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1 On 17 January 2018, Mr Scerri QC was appointed by the Secretary of the Department to conduct an investigation under section 144 of the Health Services Act 1988 (Vic) in respect of sexual misconduct allegations made against the former Chairperson of Melbourne Health, Mr Robert Doyle. 
2 As part of the investigation, Mr Scerri was requested to determine: 
whether the allegations or any part of the allegations are substantiated and provide reasons for those findings of fact; and 
based on those findings of fact, if Mr Doyle has contravened any legal obligation he holds as the Chairperson and director of Melbourne Health or caused Melbourne Health to contravene its legal obligations or obligations to the Department 
3 Mr Scerri provided previous Reports on 7 February 2018 and 20 April 2018.  
4 Extensive correspondence has passed between Mr Scerri’s instructing solicitors and Mr Doyle’s solicitors since February 2018 in relation to Mr Doyle’s participation in the investigation, and in particular in relation to his inability for medical reasons to participate in the investigation, or otherwise to respond to the allegations.
5 Mr Doyle continues to claim that due to his ill health he is unable to respond to the allegations.
6 Mr Scerri considers that it is relevant that the allegations have been the subject of a great deal of publicity. Mr Scerri does not accept that Mr Doyle’s solicitors are unable to discuss the allegations with Mr Doyle and obtain any instructions from him.  Accordingly, Mr Scerri considers that he is now able to finalise the investigation and make his findings.  
7 Mr Scerri’s final report is dated 24 February 2021. 
Findings
8 The complainant appeared to be an honest and sincere witness and had no reason to lie about these matters. Indeed, the whole experience, including Mr Scerri’s investigation, has caused her enormous distress. 
9 Mr Scerri has found that the conduct described by the complainant did occur. 
10 The conduct varies in degree of seriousness.  Some of the conduct could be described as over-familiar, rude, obnoxious or sleazy.  In that category were inappropriate comments that Mr Doyle made about the complainant’s appearance.  
11 However, some of the conduct was ‘serious misconduct of a sexual nature’ within the scope of Mr Scerri’s investigation.  This included touching the complainant’s inner thigh, close to her groin and the complainant’s lower back.
12 Mr Scerri also found that the relevant conduct was unwelcome and caused the complainant serious distress. 
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