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Updated commentary has been provided by Alexander Solomon-Bridge

Freedom of Information Act 1982
Updated:

The VCAT should only follow obiter dicta to the extent to which it is in fact
persuaded by it. See Farah Constructions Pty Ltd v Say-Dee Pty Ltd (2007) 230
CLR 89, at [FOI.17.80].

It was not wholly clear that the VCAT's reliance upon s 28 was or would have been
considered sufficiently broad to cover the whole of the documents described. See
Chang v Office of the Chief Parliamentary Counsel [2023] VSC 516, at
[FOI.25A.280].

The former document did not call for deliberation and decision. See Department
of Transport v Davis [2024] VCAT 79, at [FOI.28.140].

It was not contrary to the public interest to release a document which proposed
action by another government agency and a three-line bullet point of a brief
concerning an IBAC operation. See Department of Transport v Davis [2024]
VCAT 79, at [FOI.30.420].

The applicant sought to highlight the impact of abuse on the deceased’s life and
to allow the journalist to report in a balanced and accurate way on the deceased’s
life. See Walker v Victoria Police [2021] VCAT 1232, at [FOI.33.140].
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