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Hazelwood Mine Fire Inquiry

Expert Witness Concurrent Evidence Protocol
Professor Jim Macnamara and Mr Lachlan Drummond
1. Introduction

A key focus of the Hazelwood Mine Fire Inquiry is on the public communication of the fire and its effects to the Latrobe Valley.   
The Board of Inquiry has engaged independent experts Professor Jim Macnamara and Mr Lachlan Drummond to provide an independent expert report in regard to the communication strategies used by Government departments and GDF Suez during the fire. 
Counsel assisting the Board of Inquiry have determined that the most efficient and effective way of presenting the evidence of Professor Macnamara and Mr Drummond to the Inquiry is by way of concurrent evidence.   
2. Expert Report/Witness Statement

The Board of Inquiry has received and independent expert report from Professor Macnamara dated 23 May 2014 and an independent expert report from Mr Drummond dated 23 May 2014.  

It is proposed that the expert reports from Professor Macnamara and Mr Drummond will both be tendered into evidence separately at the public hearing. 
3. Meeting
The Board of Inquiry requests Professor Macnamara and Mr Drummond to arrange a time to meet to discuss their respective views on the Hazelwood Mine Fire, specifically the communication strategy .  The meeting must take place prior to Wednesday 4 June 2014. 

The purpose of discussions between experts should be, wherever possible, to: 

(a) identify and discuss the technical issues concerning public communications in the proceedings; 

(b) reach agreed opinions on those issues, and, if that is not possible, to narrow the issues in which there is disagreement between them; 

(c) identify those issues on which they agree and disagree and summarise their reasons for disagreement on any issue; and 

(d) identify what action, if any, may be taken to resolve any of the outstanding issues that remain.

Prior to the meeting each expert should review the report from the other expert.

It is intended that the meeting be undertaken without a facilitator, unless one is requested by either of the experts or their representatives. 

The experts should keep the Legal Counsel assisting the Board of Inquiry and any instructing party informed of any material steps that they may be taking by, for example, copying all correspondence to those instructing them. 
4. Joint Report

Following the meeting the Board of Inquiry requests Professor Macnamara and Mr  Drummond to prepare a joint report on the matters about which they agree and those on which they disagree, giving short reasons as to why they disagree.  

In particular, the Board of Inquiry requests that the joint report address the following questions:
a) Do you consider that the Government Departments engaged appropriate communication strategies during the fire?  Please provide your reasons.
b) Do you consider that GDF Suez engaged appropriate communication strategies during the fire?  Please provide your reasons. 
c) What steps, if any, do you consider could have been taken to improve the communication strategy of any/all parties during the fire?
It is intended that the joint report will be tendered at the public hearing.

5. Evidence at the Inquiry

It is intended that Professor Macnamara and Mr Drummond provide evidence concurrently to the Board of Inquiry on Thursday 5 June 2014.  
