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Statement of Reasons in response to consultation on the Regulatory 
Impact Statement for the Remaking of Five Designated Areas Orders  
 
Response to Public Submissions 
 
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation (the Commission) would like to thank 
persons and organisations for making submissions as part of the public consultation process for the 
draft legislative instruments to remake five existing Designated Area Orders (Orders) proposed in the 
Regulatory Impact Statement (RIS).  
 
Three submissions were received during the consultation period commenting on the RIS. The points 
raised in these submissions and a response are detailed below.  
 
After considering the submissions received, the Commission has decided that the Orders covering 
the Central Business Districts of Mildura, Footscray, Colac, Mornington and Sunshine should be 
remade for a period of 10 years. The Orders are currently made for a period of 12 months. 
 
Submissions Received 

 
Submitter 

Dr Clare Farmer 
Senior Lecturer in Criminology, Deakin University, Geelong 

Councillor Sam Hearn 
Mayor, Mornington Peninsula Shire Council  

Confidential 

 



 

 
Table of Issues 

 
The below table summarises issues raised during the public consultation process and provides responses from the Commission to each. 
 

Comment Made/ Issue Raised Commission’s Response 

• Causal linkages between designation and the 
reduction or prevention of the occurrence of 
alcohol-related violence or disorder are not 
proven.  

 

The Commission did not attempt to establish a causal link between designation and the 
reduction or prevention of the occurrence of alcohol-related violence or disorder as such a 
link is not required to be established before the Commission can exercise its discretion 
under the relevant provisions of the Liquor Control Reform Act 1998 (LCRA). The 
description of the association between designation and the reduction or prevention of the 
occurrence of alcohol-related violence or disorder in the five areas included in the RIS was 
independently assessed by Better Regulation Victoria (BRV) as adequate.  

 

• Non-compliance with Victoria’s Charter of Human 
Rights and Responsibilities – the Liquor Control 
Reform Amendment Bill of 2007 (which included 
amendments related to Orders) did not provide 
evidence that the Bill complied with the Charter of 
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006.  

 

This comment relates to a matter of Government policy and is, as such, outside the scope 
of the RIS.   

• Annual Reports do not facilitate scrutiny or enable 
effective oversight 

This comment relates to a perceived issue with the legislative framework around Orders. 
The framework itself is a matter of Government policy and is, as such, outside the scope 
of the RIS.  

 

• Legislative Basis may be misleading – whether 
banning provisions are “reasonably effective” has 
“…never been objectively or meaningfully 
assessed.”  

 

This comment relates to the legislative framework providing discretion to the Commission 
to designate an area if it considers Order provisions to be ‘reasonably likely to be effective’ 
in reducing or preventing alcohol-related violence or disorder in that area. The framework 
itself is a matter of Government policy and is, as such, outside the scope of the RIS.  
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Data analysis reported in the RIS, assessed the effectiveness of Orders which 
“…suggests designation contributed to a reduction in assaults and related offences in 
these areas, which are some of the worst community impacts of the misuse of alcohol”. 

 

• Burden on Victoria Police not demonstrated. The RIS identifies some of the impacts of alcohol-related violence and disorder including 
the considerable police resources required to respond to alcohol-related incidences in the 
community (with alcohol involved in approximately 60 percent of all police attendances). 

It was submitted that any alcohol-related issues within a geographical area are unlikely to 
change meaningfully within a 12-month period to justify their annual review. Further 
information was submitted and considered in relation to the burden imposed on public 
agencies.  

 

• The presentation of crime rates contradicts the 
assertions which support data depicting the low 
number of banning notices issued.  

 

Order provisions allow immediate action to be taken against any people committing, or at 
risk of committing, alcohol-related violence or disorder within designated areas. Order 
provisions also enable the diversion of individuals from the criminal justice system, 
providing both immediate and long-term benefits to those individuals and the wider 
community. Enforcement strategies do change over time and the reduction in the use of 
Order provisions in some of these areas does not mean they are not a useful or effective 
tool, as their use as a deterrence is not currently and is difficult to measure. Data 
assessed for the RIS also suggests designation contributed to a reduction in the rate of 
assault and related offences in the areas which are some of the worst community impacts 
of the misuse of alcohol. 

 

• Some submissions fully and strongly supported the 
VCGLR’s proposal to remake the Orders for a 10-
year term for all the reasons outlined in the RIS. 

 

Noted.  


