board), recently cited in Barnd » R (2012) CLR 469 at 476 [14] fn (24) per French CJ, Hayne, Crennan,
Kiefel and Bell J).

§§1970] AC 113 at 127 per Lord Upjohn {for the Board).
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It is quite clear that judicial statements as to the construction and intention of an Act
must never be allowed to supplant or supersede its proper construction and coutts must
beware of falling into the error of treating the law to be that laid down by the judge in
consttuing the Act rather than found in the words of the Act itself.

No deubt a decision on particular words binds inferior courts on the construction of
those words on similar facts but beyond that the observations of judges on the
construction of statutes may be of the greatest help and guidance but are entitled to no
more than tespect and cannot absolve the court from its duty of exercising an
independent judgment.

The issue in Maurice Blackburn Cashman v Brown was whether a Medical Panel opinion
given pursuant to a reference under s 104B(9) of the Act was binding on a court heating a
common law damages proceeding (that is, a proceeding that was outside the Act). The
Court was not required to determine whether by operation of s 68(4) a2 Medical Panel
opinion obtained for one purpose under the Act (e.g. statutory compensation) was
binding on a court hearing an application with a different purpose under the Act (e.g. an
application for leave to commence a damages proceeding). That latter issue had been
resolved by the Court of Appeal in Pope v Walker, which held that 2 Medical Panel
opinion obtained for a statutory compensation purpose was not binding on a court
hearing an application under s 134AB(16)(b) of the Act for leave to bring a damages
proceeding.

In that case, the primary judge had considered himself bound to adopt a literal
interpretation of the s 68(4) prescription that 2 Medical Panel opinion must be, “accepted
as final and conclusive by any court, body or person irrespective of who referred the
medical question” (emphasis added). That approach was rejected on appeal. Having
considered at some length the history of s 68(4) of the Act’, including in particular the
2000 amendments by which s 134AB was introduced, Eames JA (Neave JA and Bell AJA

agreeing) held that s 68(4) had to be read down to give effect to Parliament’s intention —'

In my view, the word “any” [in s 63(4)] cannot be intespreted literally, because to do so would give
the provision unlimited operation, which could not have been intended.

The [post-2000] amended provisions lead no support for the conclusion that Medical Panel
opinicns obtained under the quite distinct procedure under s 45(1), and for the quite distinet
purpose of a statutory benefits dispute, would equally have final and conclusive effect in a
s 134AB proceeding. To read that conclusion into the broad words of s 68(4) would be to ignore
the distinction between s 134AB proceedings and those conceraed with statutory benefits disputes
which the legislation implicitly, if not expressly, acknowledges.

?{2006) 14 VR 435 ay 438 — 442.

10 (2006) 14 VR 435 at 444 - 445,
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The Employers adopt the reasoning of Eames JA. The Employers also adopt a

submission advanced below on behalf of the Worker, namely that '

(2) s 45(1A) of the Act enables the court hearing an application under s 134AB(16)(b)
for leave to bring a damages proceeding to refer a medical question to a Medical

Panel for opinion'?; and

(b) if s 68(4) applied to a leave application, then the court could be faced with
competing (and appatently binding) medical opinions.

The Court of Appeal treated Manrics Blackburn Casbman v Brown as effectively overruling

Pope v Walker. Whilst there are references to Pope v Walker in this Court’s reasons in

Manrice Blackburn Cashman v Brown at [29] and in footnote (28), this Court did not overrule

Pope v Walker, and there was no occasion to do so, because the issue in Pope v Walker was

not before the Court. The effect of the Court of Appeal’s decision in this case is to

reinstate the construction of s 68(4) adopted by the primary judge in Pope v Walker in

circumstances where —

() in Pope v Walker, at first instance and on appeal, none of the parties supported the

primary judge’s construction';

(b) before the Court of Appeal in this proceeding, neither the Employers nor the

Worker supported the construction;

(c) the construction was rejected on appeal in Pope v Walker following a considered

analysis of s 68(4) in the broader context of the Act; and

(d) neither this Court in Maurice Blackburn Cashman v Brows, nor the Court of Appeal

below, considered the merits of the Court of Appeal’s reasons in Pope v Walker

If the construction of s 68(4) adopted in Pope v Walker is accepted, then the Court of
Appeal’s four step reasoning process referred to in [19] of these submissions falls away.
In any event, the third and fourth steps taken by the Court of Appeal at [47] of its
reasons, and referred to in paragraphs [19(c) and (d)] of these submissions involve
“judicial legislation”, a term that the Court of Appeal employed at [44] in referzing to

other cases that had considered the required standard of Medical Panel reasons.

14 The submission is recorded by the Court of Appeat at [27].

12 Note that s 45(1} both before and after the 2010 amendments provides {in different terms) that (subject to exceptions) upos
the request of a party to the proceeding the County Court “must” tefer a medical question to a Medical Panel.

13 As noted at (2006) 14 VR 435 at 436 [1] per Eames JA.



10

10

The Court of Appeal’s etroneous application of Mawrice Blackburn Cashman v Brown
extends to the Court’s obifer dicta at [35] to [37] where the Court expresses the opinion
that the order of the Magistrates” Court in the compensation proceeding does not give
rise to an issue estoppel in a common law damages proceeding insofar as the Court
adopted the Medical Panel’s answer to Question 1. As the Court of Appeal acknowledges,
the passage from Maurice Blackburn Cashman v Brown which it quotes at [36] of its reasons
concerned whether a Medical Panel opinion alone gives rise to an issue estoppel. There is
no justification for construing s 68(4) of the Act so that it cuts across an issue estoppel
that would otherwise atise from an order of the Court, let alone for some purposes {e.g.,

a leave application), but not another (a damages proceeding).

The content of the obligation to give reasons

33.

34,

35.

At paragraph [42] of its reasons the Court of Appeal refers to, “the body of case law
which defines the quality of reasons required to satisfy a statutorily imposed obligation to
give reasons™, Of the three cases cited by the Court of Appeal at footnote (27), two are
arbitration cases'. The third case is an English planning case, where the principles are
expressed to be those governing, “the proper approach to a reasons challenge in the
planning context™. The Court of Appeal’s reference at [46] to “the realm of reasons
jurisprudence” diverts attention from the text of the Act Judicial formulations of the
content of the obligation to give reasons required by arbitration, planning or other

legislation do not dictate the content required by s 68(2) and (3) of the Act in the present

case,

The following features of the Act are relevant to determining the content of the

obligation of a Medical Panel to give reasons.

The function of a Medical Panel is to give éfs gpinion on any medical question referred to

it". Questions may be referred to 2 Medical Panel by a number of means, including —

M Note that the Court of Appeal’s assumption in [40] and [42] that, at the dme of amendiag s 68 of the Act, Pacliament was aware
of the Court of Appeal’s decision in Sherfock v Ligyd (2010) 27 VR 434 is incorrect. The Aecidens Compensation Amendment A 2010
received the Royal Assent on 23 March 2010, and the amendments te 5 68 commenced operation on 5 April 2010. The Court
of Appeal’s reasons in Sherdock » Ligyd were published oa 28 May 2010.

'3 Re Poyser and Mills" Arbitration [1964] 2 QB 467, O:f Basins Ltd v BHP Billiton Lrd (2007) 18 VR 346 — but see instead Wesgpart
Insurance Corporation v Gordian Runeff Limited (2011) 244 CLR 239 at 262 [21]-{23], and 270 [53] per French €], Gummow,
Crennan and Bell J], and at 302-303 [169] per Kiefel ).

16 South Bueks District Connel v Porver (No 2) [2004] 1 WLR 1933 at 1964 [35] per Lord Brown. The obligation to give teasons

appears to have arisen uader rule 19(1) of the Town and Country Planning Appeals (Determination by Inspectors) (Ingsivies Procednre)
{Exgland) Ruler 2000, referred to by Lord Brown at 1959 [17].

17 Section 67(1), (14), s 68(1).
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(2) by a court exercising jurisdiction under Part IIl in relation to statutory

compensation [s 45(1)];

(b) by a court hearing an application under s 134AB(16)(b) for leave to bring a
damages proceeding [s 45(1A)];

{c) by a Conciliation Officer [s 55AA, s 554, s 56(6)];

(d) by the Authority, a self insurer or a court in connection with a hearing loss

dispute [s 89(3D)}; and

(&) by the Authority or self insurer in relation to a dispute concerning the assessment

of the degtree of impairment in accordance with the AMA Guides [s 104B(9)]*.

A Medical Panel is comprised of medical practitioners'. A Medical Panel is not bound by
rules or practices 2s to evidence, but may inform itself on any matter relating to a
reference in any manner it thinks fit™, A Medical Panel must act informally, without
regard to technicalities or legal forms, and as speedily as a proper consideration of the
reference allows™. A Medical Panel may ask a worker to meet with the Panel and answer

questions, and to submit to a medical examination®.

In Sherlock v Ligyd”, the Court of Appeal described a Medical Panel as a statutory expert,
providing an expert opinton for the assistance of the court and the parties on medical

{not legal) questions™.

In this appeal the Court is called upon to construe s 68 in the form that existed after the
amendments that commenced on 5 Apzil 2010%. In respect of proceedings commenced
on or after 5 April 2010, where it appears to a court that the formation of an opinion by a

Medical Panel will depend substantially on the resolution of factual issues that are more

18 A reference under s 1048(9) was the subject of Manrtee Blackburu Cashwan v Brown (2011) 242 CLR 647.

19 Aecident Compensation Ast, s 68(3).,
0 Section 65(1).
21 Section 65{2).

22 Section 65(5).

3 (2010) 27 VR 434 ar 439 [20] per Maxwell P, Ashley JA and Byrne AJA. See also the Sccond Reading Specch of the responsible
Winister when introducing Act No 26 of 2000 {Flansard 13 April 2000, p 1001£€), in which it was stated thac “the value of the
medical panels is that independent experts determine medical questions and the degree of whale person impairment in a non
adversarial environment”.

# The use of medical practitioners to assist in the resolution of compensation disputes can be traced back to the Wardmen's
Conmpensation Agt 1897 (UK), Second Schedele, cl (13). See also: Workmen'’s Compensation Aet 1996 (UK), Second Schedule, ¢l (15);
Warkers Compensation Aet 1915 (Vic), ss 22, 26 and Second Schedule, ¢l (14).

5 See the transitional provision in s 344 of the Act.
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appropriately determined by a judge, then the court must not refer the medical question®.
In the case of referral by a Conciliation Officer on or after 5 April 2010, the Convenor
may decline to convene a Medical Panel, and the Medical Panel may decline to give an
opinion where it is appartent that the formation of an opinion by the Medical Panel will

depend substantially on the resolution of factual issues that are more appropriately

determined by a court®.

By s68(4) of the Act, the opinion of a Medical Panel must be accepted as final and

conclusive.

There is no appeal from an opinion of a Medical Panel; only judicial review™. Judicial
review is concerned with the legality of the exercise of a power®. The ambit of judicial
review 1s largely confined to whether, in forming its expett opinion, a Medical Panel has

30

accorded procedural fairness™, has made an error of law, has failled to take account of

relevant considerations, has taken account of irrelevant considerations’, or whether the

opinion is affected by fraud™

The only express content of the obligation to give reasons is that s 68(2) and (3) of the
Act require that the Medical Panel give a statement of reasons for #s gpinior’ . Section
68(2) does not contain any obligation to make findings™, or to refer to material on which
any findings might be based, or to explain away possible findings that were rejected”. A
Medical Panel gives an expert opinion following inquisitorial processes™. The fact that a

Medical Panel opinion is binding, with the consequence that, once adopted, it may affect

2 Scetion 45(15). This sub-section was not applicable to the referral in the present case because it was inserted by s 76(3) in Part
9 of the Acddent Compensation Amendment Aect 2010, and commenced operation on 5 April 2010, and by the transitional provision
in 5 323 of the Act, s 45 as amended applies to proceedings commenced on or after the commeacement date of the amending
Act. The referral the subject of this proceeding occurted on 8 June 2010, but the procceding was commenced in November

2009.

M Seetion 65(5A). This sub-scction was insceted by s 89 in Part 9 of the Aaident Compensation Amendment Act 2610, and
commenced operation on 5 Aptil 2010, and by the transitional provision in s 344 of the Act applics in respect of any medical
question teferced to a Medical Panel on and after the commencement date.

8 See Hackey v Yelland (1984) 157 CLR 124,
2 Astoraey-General (INSW) v Quin (1990) 170 CLR 1 at 26 per Brennan J.
3 Majers » MeCnbbery [1996] 1 VR 635.

M Minister for Lmnnigration and Mubticndneral Affairs » Yasyf (2001) 206 CLR 323 at 349 [75] per McHugh, Gemmow ard Flayne J].

32 Cratg » Sonth Anstralia (1995} 184 CLR 163 at 176; SZFDE v Minister for Lnpmigration and Citizensbip (2007) 232 CLR 189.

