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Executive Summary   
The University of Melbourne welcomes the opportunity to respond to the Department of Prime 
Minister and Cabinet’s Data Sharing and Release Discussion Paper. 

As a leading research institution, we have a particular interest in positive legislative reforms in this 
area. Data sharing arrangements that ensure trusted users have access, for designated purposes and 
in safe environments, to quality public sector data is crucial to the performance of Australia’s 
research sector and to the public impact that it delivers. It is important that the Government seek to 
better enable safe data sharing, from a truly national perspective, in view of the improved research 
and public policy outcomes that this promises. 

The direction for legislative reform set out in the Discussion Paper is overwhelmingly positive. The 
Paper rightly recognises that data integrity and managing privacy-related risks is of paramount 
importance when dealing with public sector data. It also recognises that the way to achieve this is by 
ensuring that data is shared in a responsible or safe way, rather than by being inhibited by poor data 
practices or by preventing access altogether. The proposed legislative reforms include a suite of 
sensible measures that support integrity in data sharing, including limits on the purposes for which 
data can be shared, safeguards for dealing with privacy risks, and transparency and accountability 
mechanisms such as public registers for Data Sharing Agreements and for Accredited Data Service 
Providers and Users.  

The University of Melbourne is broadly supportive of the proposed approach to developing the data 
sharing legislative framework, and applauds the recognition, in the Discussion Paper, that the task of 
achieving the right balance in these arrangements requires ongoing attention. We appreciate the 
progress made so far, and we also believe that there is further work to be done in improving 
arrangements for the responsible sharing of public sector data with specified users. Our responses 
to the consultation questions contained below suggest additional considerations that build upon the 
approach already developed and outlined in the Discussion Paper. These include strongly affirming 
and potentially elaborating the role of the National Data Commissioner in helping to build and 
maintain public confidence in the data sharing framework, and the use of differential privacy as a 
framework for guaranteeing the privacy of individuals in a sensitive dataset. We also note parts of 
the Discussion Paper where the proposals require further elaboration to inform a proper assessment 
of them. 

We would welcome the opportunity to further discuss future developments in the data sharing 
legislative framework as the development process proceeds towards legislation.  

For further information or to discuss this submission please contact Professor Liz Sonenberg, Pro Vice-
Chancellor (Digital and Data)) at  
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