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Monday, 30 January, 2006

Stephen Lodge

Department of Human Services
GPO Box 1670N

MELBOURNE VICTORIA 3001

By email stephen.lodge@dhs.vic.gov.au

Dear Sir,
Review of Health Act 1958 (Vic)

I am pleased to have the opportunity to respond to the issues raised by the review of
the Health Act 1958 (Vic) (Health Act Review). I have prepared the attached
submission for your review to consider.

Specific comments on aspects of the review are noted in the attached submission; the
submission retains the layout as provided in the list of issues for comment provided
by the Department of Human Services for ease of reference.

It is disappointing that more time was not allowed to the public for the submission so
that research could have been carried out to comment on all items. 1 believe that if a
person had more time to analyse this document that the validity of this document
would be questionable on the following grounds:

e That so many areas within this document possibly would contravene the
Australian Commonwealth Constitution, and therefore would give grounds for
a challenge to the legality of the document if adopted.

e Why any politician elected by the people would want to give any individual
unprecedented power that even they do not have really astounds me, no one
individual should be placed with the power to make decisions that will affect
the general public without the directions of legislation.

e | would suggest that a further three months should be granted for the general
public, to further analyse the alterations intended for the Health Act 1958
(Vic.), this would then enable the public to give a much greater detail of their
concerns, and may remove the areas that will be challenged at a later date.


mailto:jaquelline.goodall@dhs.vic.gov.au

I would also bring the following points to your attention:

e Over the years many functions of the Health Act have been transferred to other
Acts and it seems pointless to consolidate them again.

e The functions of council should be clearly defined otherwise councils are
likely to say that they do not have a role.

e The positive/negative argument is unclear as there are many benefits to
positive (promotions) of public health, whatever direction is taken it should be
consistent at both an organizational and individual public level.

Yours sincerely,

Dennis Witmitz
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