33 of Mindster for Immigration and Malticnltural Affaive v Yusuf (2001) 206 CLR 323 at 344 [64] per McHugh, Gummow and Hayne J].
H cf Masters v McCrbbery [1996] 1 VIR 635 at 643.10 per Winneke I

35 ¢f Acts Interpretation Act 1907 (Cth) s 25 and the provisions referred to in footnote 2 above.

3% Sec also Sherfock v Ligyd (2010) 27 VR 434 ar 439 [20}; Re Kuegewry Ex parte Carter [2005] WASCA 139 at [31] per McLure JA,
with whom Wheeler JA and Roberts-Smith JA agreed.
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substantive rights, does not alter the character of the function of the Medical Panel as

being the formation and provision of expert opinion®.

42.  Any impled content of a Medical Panel’s obligation to give a written statement of
reasons is to be informed by the features of the Act referred to above. The content of the
requirernent that a Medical Panel give reasons should reflect the nature of the function of
the Medical Panel. That function is neither arbitral nor judicial® The text of the Act
indicates that a Medical Panel brings its own expertise and skill to bear upon the

formation of its own opinion on medical questions™.

43. The content of the obligation to give reasons is also informed by the considerations that
an opinion given by a Medical Panel involves no legal standard, and that there is no

appeal from a Medical Panel opinion*’.

44, Therefore, it is not correct to impose on a Medical Panel an obligation to give reasons as
if it is discharging a judicial function subject to an appeal by way of rehearing, To do so
invites over-zealous judicial review to discern whether there is some inadequacy in the
way the reasons have been expressed”. Imposition of a judicial standard also cuts across

- the finality prescribed by s 68(4) of the Act, and fails to promote the legislative objects of
having medical questions determined informally, promptly, economically, and finally, by

medical practitioners“.

45.  Winneke P in Masters » MeCubbery was cotrect in formulating the obligation of a Medical

Panel to give reasons as B

A medical pancl is not required to do more than provide sufficient teasons to cnable it to
be scen by the court and the parties that it has arrived at its decision in accordance with
its statutory functions.

. they are not obliged to overwhelm themselves with the provision of elaborate
reasons. As [ have already pointed out they are required to do no more than to provide a
succinet statement of why they came to the conclusions which they did sufficieat to
enabie the parties and the court to sce that they have addressed their mind to relevant

3 cf, the observations of Winacke P in Masters o MeCrbbery [1996] 1 VR 635 at 643.16 and of Ormiston JA at 644 and 649 as to
the nature of the “opinion” provided by a Medical Panel going to the question whether such an opinion was a “decision” for
the purposes of the Adwinisirative Law Aet 1978.

3 See Shoathaven City Conmil v Firedam Civil Engineering Piy Limited (2011) 244 CLR 305 at 315-316 [26] per French CJ, Crennan and
Kiefel J].

3 See In re an Arbitration between Dawdy and Hartenp (1885) 15 QBD 426 at 430 per Lord Esher MR.
0 See Soutenesgs v Ducley Holdings Pty Led (1987) 10 NSWLR 247 at 281 per MclHugh JA.

N See Mindster for Tnigration and Ethnic Affairs v Wi Shan Liang (1996) 185 CLR 259 at 272 per Breanan Cf, Tochey, McHugh and
Gummow Ji.

2 Interpretation of Legistation Avt 1984 (Vic), s 35(a).

£ [1996] 1 VR 635 at 650 and 631. Note that the obligation to give teasons in Masters v MeCubbery arose under s 8 of the
Adewinistrative Law Ast.
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matters and have not acted unreasonably: see Iveagh (Ear! off v Minister of Fousing and Local
Government [19641 1 QB 395 at 410.

In departing from these principles, the Court of Appeal fell into error.

The Medical Panel’s reasons were adegnate

47,

48.

49.

If the judicial standard of reasons held by the Court of Appeal to be applicable is rejected,
then the decision of the primary judge that the reasons in this case were not inadequate

was correct, and the Court of Appeal was in error at {69] in holding otherwise.

Having regard to the formulation of Winneke P in Masters » MeCubbery cited in paragraph
[45] above, the Medical Panel was required only to give reasons that demonstrated that it
had arrived at its decision in accordance with its statutory functions. Consistent with that
standard, the primary judge was satisfied of the adequacy of the Panel’s reasons™. The
reasons disclose both that the Panel had turned its mind to the relevant question asked of
it (whether the Worker’s 1996 injury contributed to his present neck condition), and the
steps in the reasoning process that led to the Panel’s opinion®. The Panel was not
required to address or deal with alternative diagnoses to any greater extent than it did™.
The Panel stated that it had taken account of the documents listed in “Enclosure A™",
and there was no reason to doubt that statement. In its statement of reasons, the Panel
referred expressly to clinical records of the Employers’ in-house medical centre and of
Dr Tunaley, and to reports of Dr Baglar and Mr D’Urso. The Panel referred to and
commented on the radiological evidence before it. The Panel referred to the fact that it
had conducted a clinical interview of the Worker, and to the submissions of the parties.
These features of the Medical Panel’s reasons were adequate to show that the Panel had

discharged its statutory function.

By contrast, the Court of Appeal’s crticisms of the Panel’s reasons arose from the
application of a judicial standard of reasons, as indicated by paragraph [47] of the Court’s
reasons. The Court of Appeal’s criticism at [69] that the Panel’s reasons left the patties to
wonder which of a number of possible routes the Panel had taken to reach its conclusion,
if valid, is a product of the application of a judicial standard apt to a decision where there

is a right of appeal by way of re-hearing, There is nothing in the Court of Appeal’s

+ 8ee the primary judge’s reasons at [112]-[115] and [135§-[155]- The peimary judge’s analysis of the reasons might in places be
taken to suggest that, far from being inadequate, the Medical Panel’s reasons went beyond the standard formulated by
Winneke P in Masters v McCubbery.

43 Primary judge’s reasons at {113].

% Primary judge’s reasons at [115]-

+ Primaty judge’s reasons at [144].
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criticism of the Panel’s reasons to suggest that the reasons did not enable determination

of whether the Panel had discharged its statutory functions, that being the applicable

standard.

The consequences of a failure to give adequate reasons

50.

51

52.

If, contrary to the Employers’ primary submission, the reasons of the Medical Panel were
inadequate, then the Court of Appeal erred at [81] to [87] in holding that the inadequacy
of reasons was an error of law on the face of the record in consequence of which the
opinion of the Medical Panel should be quashed”. The appropriate remedy available to

the Worler, but not sought, was an order in the nature of mandamus®.

There has been consideration in the authosities, in the context of different legislation, of
the question whether breach of a statutory obligation to give reasons affects the legality
of the administrative decision to which the reasons relate. Many of the cases are referred
to by the Court of Appeal at [70] to [83]", and include the reasons of Breanan ]
(dissenting in the result) in Repatriation Commission v O Brien who stated, in relation to the
obligation under s 43(2) of the Adwministrative Appeals Tribunal At 1975 (Cth) to give
reasons —'

[A| failuze by a tribunal adequately to fulfil its statutory obligation to state the reasons for

making an administrative decision does not, without mote, invalidate the decision or

wartant its being set aside by a court of competent jurisdiction. ... An A.A.T. decision, if

it is rmade in accordance with the statutory provisions that govern the exercise of its
power, is not invalidated by a mere failure to expose fully the reasons for making it.

In Dorman v Riordar’, which was an appeal from a decision refusing relief under the
Administrative Decisions (Judicial Review) Aet 1977 (Cth) (ADJR Act), a Full Court of the

Federal Court held that the failure of the Pharmaceutical Benefits Remuneration Tribunal

4 The Court of Appeal exercised power uader Order 56 of the Supreme Court (General Civil Procedirs) Rules 2005 (Vic) to geant relief
by an order in the nature of cerdorari,

¥ In Re Minister for Immigration and Miultienitural Affaies; Ex Parte Palme (2003) 216 CLR 212 at 226 [48} Gleeson CJ, Gummow and
Heydon |] obsenved that compliance by the Minister with the statutory duty to give reasoas may be ordered. In R p Nar Bell
Lignors Ltd [1922] 2 AC 128 at 130 the Privy Council noted that when justices were requited to set out the evidence on the
recotd of the conviction, as nearly as might be in the tezms in which it was given, detection of a hiatus on the record would
justify 2 mandamus to them, to complete the record by setting out the evidence on the point. However, in R » Norwhuberfand
Compensation Tribunal; ex parte Shaw [1952] 1 KB 338 at 352 Denning L] stated that when the tribunal sent their record to the
King’s Beach in answert to the wiit of cectiorard, this return was examined, and if it was defective or incomplete it was quashed.

3 In addition to the cases cieed by the Court of Appeal, see Sofman v University of Technolagy, Sydney [2012] FCAFC 146 at [49] to
[54] per Marshall, North and Flick ]] and, for completeness, Lothian and Borders Polive » Gemmel [2005] Seot CS CSOH 32 at [70]
and X, Re Jndicial Revien [2008] NIQB 22 at [18]. The latter two cases weee referred to by the Court of Appeal in Sherfoek v Ligyd
(2010) 27 VR 434 at 443 [40L

51{1985) 155 CLR 422 at 445-6.

32 (1990) 24 FCR 564. Dornan ¢ Riordan was referred to by a Full Court of the Federal Court in Murafidbaran v Minister for
Inmigration (1996} 62 FCR 402 at 414, wheee in an appeal from the refusal of an application wader the ADJR A the Full Court
held that inadequate reasons of the Refupee Review Teibunal meant that, for the purposes of s 5(1)(B) of the ADJR Aw,
procedures required by law to be observed in connection with the making of the decision were not observed. That finding
engaged the Court’s statutory jurisdiction under s 16 the ADJR Aef to quash the decision.
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to state adequate reasons for a decision constituted an error of law supporting an order
that the Tribunal’s decision be set aside. The Court referred to the opinion of Brennan ]

in Repatriation Commission v O Brien and stated -

[Tthe law appears to us to be that a substantial failure to statc reasons for a
decision, in the circumstance that a statement of reasons Is 4 requirement of the
exercise under the statute of the decision-making power, constitutes an crror of law.

And in Re Minister for Immigration and Multicultural Affairs; Ex Parte Palme™ (Palme) the
majozity held that a failure to comply with a requirement to give reasons in s 501G of the
Migration Act 1958 (Cth) did not taint a decision to cancel a visa with jurisdictional error®.
McHugh ] observed in Palwe thatit is not easy to accept the notion that 2 decision is
made without authority because subsequently the decision-maker fails to give reasons for
the decision, however it is always possible that a statutory scheme has made the giving of
reasons a condition precedent to the validity of a decision®. An example of such a
scheme 1s s 33 of the Criminal Procedure Aer 1986 (NSW), considered by the Court in
Fleming v R”.

In the present case, the question whether inadequate reasons of 2 Medical Panel render
the opinion invalid, or otherwise taint the opinion with error of law, is to be informed by
the language and statutory purpose of the relevant provisions of the Act™. So informed,
and having regard to the legislative history of s 68, the requirement to give reasons under
s 68(2) and {3) of the Act is correctly regarded as separate from the opinion, with the

consequence that inadequate reasons do not affect the opinion itself.

Before the amendment of s 68 of the Act by s 90 of the Acwident Compensation Amendment
At 2070 (Vic)™, there was no requirement under the Act that a Medical Panel give
reasons for its opinion. Rather, as the Court of Appeal’s decision in Sheriock » Ligyd”
illustrates, if requested to do so by any person affected by its opinion, a Medical Panel
was obliged by s 8 of the Adwinistrative Law At 1978 (Vic) to furnish a statement of

reasons. This was in consequence of the Court of Appeal’s decision in Masters »

53 at 573 per Sweeney, Davies and Burchett J).

34 (2003; 216 CLR 212,

55 Palpre at 226 [48] per Gleeson CJ, Gummow and Heydon ], and at 227 [55] per McHugh .
3 Palme at 227 [55].

37 (1998) 197 CLR 250 at 260 §22} per Gleeson Cj, Mclugh, Gummow, Kirby and Callinan J].

38 Pryject Biwe Sky Inc v Anstraffan Broadeasting Amthority (1998) 194 CLR 355 at 388-9 [91]; Palwme ac 225 |44] per Gleeson CJ,
Gummow and Heydon J) and at 227 [55] per McHugh J.

 Section 90 is within Pace 9 which, by virtue of s 2(7) commenced operation on 3 April 2010

W (2010) 27 VR 434.
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MeCubbery®", which held that for the putposes of the Adwministrative Law Act a Medical

Panel was a “tribunal” and its opinion was a “decision”.

In Sherlock v Ligyd”, which was decided by reference to s 68 of the Act before the 2010
amendments, the Court of Appeal held that the failure of a Medical Panel to give
adequate reasons in response to a request made pursuant to s 8 of the Adwministrative Law

Aet was not an error of law that vitiated the Panel’s opinion.

In August 2008 the Hanks Repor?® recommended the introduction of a requirement in the

Act that Medical Panels give reasons. The rationale for the requirement was stated as —

10.322. Although the Convenor is not required to provide reasons together with the opinion
unless requested to do so under the AL Act, it is understood that the usual practice of
Medical Panels is to provide reasons with opinions, except where the referral was made
by a Court,® presumably because it is only the Panel’s opinion which is binding on the
Coutt and not the reasons for that opinion.

10.323. Tt appeas an unnecessary step to require an affected party to requese written reasons
from the Pancl following receipt of its opinion. On the basis that the Panel has already
formulated reasons in forming an opiniona, I recommend that the Panel should be
required to provide written reasons together with its opinios.

The Accident Corspensation Amendment Act 2010 was the legislative response to the Hanks

Report® The object of the amendment was administrative convenience, namely to

obviate the requirement for a request for reasons under s 8 of the Administrative Law A,

Under s 68 of the Act after the 2010 amendments, a Medical Panel has three obligations:
(1) to form an opinion [s 68(1)]; (2) to give a certificate as to its opinion {s 68{2) and (3)];
and (3) to give a written statement of reasons for its opinion {s 68(2) and (3)]. Within
seven days after forming its opinion, a2 Medical Panel must furnish its written opinion and
a written statement of reasons for the opinion [s 68(3)]. The text of s 68 reflects 2
conceptual and a temporal distinction between the opinion itself, and the reasons for the
opinion.

Under s 68(4) of the Act, the gpinion of the Medical Panel is to be adopted and applied:
there is no occasion to apply the reasons of a Medical Panel®. Section 68(2) of the Act

assummnes the formation of the opinion, and imposes obligations in respect of a certificate,

61 [1996[ 1 VI 635.
62 (2010) 27 VR 434.

63_Auident Compensation At Review, Final Report, Peter Hanks QC, Aungust 2008,

o Footnote 250 of the Hanks Repott states, “Typically, Medical Panels provide written reasons to the parties to the dispute, but
aot to the Court”.

%5 See the Hansard of 10 December 2009 for the Legislative Assembly for the Awident Compensation Amendment Bill 2009, and the
Minister’s statement at 4613, and the second reading speech at 4622,

6 Liangs v Inner & Eastern Health Care Network (2001) 3 VR 136. This point is also referred to in the Fanks Repart av [10.322].
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and written reasons for the opimion. The giving of a statement of reasons was, and
remains, a step that is posserior to formation of the opinion, and it is not to be supposed
that the amendments to s 68(2) and (3) of the Act in 2010 introduced an obligation to
give reasons such that, “a fallure to comply with that sub-section necessarily so vitiated
the decision as to require it being set aside for error of law”". Therefore, the obligation to
give reasons is not a condition of the valid exetcise of the statutory function of a Medical
Panel in forming its opinion, and accordingly, failure to give adequate reasons does not,

of itself, constitute error affecting the opinion.

For these reasons the legality of the exercise of the Medical Panel’s function was not
conditional upon the giving of adequate reasons, and it follows that there was no material
error of law on the face of the record that afforded a ground to quash the opinion. The
mere occurrence of error is not sufficient®. To be a material error of law, the error must
affect the decision itself”. An error of law not affecting the decision itself, even if
appearing on the face of the record, does not afford a ground on which certiorari may
issue to quash the decision. Alternatively, as a matter of discretion, certiorari should

ordinarily be refused where the error is not material.

Part VII ~ Legislation

62.

63.

Attached and marked “Annexure A” is a copy of the following sections from Version
159D of the Act as at 5 April 2010: ss 5(1) (definition of “medical question™}, 45, 55AA,
554, 56, 63 - 68, 89, 104B, 323, 344 and 345. Aside from consequential amendments, and
other amendments not relevant to the issues in this appeal, these provisions are still in

force, in the form included in Annexure A, at the date of these subnussions.

Attached and marked “Annexure B” is a copy of ss 45, 65 and 68 from Version 159A of
the Act as at 1 March 2010. The amended versions of these sections included in

Annexure A above apply as follows:

(a) the amendments to s 45 apply to a proceeding commenced on or after 5 April

2010 (see s 323 of the Act);

€1 Conare v Leer (1987) 151 ALR 647 at 656.38 per Finkelstein §; see the reasons of the primary judge at [122}; of Re Minister for
Lmigration avd Multicultural and Indigenons Affairs; Ex parte Palwe (2003) 216 CLIX 212 ar 227 [55] per Mclugh |.

98 of, Australion Broadeasting Tribnnal v Bond (1990) 170 CLR 321 at 384 per Toohey and Gaudron JJ in relation to error of law
under the ADJR Aer.

& Saprad » District Conrt (NSI) (2002) 209 CLR 140 ar 155-6 [44] per Gleeson C] and McHugh |3 R » Hadf University Visitor; Ex
parte Page [1993] 1 AC 682 at 702 per Lord Browne-Wilkinson R v Governor of Brixvon; Ex parte Levin [1997] AC 7471 at 748-9 per
Lotd Hoffmans. Sec also, R v The Distrist Conrt; Ex parte White (1966) 116 CLR 644 at 648-9 and 650 per Banwick CJ.
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(b) the amendments to s 65 apply to any medical question referred to a Medical Panel
on or after 5 April 2010 (see s 344 of the Act); and

(©) the amendments to s 68 apply to an opinion given by a Medical Panel on or after
5 April 2010 (see s 345 of the Act).

64.  Attached and marked “Annexure C” is a copy of ss 8 and 10 of the Adwministrative Law
Aet 1978 (Vic) as at the date of these submissions.

Part VIII — Orders sought

65. The appellants seek the following orders—

A. The appeal be allowed.

10 B. Paragraphs 1 — 3 of the orders of the Court of Appeal made 23 October 2012 be
set aside and in lieu thereof it be ordered that the appeal to that Court be
dismissed.

G The appellants pay the first respondent’s costs of the appeal to this Court.

Part IX — Oral Argument

66.  'The appellants estimate they will require 2 hours for the presentation of oral argument.

20 Michael Wheelahan
Aickin Chambers

Tel: (03) 9225 8475

mfwheelahan@vicbar.com.au

Nl

Matee Norton

Aickin Chambers

Tel: (03) 9225 7573

30 mnorton(@vicbar.com.au

DATED: 14 June 2013.

40



Annexure A

Accident Compensation Acr 1985 (Vic) Version 159D as at 5 April 2010:
* s 5(1) (definition of “medical question™),
* 545
*  5B55AA,
o §55A,
* 556,
*  s563-068,
© 58y,
* 5104B,
* 5323,
¢ 5344,

* 5345,



Accident Compensation Act 1985

No. 10191 of 1985
Part [--Preliminary

medical practitioner means—

(a) a medical practitioner registered under
the Health Professions Registration

(b) in relation to anything done for the
purposes of this Act—

Act 2005; and

(i) in a place within Australia but
outside Victoria, a medical
practitioner who is lawfully
qualified in that place to do that

(i)

thing; and

in a place outside Australia, a
medical practitioner who is
lawfully qualified in that place to
do that thing and who is approved
for the purposes of this Act by the
Authority or self-insurer;

medical question means—

(a) a question as to the nature of a worker's
medical condition relevant to an injury
or alleged injury; or

(ab)

(aba)

(abaa)

a question as to the existence, extent or
permanency of any incapacity of a
worker for work or suitable
employment and the question whether a
worker is partially or totally

incapacitated; or

a question as to whether a worker has a
current work capacity or has no current
work capacity and what employment
would or would not constitute suitable

employment; or

a question as to whether a worker, on a
particular date or during a particular
period, had no current work capacity

Version 159D as at 5 April 2010

s ]

S. 5(1) def. of
medical
practitioner
amended by
No. 83/1987
s. 6{1)(e).
substituted by
No. 64/1989
s. 5(1)(1),
amended by
Nos 671992
5. 64(7TXa),
2311994

s, 118(Sch. 1
item 1.1),
9712005
s.182(Sch. 4
item 1(a)).

S_5(1) def. of
medical
queston
inserted by
No. 64/1989
s. 5(1%,
amended by
Nos 6711992
s. S(R-iv),
501994

s, 5(3),
60/1996

s, 4(1),
10711997

s. 3{1)(aHd},
26/2000s. 3,
10272004

s. 17(1),
9/2010

55 28(3),
51(2)(a), 74(2).

17



Version 159D as at 5 April 2010

Accident Compensation Act 1985

No. 10191 of 1985
Part —Preliminary

(abb)

(abc)

(ac)

(b)

and if not, what employment would or
would not have constituted suitable
employment on that date or during that
period; or

a question as to whether a worker has
no current work capacity and is likely
to continue indefinitely to have no
current work capacity; or

a question as to whether a worker has a
current work capacity and, because of
the injury, is, and is likely to continue
indefinitely to be incapable of
undertaking—

(1} further or additional employment
or work; or

(ii) further or additional employment
or work that would increase the
worker's current weekly
garnings—

and, if not so incapable, what further or
additional employment or work the
worker is capable of undertaking; or

a question as to the medical, personal
and household or occupational
rehabilitation service provided, or to be
provided, to a worker for an injury,
including a question as to the adequacy,
appropriateness or frequency of that
service; or

a question whether a worker's
employment was in fact, or could
possibly have been, a significant
contributing factor to an injury or
alleged injury, or to a similar injury; or

18



Version 159D as at 5 April 2010

Accident Compensation Act 1983
No. 10191 of 1985

Part [—Preliminary

(ba) if paragraph (b) does not apply, a
question whether a worker's
employment was in fact, or could
possibly have been, a contributing
factor to an injury or alleged injury, or
to a similar injury; or

(c) a question as fo the extent to which any
physical or mental condition, including
any impairment, resulted from or was
materially contributed to by the injury;
or

(ca) a question as to the extent to which any
physical or mental condition, including
any impairment, results from or is
materially contributed to by the injury;
or

(d} a question as to the level of impairment
of a worker including a question of the
degree of impairment of a worker
assessed in accordance with section 91
and a question as to whether or not that
impairment is permanent; or

(da) a question as to the amount of the total

percentage referred to in section
89(3)(b); or

(e) a question as to whether a worker has
an injury which is a total loss
mentioned in the Table to section
98E(L); or

(f) a question whether a worker's
incapacity for work resulted from or
was materially contributed to by an
injury or alleged injury; or

19



S. 5{1) def. of
medical
service
inserted by
Mo, 64/1989
s. S(1){f),
amended by
Nos 6711992
55 B(gHi)i),
64(7)a),
5011934

s. 5(4), 71996
s. 3{2){a)(b),
631996

s. 88{Sch.
item 1.1),
781997

s. 97(Sch.
itern 1.1),
8111998

s, 19(1}{b),
9512003

s. 4{1).

Version 159D as at 5 April 2010

Accident Compensation Act 1985
No. 10191 of 1985

Part —Preliminary

(fa) a question whether a worker's
incapacity for work results from or is
materially contributed to by an injury or
alleged injury; or

A * #* #*

(h) a question prescribed to be a medical
question in respect of an application for
leave under section 134AB(16)(b); or

(i) a question determined to be a medical
question by a court hearing an
application for leave under section
134AB(16)(b).

medical service includes'—

(a) attendance, examination or treatment of
any kind by a medical practitioner,
registered dentist, registered
optometrist, registered physiotherapist,
registered chiropractor, registered
osteopath or registered podiatrist; and

(b) the provision and as may be necessary
from time to time (including at the time
of the injury) the repair, adjustment or
replacement of crutches, artificial
members, eyes or teeth or spectacle
glasses; and

{ba) the provision and as may be necessary
from time to time (including at the time
of the injury) the repair, adjustment or
replacement of hearing aids of a type
approved by the Authority by a person
or a class of persons approved by the
Authority; and

20



Version 159D as at 5 April 2010

Accident Compensation Act 1985
No. 10191 of 1985

Part [[l—Dispute Resolution9F
5. 45

45 Medical questions S.45

substituted by
No. 67/1952
s. 10

(1) If the court exercises jurisdiction under this Part,  S-45(1)

substituted by
the court— No. 10711987
. . 5. 21(5),
(a) may on the court's own motion, refer a amended by
medical question to a Medical Panel foran  [5Z2%%°
opinton under this Division; or substituted by

No. 912010
(b) subject to subsections (IB), (1C) and (1D),  s.786(1)

must refer a medical question to a Medical
Panel for an opinion under this Division if—

(i) a party to the proceedings requests that
a medical question or medical questions
be referred; and

(ii} that party notified the court of the
party's intention to make the request no
later than 14 days prior to the date fixed
for hearing of the proceedings or
another time determined by the court.

(1A) This section extends to, and applies in respect of, ~ S-451A)

. . . inserted by
an application for leave under section No. 26/2000
134AB(16)(b)— s- 5(2)-

{(a) so as to enable in accordance with subsection
(1)(2) the court hearing the application to
refer a medical question (including a medical
question as defined in paragraphs (h) and (i)
of the definition of medical question in
section 5(1)); or

(b) so as to require in accordance with
subsection (1)(b) the court hearing the
application at the request of a party to the
application to refer a medical question
(including a medical question as defined in
paragraph (h) of the definition of medical
question in section 5(1) but excluding a
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Version 158D as at 5 April 2010

Accident Compensation Act 1983
No. 10191 of 1985

Part HI—Dispute Resolution9F

5.45
medical question as defined in paragraph (i)
of that definition)—
for the opinion of a Medical Panel.
isn's‘frgg)by (1B) The Court may refuse to refer a medical question
No. 26/2000 to a Medical Panel on an application under
:;_'fg‘)ae dby subsection (1)(b) if the Court is of the opinion that
No. 9/2010 the referral would, in all the circumstances,
s-76(2) constitute an abuse of process.
%s";ﬁg)by (1C) The Court has on an application under subsection
No. 26/2000 (1)(b) the discretion as to the form in which the
s. 5(3), medical question is to be referred to a Medical
amended by
No, 9/2010 Panel.
5. 76(2).
isr{stsr(tlg)hy (1D) The court must not refer a medical question if it
No. 912010 appears to the court that the formation of an
s 76(3). opinion by the Medical Panel on the medical
question will depend substantially on the
resolution of factual issues which are more
appropriately determined by the court than by a
Medical Panel.
f;{ s“:r(;ﬁ)by (1E) If under subsection (1D) a court has not referred a
No. 92010 medical question to a Medical Panel, the court
5. 76(3). may—

(a) state a question to be answered by the court
for the purposes of determining the factual
issues referred to in subsection (1D); and

(b) give directions for the hearing and
determination of that question; and

(¢) hear and determine the question, and by the
answer to that question, make appropriate
findings of fact.

isn-::r{tl?b (1F) After answering a question referred to in
No. 612010 subsection (1E) the court may refer a medical
5. 76(3).

question to a Medical Panel for an opinion.
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(1G) If, under subsection (1F), the court refers a
medical question to a Medical Panel, the court
must provide the Medical Panel with—

(LH)

2)

4

In forming an opinion on the medical question
referred to a Medical Panel under subsection (1F),
the Medical Panel is bound by the answer to the
question stated and answered by the court under

appropriate.

subsection (1E).

If the Court refers a medical question to the Panel,
the Court must give each party to the proceedings,
copies of all documents in the possession of the
Court relating to the medical question.

*

If the Court refers a medical question to a Medical
Panel, the Court must give a copy of the Panel's
opinien to the worker and to the employer,
Authority or self-insurer and may give a copy to a
party to the proceedings. '

*

&

{a) a copy of the question and the court's answer
to the question; and

(b) any reasons published by the court in relation
to the question; and

(¢} any further documents the court considers

*

5. 45

$. 45(1G}
inserted by
No. 972010
s. 76(3).

S, 45(1H)
inserted by
No. 912010
§. 76(3).

S. 45(2)
amended by
Nos 1071997
s. 21(6},
9/2010

s. 76(4).

8. 45(3)
repealed by
No. 10711987
s, 2H7).

S.45(4)
amended by
Nos 50/1983
s. 78{(1)}{c),
8111998

5. 22z},
9/2010

5. 76(4).
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55 Lodging of disputes

(1} Any party to a dispute may refer the dispute for
conciliation by a Conciliation Officer.

(2) A referral for conciliation of a dispute must be
lodged with the Senior Conciliation Officer by
sending or delivering notice in the form approved
by the Minister within 60 days after notice of the

decision was given to or served on the worker or
claimant.

(2A) A referral must be signed or sealed personally by
the party making the application unless the Senior
Conciliation Officer is satisfied that there are
special circumstances preventing the party from
personally doing so.

(3) The Senior Conciliation Officer may, on
application, allow—

(a) an extension of time for lodging an
application; or
(b) an application to be lodged out of time—

if he or she considers it appropriate in the
circumstances of the particular case.

* * # ® %

55AA Referral of medical question without consent

(1) Where a medical question arises in a dispute
relating to section 93CD, the Conciliation Officer
must, within 7 days after becoming aware of the
medical question, refer the medical question to a
Medical Panel.

8. 55

5.66
substituted by
No. 67/1992

s. 10

S. 55(2)
amended by
No. 41/2006
s.8.

8. 55{2A)
inserted by
No. 5011994
5. 29(1).

8. 55(4)
substituted by
No. 50/1994
5.20(2),
repealed by
No. 107119897
s. 16(1).

S.55A4A
inserted by
No. 9/2010
s.29.
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(2) The Authority or self-insurer must bear all the
costs reasonably incurred by a worker in relation
to a referral of a medical question under this

section.
5. 554 ; ;
insorted by 55A Referral of medical question by consent
gq,.as);.lzono (1) Without limiting any other provision of this Act,

the Authority or a self-insurer may apply to the
Senior Conciliation Officer in accordance with
this section for a medical question relevant to a
claim for compensation by a worker to be referred
by a Conciliation Officer to a Medical Panel.

(2) The Authority or a self-insurer can only make an
application under this section with the consent of
the worker and in the absence of a dispute.

(3) If a Conciliation Officer is satisfied after
considering an application under this section
that—

(a) the medical question is in an appropriate
form; and

(b) the worker has given informed and genuine
consent; and

(c) the medical question is relevant and would
assist in the consideration and management
of the worker's claim; and

(d) the Authority or the self-insurer, and the
worker, have provided all the relevant
documents and information—

the Conciliation Qfficer must refer the medical
question to a Medical Panel.

(4) The Authority or a self-insurer must bear all the
costs reasonably incurred by a worker in relation
to an application under this section.
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55AB Production and disclosure of information

A party to a dispute who participates in a
conciliation, must produce all documents in the
party's possession, custody or power and disclose
all information, to the conciliation officer that—

(a) relate to the dispute; and
(b) are reasonably available to the party—

unless the party claims privilege or immunity
from producing that document or disclosing that
information.

56 Procedures before Conciliation Officers

(1) The Senior Conciliation Officer may give

2)

(3)

directions as to the arrangement of the business of

the Conciliation Officers.

A Conciliation Officer must, having regard to the
need to be fair, economical, informal and quick,
and having regard to the objects of the Act, make
all reasonable efforts to conciliate in connection
with a dispute and to bring the parties to
agreement.

A person who is a party to any dispute is not
entitled to be represented by a legal practitioner at
any conciliation conference.

(4) The Conciliation Officer and each party to a

(5)

dispute may agree to a party being represented by
a legal practitioner at a conciliation conference.

A provider of a medical service or a provider of a
service under section 99 or 99A who has
examined a worker may, with the consent of the

worker and at the request of the Conciliation
Officer—

(a) meet with the Conciliation Officer and
answer questions; and

S.55AB
inserted by
No. 9/2010
s. 82

8.56
substituted by
No. 6711992
s.10.

S. 56(8)
amended by
Nos 50/1993
s. Bi(b},
16711997

s. 16(2).
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(b} supply relevant documents to the
Conciliation Officer.

(5A) The Authority or a self-insurer must pay the
reasonable costs of a report provided by a
registered health practitioner specified in
subsection (5B) who has examined a worker if—

(a) the report has been requested by a
Conciliation Officer; and

(b) the worker has consented to a report being
provided.

(5B) The following registered health practitioners are
specified for the purposes of subsection (SA)—

(a) aregistered medical practitioner;
(b) aregistered dentist;

(c) aregistered optometrist;

(d) aregistered physiotherapist;

(e) aregistered chiropractor;,

(f) aregistered osteopath;

(g) aregistered podiatrist;

{(h) a registered psychologist.

(6) A Conciliation Officer may refer a medical
question to a Medical Panel for an opinion under
this Division.

it * * % i

(8) If the Conciliation Officer is satisfied that
sufficient information has been supplied to him or
her in connection with a dispute, the Conciliation
Officer may exercise functions under this
Division—
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(a) without having any conciliation conference;
and

(b) without requesting further information from
any party to the dispute.

(9) The Conciliation Officer may request a party who
participates in a conciliation to produce a
document or a class of documents specified, or
provide information or information of a kind
specified, that the Conciliation Officer considers
may be relevant to the resolution of the dispute.

* & * i *

(10) A Conciliation Officer may at his or her discretion
make any documents or information provided
under subsection (9) available to any other party.

(11) A person who, in connection with a dispute
referred for conciliation, makes a statement that
the person knows to be false or misleading in a
material particular is guilty of an offence.

Penalty: In the case of a natural person,
180 penalty units or 6 months

imprisonment or both;

In the case of a body corporate,
900 penalty units.

57 Conciliation of disputes

(1) The Conciliation Officer may do any one or more
of the following things in connection with the
dispute or any part of the dispute—

{a) make such recommendations to the parties to
the dispute as he or she considers to be
appropriate;

8. 56(9)
amended by
Nao. 50/1993

s. 89,
substituted by
No. 1071997
s. 16(3).

5.56(8A)
inserted by
No. 1071997
s, 16(3),
repealed by
No. 92010

5. 83(2).

5.56(11)
amended by
No. 9/2010

5. 156,

8.57
substituted by
No. 671992
s.10.
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s.10.
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(5) A payment made in accordance with subsection
(2) is not a payment of compensation under this
Act except for the purposes of-—

(a) calculating employer premiums;
(b) contributions under Division 6A of Part I'V;

(¢) seeking an indemnity from a third party
under section 138;

(d) seeking a refund of payments under
section 249A.

Division 3—Medical Panels

63 Establishment and constitution

(1) Medical Panels must be constituted as necessary
for the purposes of this Act and Part VBA of the
Wrongs Act 1958 to carry out such functions as
may be conferred on a Medical Panel under this
Act or that Part.

(2) For the purpose of constituting Panels, there is to
be a list of members consisting of medical
practitioners appointed by the Governor in
Council.

(3) From the list of members under subsection (2), the
Minister~-

(a) must appoint a Convenor; and
(b} may appoint a Deputy Convenor,

(3A) The Deputy Convenor may, subject to the
direction of the Convenor, exercise the functions
and powers conferred on the Convenor by or
under this Act.
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5. 63
(3B) In the temporary absence of the Convenor, the 5.63(38)
Deputy Convenor has, and may exercise, the wseét;go%
functions and powers conferred on the Convenor 44
by or under this Act.
—_ S.63(4)
{4) The Convenor may Substitted by
{a) convene a Medical Panel; and :_";,?;gg?g
(b) determine the number of members that are to >
constitute a Medical Panel based on what he
or she considers to be appropriate in each
particular case.
* * * * * S.63(4A)
inserted by
No. 8111998
s. 27,
repealed by
No. 9/2010
5.88.
(5) If a medical practitioner on the list of members S.83(5)

) amended by
has treated or examined or been engaged to treat No. 60/1996

or examine a worker (otherwise than in his or her 58
capacity as a member of a Medical Panel) he or
she must not be a member of a Medical Panel
examining the worker.
(6) A matter or thing done or omitted to be done by a :ﬁg}uw by
member of a Medical Panel or the Convenor of No. 711995
the Medical Panels in the exercise of the functions s 133}
and powers of a member of a Medical Panel or the
Convenor does not, if the matter or thing was
done or omitted in good faith, subject the member
of a Medical Panel or the Convenor of the
Medical Panels personally to any action, liability,
claim or demand.
(6A) A matter or thing done or omitted to be done in S. 63(67)
.. . . inserted by
the provision of expert advice to a Medical Panel  Neo. 2612000
by a consultant engaged for that purpose does not, 10
if the matter or thing was done or omitted in good
faith, subject the consultant personally to any
action, liability, claim or demand.
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(7) A member of a Panel is entitled to be paid a
remuneration (if any) and the travelling and other
allowances specified in the instrument of
appointment.

{8) The Public Administration Act 2004 (other than
Part 3 of that Act) applies to a member in respect
of the office of member.

(%) An instrument of appointment of a member may
specify other terms and conditions not
inconsistent with the Act.

(10) The Authority must appoint such officers and
employees as are necessary for the proper
functioning of medical panels.

63A Advisory functions
(1) The Convenor of the Medical Panels-—

{a) must advise the Minister in relation to any
matter referred to the Convenor by the
Minister; and

{b) may advise the Minister in relation to the
operation and procedures of Medical Panels.

(2) The Convenor of the Medical Panels may
constitute a Medical Panel consisting of such
number of members as the Convenor considers
appropriate, for the purpose of providing a report
to the Convenor of the Medical Panels in respect
of any matter referred to the Convenor of the
Medical Panels under subsection (1)(a).
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64 Term of and removal from office and vacancies S.64
. . e . . substituted b
(1) Subject to this Division, a person is on the list of  No.s71992 d
members for the term not exceeding 3 years s-10.

specified in the instrument of appointment.

(2) A member may resign from the list of members by
writing signed by the member and delivered to the
Minister.

(3) The Governor in Council may remove or suspend
a member from the list of members if, in the
opinion of the Governor in Council, the
member—

(a) becomes incapable of performing official
duties; or

(b} neglects to perform those duties.

(4) A person ceases to be a member of a Medical
Panel—

(a) at the expiry of a member's term of office; or
(b) if the member resigns; or
{c) if the member is removed; or

d) if, as a result of disciplinary or similar
- p y .
action, the member ceases to be entitled to
practise as a medical practitioner; or

(e) if the member ceases to be a medical
practitionet; or

() if the member becomes bankrupt; or

(g) if the member is convicted of an indictable :ﬂé‘;’ég’by
offence or of an offence which, if committed o, 5011993

in Victoria, would be an indictable offence.  5-110(TKe)

5.66
65 Procedures and powers substituted by

No, 671992

(1) A Panel is not bound by rules or practices as to s 10,

evidence, but may inform itself on any matter
relating to a reference in any manner it thinks fit.
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(2) The Panel must act informally, without regard to
technicalities or legal forms and as speedily as a
proper consideration of the reference allows.

(3) Information given to a Panel cannot be used in
any civil or criminal proceedings in any court or
tribunal, other than proceedings—

(a) before the County Court, the Magistrates'
Court or the Tribunal under this Act or the
Workers Compensation Act 1958§;

{b) for an offence against this Act or the
Accident Compensation (WorkCover
Insurance) Act 1993 or the Workers
Compensation Act 1958;

(c) for an offence against the Crimes Act 1958
which arises in connection with a claim for
compensation under this Act.

* * * * #

(4) Any attendance of a worker before a Medical
Panel must be in private, unless the Medical Panel
considers that it is necessary for another person to
be present.

(4A) If a worker is a minor or a person under a
disability, the Medical Panel must permit a
representative of the worker to be present.

(5) A Panel may ask a worker—
(a) to meet with the Panel and answer questions;

(b} to supply copies of all documents in the
possession of the worker which relate to the
medical question to the Panel,;
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(c} to submit to a medical examination by the
Panel or by a member of the Panel.

(5A) Notwithstanding sections 67(1A) and 68(1), ifa 58564
Conciliation Officer refers a medical question to a :11:9 02010
Medical Panel under section 56(6) and it becomes 8%
apparent to the Convenor or the Medical Panel
that the formation of an opinion by the Medical
Panel on the medical question will depend
substantially on the resolution of factual issues
which are more appropriately determined by a
court than by a Medical Panel—

{(a) the Convenor may decline to convene a
Medical Panel; or

(b) the Medical Panel may decline to give an
opinion on the medical question.

(5B) The Convenor must inform the Conciliation S. 65(5B)
. . .. inserted by
Officer, in writing, of a decision made by the No. 912010
Convenor or the Medical Panel under subsection -89
(5A)a) or (b).
(5C) If a Medical Panel has been referred a medical 5. 65(5C)
. . . inserted by
question and the Medical Panel considers that No. 9/2010
further information is required to enable the s 83(2).
medical panel to form a medical opinion on the
question—

(a) the Medical Panel may request the person or
body referring the medical question to
provide the information within the period
specified in the requirement; and

(b) the time limit specified in section 68(1) is
suspended from the date a request under
paragraph (a) is made until the end of the
period specified in the requirement.
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(6) If a Panel so requests and the worker consents, a
person who is—

(a) a provider of a medical service {within the
meaning of paragraph (a) of the definition of
medical service in section 5(1})),

g Ed L * ®

who has examined the worker must—

(c) meet with the Panel and answer questions;
and

(d) supply relevant documents to the Panel.

(6A) A person or body referring a medical question to a
Medical Panel must submit a document to the
Medical Panel specifying—

(a) the injury or alleged injury to, or in respect
of, which the medical question relates;

(b) the facts or questions of fact relevant to the
medical question which the person or body is
satisfied have been agreed and those facts or
questions that are in dispute.

(6B) A person or body referring a medical question to a
Medical Panel must submit copies of all
documents relating to the medical question in the
possession of that person or body to the Medical
Panel.

(7) The Convenor may give directions as to the
arrangement of the business of the Panels.

(8) The Minister may for the purposes of—

(a) ensuring procedural fairness in the
procedures of the Medical Panels; and
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(b) facilitating the proper administration of the

Medical Panels—
issue guidelines as to the procedures of Medical
Panels.

(8A) The Minister must consult with the Attorney- as:gg’w
General before issuing any guidelines under this  No.so2003
section. 5, 19(3).

(%) The Convenor may give directions as to the
procedures of the Panels but may not give
directions inconsistent with any guidelines issued
by the Minister.

(10) The Convenor of the Medical Panels and a f;;igg)by
member of a Medical Panel has in the No. 7/1996

performance of his or her duties as the Convenor 815
of the Medical Panels or as a member of a

Medical Panel the same protection and immunity

as a Judge of the Supreme Court has in the

performance of his or her duties as a Judge.

(11} In this section— ?,;s‘is,ﬁ,ll’by
representative of the worker means— 2‘ ‘;99(%““’

(a) if proceedings have not been
commenced in respect of the worker's
claim, an administrator appointed in
respect of the worker under the
Guardianship and Administration
Act 1986;

(b) if proceedings have commenced in
respect of the worker's claim—

(i) the worker's litigation guardian; or

(ii) a person appointed by the court to
be a representative of the worker
for the purposes of
subsection (4A).
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66 Validity of acts or decisions

An act or decision of a Panel is not invalid by
reason only of any defect or irregularity in or in
connection with the appointment of a member.

67 Examination by a Medical Panel

)

(1A)

(1B)

2)

The function of a Medical Panel is to give its
opinion on any medical question in respect of
injuries arising out of, or in the course of or due to
the nature of employment before, on or after the
commencement of section 10 of the Accident
Compensation (WorkCover) Act 1992 referred
by a Conciliation Officer or the County Court or
the Authority or a self-insurer;

A Medical Panel must give its opinion on a
medical question in accordance with this Division.

This Division as amended by section 21 of the
Accident Compensation (Miscellaneous
Amendment) Act 1997 applies to and in respect
of the opinion of a Medical Panel given on a
medical question referred to a Medical Panel on or
after the commencement of that section.

A Conciliation Officer, the County Court, the
Authority or a self-insurer may, at any time or
from time to time, require any worker—

(a) who claims compensation under this Act; or

(b) who is in receipt of weekly payments of
compensation under this Act—

to submit himself or herself for examination by a
Medical Panel on a date and at a place arranged
by the Convenor of Medical Panels.
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&)

(4)

—

(a) a worker has submitted himself or herself for
examination by a medical practitioner in
accordance with a requirement of the
Authority or self-insurer or has been
examined by a medical practitioner selected
by the worker; and

(b) the Authority or self-insurer or the worker
(as the case may be) has furnished the other
with a copy of the medical practitioner's
report of the examination-—

the Medical Panel may refuse to proceed with an
examination if it is not provided with a copy of
the medical practitioner's report of the
examination.

If a worker unreasonably refuses to comply with
section 65(5) or in any way hinders the
examination—

(a) the worker's rights to recover compensation
under this Act with respect to the injury; or

(b) the worker's rights to weekly payments—

are suspended until the examination has taken
place, and when it takes place, any period between
the date on which the worker refused to comply
with section 65(5) or in any way hindered the
examination and the date of the examination shall
be taken into account for the purpose of
calculating, subject to this Act, a period of time
for the purposes of Part [V.

* * * * sk

S.67{3)a)
amended by
Nos 501993
s. 78(1}c),
811998

s, 22{a)

S. 67{3){b)
amended by
Nos 5011993
s. 78(1}c},
8111998

s, 22{a).

S.67(4)
amended by
No. 50/1994
5. 32(2).

S.67(4A)
inserted by
No. 10711997
5. 21(2),
repealed by
No. 26/2000
s.11(2).
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()

Any weekly payments which would otherwise be
payable during the period of suspension are
forfeited.

68 Opinions

(1)

)

()

4

A Medical Panel must form its opinion on a
medical question referred to it within 60 days after
the reference is made or such longer period as is
agreed by the Conciliation Officer, the County
Court, the Authority or self-insurer.

The Medical Panel to whom a medical question is
so referred must give a certificate as to its opinion
and a written statement of reasons for that
opinion.

Within seven days after forming its opinion on a
medical question referred to it, a Medical Panel
must give the relevant Conciliation Officer or the
County Court or the Authority or self-insurer its
written opinion and a written statement of reasons
for that opinion,

For the purposes of determining any question or
matter, the opinion of a Medical Panel on a
medical question referred to the Medical Panel is
to be adopted and applied by any court, body or
person and must be accepted as final and
conclusive by any court, body or person
irrespective of who referred the medical question
to the Medical Panel or when the medical question
was referred.
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(2) Compensation for industrial deafness shall be in
accordance with this section, section 89 and
Division 2.

(3) Unless the Authority, self-insurer, a Conciliation
Officer, the Medical Panel or the County Court
(as the case requires) determines otherwise
industrial deafness shall be deemed to have
cccurred at a constant rate within the total number
of years of exposure to industrial noise in
employment.

{4) Notwithstanding subsection (3), the date of injury
shall be deemed to be—

(a) the last day of the worker's employment out
of which or in the course of which the injury
arose; or

(b) the date of the claim if the worker is still
employed in that employment at the date of
the claim.

89 Further loss of hearing
(1) In this section and sections 88, 91 and 98C—

Compensation law means this Act, the Workers
Compensation Act 1958 or any other
workers compensation law of the
Commonwealth or a State or Territory of the
Commonwealth;

5.88(2)
amended by
No. 64/1989
5. 35(e){i).

S, 88(3)
amended by
Nos 64/1939
s, 35(e){),
6711992

s. 13(3),
5011993

s. 78{1){f),
5011994

s. 35(3),
81/1998

5, 23(a),
1022004

5. 17(2).

S. 86(4)(a)
substituted by
No. 64/1989
5.9(3).

5. 88{4)(b)
substituted by
No. 64/1989

s. 9(3).

S. 89{1}
amended by
No, 1022004

5. 15(1),

S.8%{1) def. of
Compen-
sation flaw
inserted by
No. 102/2004
5. 15(2).
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. 89(1) def. of
prior heanng
loss

inserted by
No. 102/2004
s, 15(2).

S.89(2)

amended by
No. 102/2004
s. 15(3}a)(b).

S. 89(2)(a)
amended by
No. 102/2004
s. 15(4)(a).

Note to

5. 89(3){a)
Inserted by
No. 28/2006
s. 17{1).

S. 89(3)(b)
amended by
No. 102/2004
s. 15(4)(b).
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Surther injury means a further loss of hearing in

prio

prio

respect of industrial deafness after a worker
has on one or more occasions suffered a
prior injury;

r hearing loss means a loss of hearing for
which a worker has received compensation

under 2 Compensation law for loss of
hearing;

r injury means industrial deafness for which
the worker has received or become entitled
to receive compensation for loss of hearing.

(2) Subject to subsection (3A), a worker who suffers a
further injury shall be entitled to receive in respect
of the further injury, in addition to any other
compensation payable under section 88,
compensation in accordance with section

98C

(3A), being compensation referrable to a

percentage calculated in accordance with
subsection (3) of the amount that would have been
payable for a total loss of hearing.

(3) The
(a)

(b)

percentage shall be the difference between—

the total percentage of the loss of hearing in
respect of industrial deafness from which the
worker was suffering immediately after the
further injury in respect of which the claim is
made; and

Note

The percentage NAL loss is to be determined in
accordance with section 91{4). The percentage
NAL loss is then converted in accordance with
section 91(3).

the total percentage of the loss of hearing in
respect of industrial deafness immediately
after the prior injury or prior hearing loss or
in the case of more than one prior injury or
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prior hearing loss the latest of the prior
injuries or prior hearing losses.

Note Note to

. 89{3)b}
The percentage NAL loss Is to be determined in inserted by
accordance with section 89(3C). The percentage No. 2812005
NAL loss is then converted in accordance with s 172}

section 91(3A).

(3A) Despite anything to the contrary in this Act, a S.85(3A)
L . . Inserted by
worker who suffers a further injury is not entitled  No, 10272004
to compensation under this section or section 98C 5155k
unless the worker has suffered in total a binaural
loss of hearing of at least 10 percent NAL
resulting from the further injury and any prior

injury or prior hearing loss.

(3B) The total percentage referred to in subsection ;Sr;s?rﬁ?by
(3)(8) is to be determined in accordance with No. 102/2004
section 91(4). : s 15(5)

(3C) The total percentage referred to in subsection is!{:ﬁgg)by
(3)(b} is to be determined by reference to— No. 102/2004

5. 15(5)

(a) if a percentage has been determined in
accordance with the Improved Procedure for
Determination of Percentage Loss of Hearing
(1988 Edition or a later prescribed edition)
published by the National Acoustic
Laboratory, that percentage; or

(b} in any other case, the percentage which
having regard to the medical evidence
available is determined to be the equivalent
of the percentage that (as nearly as can be
estimated) would have been determined in
accordance with the Improved Procedure for
Determination of Percentage Loss of Hearing
(1988 Edition or a later prescribed edition)
published by the National Acoustic
Laboratory.
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S. 89(30) (3D) If a worker disputes the total percentage referred
msegtgggh to in subsection (3)(b) as determined in
s.°1'5(5)_ accordance with subsection (3C), the Authority,

self-insurer or a court must refer the question of
what is the amount of the total percentage referred
to in subsection (3)(b) as a medical question to a
Medical Panel for an opinion.

(4) For the purposes of this section the register kept
under section 90 shall be taken into account.

. 89{5) #* # * e *
inserted by

No. 107/1997

5. 24,

repealed by

No. 1022004

s.15(6).

90 Effect of determination for industrial deafness

(1) A determination for the payment of compensation
for industrial deafness which is not reviewed shall
be a final determination in respect of the
percentage of the diminution of the worker's
hearing on the date of the assessment.

(2) A determination for the payment of compensation
shall state the percentage of diminution of the
worker's hearing in respect of industrial deafness
at the date of the determination in relation to
which the amount of the compensation is

assessed.
:;:;%’e dby (3) A determination for compensation for industrial
No. 1071997 deafness shall fully extinguish all rights of the
s. 37(1)(a)(b).

worker to compensation for industrial deafness
under section 98, 98C or 98E or under the
Workers Compensation Act 1958 up to the date
of the determination but shall not prevent the
worker from obtaining compensation under
section 98, 98C or 98E for further industrial
deafness suffered after that date.
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S. 104A(6}
inserted by
No. 1071997
s. 35(5),
amended by
No. 8212601
5. 19{3).

S.104B
inserted by
No, 107/1997
s, 43(2),

S. 104B(14)
inserted by
No. 26/2000
s. 16(1}.

8. 104B(1B}
inserted by
No. 26/2000
s, 16(1).

S.104B(1BA}
inserted by
No. 1022004
s. 4.
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(6) Directions made under subsection (1)—

(a) may require that each of the parties to a
claim or their legal representatives provide
information by affidavit to the other parties
or their legal representatives and, if
applicable, to a Conciliation Officer; and

(b) may require that the parties to a claim and
their legal representatives must attend at a
conference or conferences in respect of the
claim.

1048 Claims for compensation under section 98C

(1) In addition to the requirements under section 103,
this section applies to a claim for compensation
under section 98C.

{1A) Subject to subsection {1B), a-claim for
compensation under section 98C or 98E, not being
a claim for compensation for industrial deafness,
can not be made before the expiry of the period of
12 months after the date of the relevant injury.

(1B) Despite subsection (1A), the Authority or a self-
insurer may receive a claim for compensation
under section 98C or 98E before the expiry of the
period of 12 months after the date of the relevant
injury if the relevant injury has stabilised.

(1BA) If a worker has commenced an application under
section 134AB(4)(b), the worker can not make a
claim for compensation under section 98C until
the proceedings under section 134AB in respect of
that application have been finally determined.
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(1C) If liability has been accepted or determined in S.104B(1C)
respect of a prior claim for compensation for an inserted by
. . . No. 26/2000
injury, the Authority or a self-insurer may after 5. 16(1),
the expiry of the period of 18 months after the amended by
e . : No. 41/2006
date of the relevant injury and without a claim 5. 19(1).

having been made under section 98C or 98E,
request the worker to attend an independent
examination under subsection (4).

(1CA) For the purposes of this section, a request under ~ S-104B(CA)

/ L . insertedb;
subsection (1C) has the effect of initiating a claim No. 4112006
for compensation under section 98C or 98E in 5. 19(2).
respect of the worker by the Authority or self-
insurer.

(1D) The Authority or self-insurer may within 90 days S 104B(10)

.. . . inserted by
of receiving a claim made by the worker by notice  No, 10212004

in writing to the worker suspend the claim made %5t

. amended by
by the worker if— No. 412006

. . . _ 5. 19(3)(a)(b).
(a) the Authority or self-insurer has insufficient

medical information to determine the matters
specified in subsection (2); or

(b) the Authority or self-insurer can not make a
determination under subsection (2) because
the condition of the injury of the worker is

not stable.
; X R 5. 104B(1E)
(1E) The Authority or self-insurer must within inserted by
14 days— No. 102/2004

. 501).
(a) if subsection (1D)(a) applies, of having >0

sufficient medical information to determine
the matters specified in subsection (2); or

(b} if subsection (1D)(b) applies, of being able
to make a determination under subsection (2)
because the condition of the injury of the
worker has stabilised—

by notice in writing to the worker remove the
suspension under subsection (1D).
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S.104B(2)
amended by
No. 81/1998

5. 23a),
substituted by
No. 10272004
s. 5(2),
amended by
No. 41/2006

s. 19(4){z).

5. 104B{2)(a)
amended by
No. 41/2006
s. 19{4){b})-

S. 104B(2AOG
amended by
No. 4112006

s, 19(4){c).
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(2) The Authority or self-insurer must within
120 days of receiving a claim made by the worker
or in the case of a claim initiated by the Authority
or self-insurer, within 120 days of the relevant
date—

(a) if the claim is a claim made by the worker,
accept or reject liability for each injury
included in the claim;

(b} obtain an assessment or assessments in
accordance with section 91 as to the degree
of permanent impairment (if any) of the
worker resulting from the injury or injuries
in respect of which liability is accepted,;

{c) after taking into account the assessment or
assessments obtained under paragraph (b),
determine the degree of permanent
impairment (if any) of the worker for each of
the purposes of—

(i) section 98C;
(ii) section 134AB;
(ili) Subdivision 1 of Division 3A;

(d} determine whether the worker has an injury
which is a total loss mentioned in the Table
to section 98E(1);

(e) calculate any entitlement to compensation
under section 98C or 98E;

(f) advise the worker as to—

(1) if the claim is a claim made by the
worker, the decision to accept or reject
liability for each injury included in the
claim;
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(ii) each of the determinations as to the
degree of permanent impairment
(if any) of the worker and whether the
worker has an injury which is a total
loss mentioned in the Table to
section 98E(1) resulting from the injury
or injuries in respect of which lability
is accepted,

(i) the calculation of any entitlement to
compensation under section 98C
or 98E;

* * & * *

(g) provide to the worker a copy of—

(i) any medical reports, correspondence
and other documents provided to; and

(ii) any medical reports, correspondence
and other documents obtained from—

any medical practitioner referred to in
section 91(1)(b} conducting an independent
examination.

(2AA) For the purposes of this section—
claim made by the worker means—

(a) aclaim by a worker for compensation
under section 98C or 98E; or

(b) aclaim by a worker for compensation
under section 98C or 98E in accordance
with subsection (5D){a);

8. 1048
{2)({iv)
repealed by
No. 41/2006
s. 18(1).

S. 104B(2AA)
inserted by
No. 41/2006
s. 19(5).

331



Version 158D as at 5 April 2010

Accident Compensation Act 1985
No. 10191 of 1985

Part IV—Payment of Compensation
s. 104B

relevant date means—

(a) if the worker makes a claim for
compensation under section 98C or 98E
in accordance with subsection (5D)(a),
the day on which the claim is received
by the Authority or self-insurer; or

(b) if the worker advises the Authority or
self-insurer that he or she disputes the
written statement under subsection
(5C), the day on which the dispute is
resolved; or

(c) if the worker does not make a claim or
dispute the statement within the period
specified under subsection (5D), the
day on which that period expires; or

(d) if the worker accepts the written
statement of the injury or injuries under
subsection (5C), the day on which the
Authority or self-insurer receives the
advice of the worker that he or she
accepts the written statement of the
injury or injuries.

f;{:eoﬁﬁ) {(2A) The Authority or self-insurer is not bound by the
No. 102/2004 assessment or assessments obtained under
5.5(2)

subsection (2)(b) in determining the degree of
permanent impairment (if any) under
subsection (2)(c).

gggsi(i)by (3) If the Authority or self-insurer rejects liability in
Nos 81/1998 relation to the injuries included in the claim made
5.2, by the worker and the worker disputes the

s. 5{3), decision as to liability, the worker must not

:1%‘13? commence proceedings in relation to the claim

made by the worker unless the worker first refers
the dispute for conciliation by a Conciliation
Officer in accordance with Division 2 of Part 1]
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and until the Conciliation Officer has issued a
certificate under section 49.

{4) The worker must at the request of the Authority or :&Lo:gég)by
self-insurer attend an independent examination to  Nos 10711997

. .. s. 25{3),
be conducted by a medical practitioner referred to P

in section 91(1)}(b) for the purposes this section. s. 23(a),
substituted by
No, 10272004
s.5(4).

(5) The Authority or self-insurer must obtain g;::ig)by
assessments in accordance with section 91 asto  Nos 2612000

the degree of permanent impairment resulting A
from any injury for which liability is accepted or s, gfa),

A > substituted by
established for the purposes of- No. 10212004

(a) determining any entitlement of the workerto % §(5).
compensation under section 98C;

(b) determining the whole person impairment
under sections 134AB(3) and 134AB(15),

(c} Subdivision 1 of Division 3A.

(5A) A worker must include all injuries arising out of S 104B(5A)

. . . inserted by
the same event or circumstance in a claim for No. 26/2000
: : 5. 16(3),
compensation under section 98C. cubstituted by
No. 102/2004
s. 5(B).
(SAA) A worker can only make one claim for %:ec’r‘t‘ffb?“)
compensation under section 98C in respect of No. 102/2004
injuries arising out of the same event or 5. 56).
circumstance.
(5AB) Subject to subsection (5D)(a), if a claim for f;‘-s";’r‘gﬁ?{s)

compensation under section 98C or 98E has been  No, 4112008
initiated in respect of a worker by the Authority or 518
self-insurer, the worker cannot make a claim for
compensation under section 98C or 98E in respect

of injuries arising out of the same event or

circumstance.
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5. 104B

S. 104B(5B) (5B) A determination of the degree of impairment must
Eerfrgu%% take into account all impairments resulting from
5.16(3), the injuries entitling the worker to compensation
:‘l;bﬁglzﬁdorv included in the claim for compensation under

s. 516). section 98C.

f;s Lﬂﬁ) (5C) If the independent examination has been requested
No. 26/2000 by the Authority or a self-insurer under subsection
s 168, by (1C), the Authority or self-insurer must give the
No. 4112006 worker a written statement of the injury or injuries
5. 19(8).

to be included in the assessments and a statement
of rights in a form approved by the Authority for
the purposes of this section.

f;;;fﬁi? (5D) A worker must within 60 days of receiving a

No. 2612000 written statement under subsection (5C)—

5. 16(3), . , .
amendex! by (a) make a claim for compensation under section
i 98C or 98E in respect of any additional

injuries that the worker believes have arisen
out of the same event or circumstance; or

S. 104B(5D)(b)

(b) advise the Authority or self-insurer that he or
amencded by

No. 412006 she disputes the statement; or

5. 19(8)b).

%:eor‘gi?(c) (c) advise the Authority or self-insurer that he or
No. 4112006 she accepts the written statement of the

s 19()(c). injury or injuries.

S, 104B(5DA) (5DA) If after receiving a written statement under

inserted by

No. 41/2006 subsection (5C) the worker makes a claim for

. 19(10) compensation under section 98C or 98E in respect
of any additional injuries that the worker believes
have arisen out of the same event or
circumstance—

(a) the claim by the worker and the claim
initiated by the Authority or self-insurer are
to be considered as one consolidated claim;
and
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(b) the consolidated claim is to be dealt with in
accordance with subsection (2).

(5DB) If the worker advises the Authority or self-insurer isr{s‘euéﬁéigm
that he or she disputes the written statement under  No, 412006 -
subsection (5C), the worker must not commence 519010}
proceedings in relation to the claim unless the
worker first refers the dispute for conciliation by a
Conciliation Officer in accordance with
Division 2 of Part IIT and until the Conciliation

Officer has issued a certificate under section 49.

(SE) If the worker does not make a claim or dispute the S-104B{E)

statement within the period specified under No.: z;hé}gu%
subsection (5D), the injury or injuries specified in 519G} by
the written statement are deemed to be the only Nos 102/2004
injury or injuries arising from the same eventor % 57)a)
circumstance which are to be included in the 5. 19(11)

determination of impairment to be dealt with in
accordance with subsection (2).

(5F) 1f the worker was not 18 years of age at the time f;;s"e"r‘l‘féi?
of the event or circumstance, the determination of  No. 2612000

impairment resulting from the injury cannotbe 315 by
made until the worker attains the age of 18 years.  no.102:2004

s. 5{7)(b)iNi).

(6) The worker must within 60 days of being advised sr-n?:daég)by

under subsection (2) in respect of a claim made by  Nos 8111998

the worker advise the Authority or self-insurer in 5.2
writing whether the worker accepts or disputes the  ss 164)a)

decision as to liability in respect of each of the 222273311

injuries claimed. 5. 20(1),
substituted by
No. 10212004
s. 58),
amended by
No. 41/2006
5. 19{12).
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S. 104B(6A)}
inserted by
No. 102/2004
s. 5(8).

S. 104B(8B)
inserted by
No. 1022004
s. 5(8),
amended by
No. 4112006
s, 19{13).

8. 104B(6B){b)
amended by
No. 41/2008
s.18(2)(a).

S, 104B(6B){s)
repealed by
No. 41/2006

" s.18(2)(B).

S. 104B(7)
amended by
Nos §1/1998
8. 23(a),
2612000

5 16(4)(b),
s.17{2),
8212001

8. 20(1),
substituted by
No. 1022004
s. 5(8).
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(6A) If under subsection (6) a worker disputes any part
of the decision as fo liability, the worker does not
have to respond to any other part of the advice
under subsection (2).

(6B) Subject to subsection (6), the worker must within
60 days of being advised under subsection (2)
advise the Authority or self-insurer in writing—

(a) whether the worker accepts or disputes the
determinations of impairment and total loss;

(b) if the worlker accepts the determinations of
impairment and total loss, whether the
worker accepts or disputes the entitlement to
compensation, if any.

(7) If the decision made under subsection (2)(a) to
reject liability for an injury is varied as the result
of a decision of a court or an agreement between
the worker and the Authority or self-insurer, the
Authority or self-insurer must within 90 days of
the variation—

(a} obtain an assessment or assessments in
accordance with section 91 as to the degree
of permanent impairment (if any) of the
worker resulting from the injury or injuries
in respect of which liability is accepted or
determined,

(b) after taking into account the assessment or
assessments obtained under paragraph (a),
determine the degree of permanent
impairment (if any) of the worker for each of
the purposes of—

(i} section 98C,
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(ii) section 134AB;
(iit) Subdivision 1 of Division 3A;

(c) determine whether the worker has an injury

which is a total loss mentioned in the Table
to section 98E(1);

(d) calculate any entitlement to compensation
under section 98C or 98E;

(e) advise the worker as to—

(i) the decision or determination of
liability for each injury included in the
claim;

(i1) each of the determinations as to the
degree of permanent impairment
(if any) of the worker and whether the
worker has an injury which is a total
loss mentioned in the Table to
section 98E(1) resulting from the injury
or injuries in respect of which liability
is accepted;

(iii) the calculation of any entitlement to
compensation under section 98C

or 98E;

* * * # S.104B
{T)eliv)
repealed by
No, 41/2006
5. 18(1).

(f) provide to the worker a copy of—

(i) any medical reports, correspondence
and other documents provided to; and

(ii) any medical reports, correspondence
and other documents obtained from—

any medical practitioner referred to in

section 91(1)(b) conducting an independent
examination.
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5. 104B

S. 104B{7A) (7A) The Authority or self-insurer is not bound by the
glseﬁgz%%‘ assessment or assessments obtained under
3_0;;{3)_ subsection (7)(a) in determining the degree of
permanent impairment (if any) under
subsection (7)(b).
f"{s"e”rﬂﬁ) (7B) The worker must within 60 days of being advised
No, 102/2004 under subsection (7) advise the Authority or self-
5. 5(8). insurer in writing—

(a) whether the worker accepts or disputes the
determinations of impairment and total loss;

S. 104B(7B)(b) (b) if the worker accepts the determinations of
amended by

No. 4112008 impairment and total loss, whether the

s. 18{3)(a). worker accepts or disputes the entitlement to
compensation, if any.

S. 104B(7B){c) s * # * #

repealed by

No. 4112005

5. 18(3)(b).

:r-:e":fég)by (8) Subject to section 134AB(36), the Authority or

Nos 81/1998 self-insurer must, within 14 days of being advised

26?235% by the worker either under subsection (6B)

5. 16(4){c), ot (7B) or at a later date that the worker accepts

o the determinations of impairment and total loss

5. 17(3), and the entitlement to compensation—

iﬁned;gu%i (a) if the entitlement is under section 98C, make

A payments in accordance with section 98D; or

:ﬁ&l’foos (b) if the entitiement is under section 98E, pay
the amount specified for the total loss under
section 98E.
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(9) The Authority or self-insurer must, within 14 days g 104p)

of being advised by the worker that the worker amended by
: s L Nos 8111998
disputes the determinations of impairment or total ¢ y3(a),
loss in respect of the injury or injuries claimed, 2612000
. . s. 16(A)(d)i)i,
refer the medical questions as to— 8212001
o . . 6(b),
(a) the degree of impairment assessed in zub(st!'tuted by
accordance with section 91 resulting from :"5'{13?’2"04

the injury or injuries claimed for which
liability is accepted or established; and

(b) whether the worker has an injury or injuries
claimed for which liability is accepted or
established which is a total loss mentioned in
the Table to section 98E(1)—

to a Medical Panel for its opinion under

section 67.

{9A) For the purposes of subsection (9), if a worker has %::&B(}iﬁ)
suffered an injury arising out of the same event or  no. 1022004
circumstance resulting in both psychiatric s- (10}
impairment and impairment other than psychiatric
impairment—

(a) the worker may—

(i) accept or dispute the determinations of
impairment of both psychiatric
impairment and impairment other than
psychiatric impairment; or

(ii) accept or dispute either the
determination of psychiatric
impairment or the determination of
impairment other than psychiatric
impairment but can not accept only part
of the determination of impairment
other than psychiatric impairment; and
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(b) the Authority or self-insurer must refer under
that subsection the medical questions relating
to the determination or determinations
disputed in accordance with subsection (9).

f&?e"ffe‘ffﬁy (10} The Authority or self-insurer must, within 60 days

No. 81/1998 of obtaining the opinion of the Medical Panel

:hﬁgz&w by under section 67, advise the worker of the opinion

No. 262000 and the entitlement, if any, under section 98C

5. 17{4),

amended by or 98E.

No. 82/2001

5. 20(1),

substituted by

No. 4112006

5. 18(5).

%;e"r‘:eac}gr‘" (10A) The worker must, within 60 days of being advised

No. 26/2000 by the Authority or self-insurer of the entitlement

-y E(;t)fned by of the worker to compensation in accordance with

No. 4112006 subsection (10), advise the Authority or self-

s. 18(5). insurer whether the worker accepts or disputes the
entitlement to compensation.

%;;:ead(?ym (10B) Subject to section 134AB(36), the Authority or

No. 26/2000 self-insurer must, within 14 days of being advised

S e oy by the worker either under subsection (10A) or at

No. 4112006 a later date that the worker accepts the entitlement

5. 18(5}.

to compensation—

(a) if the entitlement is under section 98C, make
payments in accordance with section 98D; or

(b) if the entitlement is under section 98E, pay
the amount specified for the total loss under
section 98E.

(11) For the purposes of this section, Hability in
relation to a claim does not include a question as
to the degree of permanent impairment of a
worker or whether a worker has an injury which is
a total loss mentioned in the Table to
section 98E(1).
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* * * * s 10aB(tA)
inserted by
No. 26/2000
5. 17(5),
repealed by
No. 4112006
5. 18(6).
(12) No appeal lies to any court or Tribunal from a :&g’:ﬂ;ﬂy
determination or opinion— No. 10212004
L 5. 5(11).
(a) asto the degree of permanent impairment of
a worker resulting from an injury; or
(b) as to whether a worker has an injury which
is a total loss mentioned in the Table to
section 98E(1).
(13) For the purposes of this section, the Minister may
issue directions to be published in the Government
Gazette for or with respect to procedures for the
determination of claims for compensation under
section 98C, including directions requiring that
information in classes of claims specified in the
directions must be provided by affidavit.
(14) This section as amended by section 16 of the ?n-:e"r‘t‘eﬂéw
Accident Compensation (Common Law and No. 26/2000
Benefits) Act 2000 applies in respect of— 5. 16(5).

(a) all claims for compensation under section
98C given, served or lodged on or after the
commencement of section 16 of the
Accident Compensation (Common Law
and Benefits) Act 2000;

(b) an assessment for the purposes of sections
134AB(3) and 134AB(15) in respect of an
injury to a worker on or after 20 October
1999 whose claim for compensation under
section 98C was given, served or lodged
before the commencement of section 16 of
the Accident Compensation (Common
Law and Benefits) Act 2000;

(c) aclaim specified in subsection (15).
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s. 16(5).

S. 104B(16}
inserted by
No. 26/2000
s. 16(5).

S. 104B(17)
inserted by
No. 2612000
5. 17(6).
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(15)

(16)

(17)

If a worker has given, served or lodged a claim for
compensation under section 98C before the
commencement of section 16 of the Accident
Compensation (Common Law and Benefits)
Act 2000 and on or after that commencement
claims compensation under section 98C for any
other injury which arose from the same event or
circumstance in respect of which the injury the
subject of the previous claim arose, this section as
amended by section 16 of the Accident
Compensation (Common Law and Benefits)
Act 2000 applies in respect of the subsequent
claim.

Subject to subsection (14), this section as in force
before the commencement of section 16 of the
Accident Compensation (Common Law and
Benefits) Act 2000 continues to apply in respect
of all claims for compensation under section 98C
given, served or lodged before the commencement
of section 16 of the Accident Compensation
(Common Law and Benefits) Act 2000.

This section as amended by section 17 of the
Accident Compensation (Common Law and
Benefits) Act 2000 applies in respect of—

(a) all claims for compensation under section
98C given, served or lodged on or after the
commencement of section 17 of the
Accident Compensation (Common Law
and Benefits) Act 2000;

(b) a request made under subsection (1C) on or
after that commencement;

(c) an assessment on or after that
commencement for the purposes of sections
134AB(3) and 134AB(15) in respect of an
injury to a worker on or after 2¢ October
1969.
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(18) This section as amended by section 20 of the s. 104B(18)
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Act inserted by
! No. 522001

2001 only applies— s. 20(2).

(a) in the case of subsection (6), to any case
in which the Authority or self-insurer
obtained the assessments and determination
on or after the date of commencement of
section 20 of that Act;

(b) in the case of subsection (7), to any case in
which the worker was advised under
subsection (6) on or after the date of
commencemerit of section 20 of that Act;

(c) in the case of subsection (10), to any case in
which the Authority or self-insurer obtained
the opinion of the Medical Panel under
section 67 on or after the date of
commencement of section 20 of that Act.

(19) If as at the commencement of section 5 of the %;:::;‘113
Accident Compensation Legislation No. 102/2004

(Amendment) Act 2004 a worker has attended at 5512
least 1 impairment examination, the assessment of
impairment and the final determination of the

claim of the worker must be completed in

accordance with this section as in force before that

commencement.
(20) If as at the commencement of section 5 of the isn-:e"rg‘?y?
Accident Compensation Legislation No. 10212004

(Amendment) Act 2004 a worker has lodged an 5012
impairment claim but has not attended any

impairment examinations, the worker may before
attending an impairment examination elect by

notice in writing to the Authority or self-insurer—

(a) to continue to have the claim determined in
accordarnce with this section as in force
before that commencement; or

(b) to withdraw the claim.
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S. 104B(22)
inserted by
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(21) If a worker withdraws a claim under subsection
(20)(b), the worker may submit & new claim as if
it were the first claim of that type that the worker
was submitting in respect of that injury.

(22} This section as in force before the commencement
of section 5 of the Accident Compensation
Legislation (Amendment) Act 2004 applies to a
worker to whom subsection (19} or (20)(a) applies
with the following modifications—

(a) as if in subsection (6) as then in force "and of
the consequences as specified in subsection
(11A) of confirming in writing that he or she
wishes to receive any compensation to which
he or she is entitled" were omitted;

(b) as if in subsection (7) as then in force "and if
the worker accepts the entitlement to
compensation, whether or not he or she
wishes to receive the compensation to which
he or she is entitled" were omitted;

(c) as if in subsection (8) as then in force, for
"wishes to receive the compensation to
which he or she is entitled" there were
substituted "accepts the entitlement";

(d) as if in subsection (10) as then in force
"and of the consequences as specified in
subsection (11A) of confirming in writing
that he or she wishes to receive any
compensation to which he or she is entitled"
were omitted;

(e) as if in subsection (10A) as then in force, for
"wishes to receive the compensation to
which he or she is entitled” there were
substituted "accepts or disputes the
entitlement to compensation";
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(f) as if in subsection (10B) as then in force, for
"wishes to receive the compensation to
which he or she is entitled" there were
substituted "accepts the entitlement to
compensation";

(g) as if subsection (11A) as then in force were
repealed.

(23) Subject to subsection (22), this section as
amended by section 18 of the Accident
Compensation and Other Legisiation
(Amendment) Act 2006 applies to an impairment
claim whether lodged before, on or afier
18 November 2004 unless the worker has before
1 June 2006— '

(a) made an application under section
134AB(4); or

{b) advised the Authority or self-insurer under
subsection {7B) or (10A) that he or she
wishes to receive the compensation to which
he or she is entitled.

105 Medical certificate

(1) A medical certificate referred to in section 103
that relates to a claim for compensation that is, or
includes, compensation in the form of weekly
payments must—

{(2) be issued by a medical practitioner; and
(b) be ina form approved by the Authority; and

(c) specify the expected duration of the worker's
incapacity and whether the worker has a
current work capacity or has no current work
capacity.

S. 104B(23)
inserted by
No. 4172006
s. 18(7).

$.105
substituted by
No. 501994

s. 50.

S.105{1)
amended by
No. 9/2010
s. 20(1).

S.105(1)(c)
amended by
No. 10711997
5. 30(9).
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319 Section 114 $.319
Section 114(2)()(iD), (2A), (2B) and (2C), as agperd
substituted or inserted by section 45 of the s.191.

amending Act, applies to a claim whether made
before , on or after the commencement date.

320 Section 91 $.320
inserted by
Section 91, as amended by section 53 of the No, Si2010

amending Act, applies in respect of a claim under
section 98C or 98E whether made before, on or
after the commencement date if the worker attends
the first impairment assessment for the purposes
of section 104B(2)(b) on or after the
commencement date.

321 Section 98C - 5. 321
inserted by
Section 98C, as amended by section 54 of the 201.53010
amending Act, applies in respect of a claim under
section 98C whether made before, on or after the
commencement date if the worker attends the first
impairment assessment for the purposes of section
104B(2)(b) on or after the commencement date.
322 Section 43 (Jurisdiction of Magistrates' Court) o322 by
Section 43, as amended by section 75 of the No. 912010
amending Act, applies in respect of proceedings
: commenced under this Act on or after the
‘ commencement date.
3 323 Section 45 (Medical questions) ﬁ'] f:r‘:’e dby
i Section 45, as amended by section 76 of the No. 2010

amending Act, applies only in respect of
proceedings commenced on or after the
| commencement date.
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342

343

344

345

346

59(9) immediately before the
commencement date;

{(b) disputes referred to conciliation on and after
the commencement date.

Section 62 (Costs)

Section 62, as amended by section 87 of the
amending Act, applies in respect of disputes that
have been referred to conciliation on and after the
commencement date.

Section 63 (Establishment and constitution)

Section 63, as amended by section 88 of the
amending Act, applies in respect of referrals made
to a Medical Panel on and after the
commencement date.

Section 65 (Procedures and powers)

Section 65, as amended by section 89 of the
amending Act, applies in respect of any medical
question referred to a Medical Panel on and after
the commencement date.

Section 68 {Opinions)

Section 68, as amended by section 90 of the
amending Act, applies in respect of any opinion
given by a Medical Panel under section 68 on and
after the commencement date.

Division 3AA of Part IV (Employer obligations)

Division 3AA of Part IV, as inserted by section 91
of the amending Act, applies in respect of a claim
for compensation in respect of an injury or death
under this Act that is accepted by the Authority on
and after the commencement date.

§.342
inserted by
No. 972010
5. 191.

$.343
inserted by
No. 9/2010
s. 191

S.344
inserted by
No. 9/2010
s.191.

5.345
inserted by
No. 872010
s, 191,

5.346
inserted by
No. 912010
5.191.
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S.45
substifuted by
No. 67/1992
s.10.

S.45(1)
substiterted by
No. 107/1997
5. 21(5).

S. 45{(1)(b}
amended by
No. 262000
s. §(1).

S.45014)
inserted by
No. 26/2000
s. 5(2).
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45 Medical questions

(1) Where the County Court exercises jurisdiction
under this Part, the County Court-—

(a} may refer a medical question; or

(b) if a party to the proceedings requests that a
medical question or medical questions be so
referred, must, subject to subsections (1B)
and (1C), refer that medical question or those
medical questions—

to a Medical Panel for an opinion under this
Division.
(1A) This section extends to, and applies in respect of,

an application for leave under section
134AB(16)(b)—

(a) so as to enable in accordance with subsection
(1)(a) the court hearing the application to
refer a medical question (including a medical
question as defined in paragraphs (h) and (i)
of the definition of medical question in
section 5(1)); or

{(b) so as to require in accordance with
subsection (1)(b) the court hearing the
application at the request of a party to the
application to refer a medical question
(including a medical question as defined in
paragraph (h) of the definition of medical
question in section 5(1) but excluding a
medical question as defined in paragraph (i)
of that definition)—

for the opinion of a Medical Panel.
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(1B) The County Court may refuse to refer a medical 5.45018)
question to a Medical Panel on an application inserted by
under subsection (1)(b) if the County Court is of :_Ogé?_'mo
the opinion that the referral would, in all the
circumstances, constitute an abuse of process.

(1C) The County Court has on an application under Isr;;srgg)by
subsection (1)(b) the discretion as to the form in  No. 2612000

which the medical question is to be referred toa 58

Medical Panel.

(2) If the County Court refers 2 medical questionto 545 by
the Panel, the Court must give each party to the No. 1071997
proceedings, copies of all documents in the s 21(6).
possession of the Court relating to the medical
question.

* # * ¥ * S.45(3)
repealed by
No. 107/1997
5. 21(7).

(4) If the County Court refers a medical questiontoa 5454 by
Medical Panel, the Court must give a copy ofthe  Nos 5011993

Panel's opinion to the worker and to the employer, $ 781k

. . . 811998
Authority or self-insurer and may give acopytoa s 22
party to the proceedings.

R, . S.46

46 Admissibility of statements by injured workers cubstituted by
No. 6711992
s. 10,
(1) If a worker after receiving an injury makes any See by

staternent in writing in relation to that injury to the  nos sor1993

worker's employer or to the Authority ortoany 57804

person acting on behalf of the employer or the 5. 453{Sch. 1

Authority, the statement shall not be admitted to ~ tem L9,

; : 8111998
evidence if tendered or used by the employer or s. 22{h).

the Authority in any proceedings under this Act
unless the employer or the Authority has, at least
14 days before the hearing, furnished to the
worker or to the worker's legal practitioner or
agent a copy in writing of the statement.
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(d) if, as a result of disciplinary or similar
action, the member ceases to be entitled to
practise as a medical practitioner; or

{e) if the member ceases to be a medical
practitioner; or

(f) if the member becomes bankrupt; or

(g) if the member is convicted of an indictable
offence or of an offence which, if committed
in Victoria, would be an indictable offence.

65 Procedures and powers

(1) A Panel is not bound by rules or practices as to
evidence, but may inform itself on any matter
relating to a reference in any manner it thinks fit.

(2) The Panel must act informally, without regard to
technicalities or legal forms and as speedily as a
proper consideration of the reference allows.

(3) Information given to a Panel cannot be used in
any civil or eriminal proceedings in any court or
tribunal, other than proceedings—

() before the County Court, the Magistrates'
Court or the Tribunal under this Act or the
Workers Compensation Act 1958;

(b) for an offence against this Act or the
Accident Compensation (WorkCover
Insurance) Act 1993 or the Workers
Compensation Act 195§;

(c) for an offence against the Crimes Act 1958
which arises in connection with a claim for
compensation under this Act.

® # * # *

5. 64{4){0)
amended by
No. 5011593
s. 110{1){c).

S.65
substtuted by
No. 67/1992
s.10.

5.65(3)
substituted by
No. 5011954

5. 31(1).

S.65(3)a)
amended by
No. 5211958
5.311(Sch. 1
item 1.2),

S.65(3)(c)
substituted by
Ne. 1071997
s. 20,

S. 65(3)(d)
repealed by
No. 10771997
5. 20.
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S. 65(5)(b)
amended by
No. 1071997
5. 21(9).

8. 85(6)(a)
amended by
No. 5011994
8. 31(2).

S. 65(6)(b}
repealed by
No. 50/1993
s, 81(c).

S.65{6A)
inserted by
No. 26/2000
s. (1)
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(4) Any attendance of a worker before a Medical
Panel must be in private, unless the Medical Panel
considers that it is necessary for another person to
be present.

(5) A Panel may ask & worker—
(2) to meet with the Panel and answer questions;

{b) to supply copies of all documents in the
possession of the worker which relate to the
medical question to the Panel;

(c) to submit to a2 medical examination by the
Panel or by a member of the Panel.

(6) If a Panel so requests and the worker consents, a
person who is—

(a) a provider of a medical service (within the
meaning of paragraph (&) of the definition of
medical service in section 5(1));

#* * * * i

who has examined the worker must—

(¢) meet with the Panel and answer questions;
and

(d) supply relevant documents to the Panel.

(6A) A person or body referring a medical question to a

Medical Pane! must submit a document to the
Medical Panel specifying—

(a) the injury or alleged injury to, or in respect
of, which the medical question relates;

(b) the facts or questions of fact relevant to the
medical question which the person or body is
satisfied have been agreed and those facts or
questions that are in dispute.
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(6B) A person or body referring a medical question to a g, gsiep)

Medical Panel must submit copies of all
documents relating to the medical question in the
possession of that person or body to the Medical
Panel.

{7) The Convenor may give directions as to the
arrangement of the business of the Panels.

(8) The Minister may for the purposes of—

(a) ensuring procedural fairness in the
procedures of the Medical Panels; and

(b) facilitating the proper administration of the
Medical Panels—

issue guidelines as to the procedures of Medical
Panels.

(8A) The Minister must consult with the Attorney-
General before issuing any guidelines under this
section.

(9) The Convenor may give directions as to the
procedures of the Panels but may not give
directions inconsistent with any guidelines issued
by the Minister.

(10) The Convenor of the Medical Panels and a
member of a Medical Panel has in the
performance of his or her duties as the Convenor
of the Medical Panels or as a member of a
Medical Panel the same protection and immunity
as a Judge of the Supreme Court has in the
performance of his or her duties as a Judge.

66 Validity of acts or decisions

An act or decision of a Panel is not invalid by
reason only of any defect or irregularity in or in
connection with the appointment of a member.

inserted by
No. 26/2000
s, 1M{1).

S.65(8)
substituted by
No. 262000
s.12,

5.65(84)
inserted by
No. 6072003
s. 19(3}.

S. 65(10}
inserted by
No. 7/1936
s, 15.

5.66
substituted by
No. 6711952
s.10.
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5.68
substituted by
Mo, 67/1992
s.10.

S.88(1)
amended by
Nos 50/1993
s.78{1)(c),
10711997

5. 21(3),
811998

5. 22(a).

S.68(3)
amended by
Nos 50/1993
3. 78{1){c),
81/1998

5. 22({a).

S.68(4)
inserted by
No. 10719987
s, 21(4).

S5 69-80
repealed by
No. 6771992
s. 10,
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68 Opinions

(1) A Medical Panel must form its opinion on a
medical question referred to it within 60 days after
the reference is made or such longer period as is
agreed by the Conciliation Officer, the County
Court, the Authority or self-insurer.

(2) The Medical Panel to whom a medical question is
so referred must give a certificate as to its opinion.

(3) Within seven days after forming its opinion on a
medical question referred to it, a Medical Panel
must give the relevant Conciliation Officer or the
County Court or the Authority or self-insurer its
opinion in writing.

(4) For the purposes of determining any question or
matter, the opinion of a Medical Panel on a
medical question referred to the Medical Panel is
to be adopted and applied by any court, body or
person and must be accepted as final and
conclusive by any court, body or person
irrespective of who referred the medical question
to the Medical Panel or when the medical question
was referred.

# # # # *
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limited by statute for the making of the decision
but shall not exercise any other jurisdiction or
power or grant any other remedy.

8 Reasons for decision to be furnished by tribunal on
request by party concerned

(D

(2)

&)

@

A tribunal shall, if requested to do so by any
person affected by a decision made or to be made
by it, furnish him with a statement of its reasons
for the decision.

The request may be made orally or in writing to
the tribunal or to any member or officer thereof
but must be made either before the giving or
notification of the decision or else within thirty
days after the decision has come to the knowledge
of the person making the request and in any event
not later than ninety days after the giving or
notification of the decision.

The statement of reasons shall be in writing and
furnished within a reasonable time.

The Supreme Court, upon being satisfied by the
person making the request that a reasonable time
has elapsed without any such statement of reasons
for the decision having been furnished or that the
only statement furnished is not adequate to enable
a Court to see whether the decision does or does
not involve any error of law, may order the
tribunal to furnish, within a time specified in the
order, a statement or further statement of its
reasons and if the order is not complied with the
Court, in addition to or in lieu of any order to
enforce compliance by the tribunal or any member
thereof, may make any such order as might have
been made if error of law had appeared on the
face of the record.

5.8(2)
amended by
Nos 10087
5. 174(8)(b),
631987
s.7,4/1989
s. 8(1)(b),
52/1998
s.311(Sch.1
itern 2.2},

S.8(4)
amended by
No. 1101986
5. 1402}
(Sch.).
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S.5(5) (5) Notwithstanding anything in this section a tribunal
:?91"1%??92% shall not be bound to furnish a statement of

s. 140(2) reasons, and the Court shall not be bound to order
{Sch.). it to do so, where to furnish the reasons would, in

the opinion of the Court, be against public policy,
or the person making the request is not a person
primarily concerned with the decision and to
furnish the reasons would, in the opinion of the
Court, be against the interests of a person
primarily concerned.

> by (6) Nothing in this section applies to the Victorian
No, 52/1998 Civil and Administrative Tribunal or the Business
5. 311(Sch. 1 Ry :

e 2.3) (o5 Licensing Authority.

amended by

No. 101/1998

5. 22(1)(b).

5.9 9 Interim relief

amended by

:"1';01(2’)1986 The Supreme Court, in order to prevent

{Sch,), irreparable damage pending judicial review, may

by order suspend the operation, or postpone the
coming into effect, of a decision made or to be
made by a tribunal or restrain the implementing
thereof until the expiration of fourteen days from
the furnishing by the tribunal of a statement of
reasons as provided by subsection (1) of section §
or for such further time as the Court shall deem
fit.

10 Reasons to be part of record

Any statement by a tribunal or inferior court
whether made orally or in writing, and whether or
not made pursuant to a request or order under
section 8, of its reasons for a decision shall be
taken to form part of the decision and accordingly
to be incorporated in the record.



