
 
 
 
Minutes of Meeting  

 

collaboration . honesty . excellence . enjoyment . respect 
NOTE TAKER:   

FILE: 2015/01310/01    

DOCUMENT: KNet 13774121  

SUBJECT Driver Trainer Industry Association meeting Date: 28 October 2020 

LOCATION 77 Grenfell Street  Start: 2.00 PM 

  Finish: 17:00 PM 

I would like to acknowledge the Kaurna people of whose land we meet on today. 
I also pay my respects to their Elders past and present and extend that respect 
to other Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people who are present today. 
 
ATTENDEES: Andre Simmonds, David Whomes, Cheynie Venables, Alvin Jupp, 

Linda Jackson, Renata Bonetti, Martin Whiteside, Kate Williams, Philip Neill.  

Welcome and Apologies  

Apologies: Clare Heathcote. 

Previous minutes – action items 

Actions from previous minutes summarised as per the attached table.  

New business 

1. Reform  

An overview of the status of the reform was provided. The final proposed reform includes: 

 The introduction of one industry licence eg Trainer Examiner (TE). All members that meet 
the required standard will be able to offer CBT&A, VORT will not be automatically 
appointed.  

 A requirement for all industry members to undertake a regulator assessment prior to 
undertaking the training to transition to TE and regulator assessments will be required prior 
to renewal  

 Public register to enable the public to check an industry members licensing/appointment 
status 

 Mandated training materials 

 The ability for the Registrar to call for applicants to become an TE when required, for 
example annually 

 Cameras in vehicles  

 Digital recording of assessments 

 Increased suite of sanctioning options including expiations available to the Registrar  

 Increased suite of powers for investigation  
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 It should be noted that industry members considered the reforms were needed to improve the 

standing of the industry but lamented the fact that they are being driven by the need to deal 

with a small group within the industry who are not or have not been doing the right thing. 

 

2. Working with children checks 

About 45 percent of the driver training industry currently do not have a valid working with 

children check.  

Under the Child Safety Prohibited Persons Act 2016 anybody who works with children under 

the age of 18 must have a working with children check or child related employment screening. 

In addition, a person who employs people who work with children must make sure the 

employee has a working with children check and that it is current.  The penalties range from 

$20,000 for a first and second offence to $50,000 or one year in prison for subsequent 

offences.  

DIT do not administer the Child Safety Prohibited Persons Act 2016 however it is in everyone’s 

interests for driver training industry members to be compliant.  

A working with children check will be a requirement for all renewals, consistent with the fit and 

proper requirement. However, the legislation does not require a person who does not work 

with children to have a working with children check. Industry members without a working with 

children check will be required to sign a declaration stating they will not work with children and 

a condition will be added to their licence/appointment prohibiting them from working with 

children.  

Action: Industry to communicate with their members to advise them of the requirement to 

have a current working with children check and that if you don’t the department will be in touch 

to verify their status working with children.  

It was also pointed out during discussion that a person (parent of client) can demand to see an 

individual’s working with children check to verify that they can undertake child related work.   

3. Cameras in vehicles 

DIT provided an update on the amendments to the Surveillance Devices Act and the Motor 

Vehicles Regulations as they relate to the operation of in vehicle cameras by motor driving 

instructors and authorised examiners.  

A Registrars direction has been drafted to provide instruction to the driver training industry on 

the use of cameras in accordance with the Registrar’s requirements. This applies to all 

cameras in operation by Motor Driving Instructors and Authorised Examiners used for 

recording driver training or practical driving tests.  

Industry raised the question about what was the timeline for keeping footage. The suggestion 

was that if somebody wanted to avoid producing footage and there was no defined period they 

must keep the footage they would just say they have disposed of it.  

It was proposed that a period of six to 12 months be considered.  

Action: Amend the direction to include a period that footage must be retained.    

4. Use of old VORT routes,  

The suggestion is that as an aid to preparing a student to undertake their practical driving test 

it may be useful to make some old VORT routes available for people to train/practice on.   
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This proposal had in principle support, however old routes may need to be adjusted to ensure 

that residents are not impacted by the potential increase in learner drivers operating in their 

home streets.   

Action: DIT to explore the possibility of making some old VORT routes available to post online 

for industry and the public to access.  

In conjunction with this there needed to be a warning that training on an existing VORT route 

was not appropriate.  

5. Publishing the Manuals online  

DIT is currently reviewing the CBT&A Manual and VORT Manual to make sure that there are 

no inconsistencies – e.g. aligning manoeuvres etc. 

It is anticipated that this will be completed soon and once approved by the Registrar will be 

published online.  

In addition, the changes to the Driving Companion Competency Based Training and 

Assessment Course materials as discussed with industry are progressing. Currently there is 

about five months stock of the current Driving Companion so it is at least five months away for 

changes in the Driving Companion to come into effect.  

6. Compliance Update 

An overview was provided of the activities in Murray Bridge involving allegations that 

unlicensed persons were providing driver training in heavy vehicles in the Murray Bridge area, 

in particular providing minimal and poor standard training and being trained on the routes. As a 

result of the targeted activities the alleged unlicensed MDIs ceased operating.  

The outcomes of the Masoud Rad court matter were discussed.  

If any industry member has information relating to unlicensed persons operating as motor 

driving instructors they should forward this information to the Standards unit via 

DIT.drivertrainerenquiries@sa.gov.au 

7. Industry Questions  

1. When the traffic lights have a sign which says “Left turn on red permitted after stopping” 

The applicant’s vehicle is first at the line and requested to turn left and the applicant 

doesn’t turn and there’s another vehicle behind which also wants to turn left. Will it be 

marked as a road law breach “Disobey traffic lights and obstructing traffic”? 

The applicant’s vehicle is first at the line turning left and the lights are red and the applicant 

doesn’t turn. But there is no vehicle behind. What needs to be marked? Is it disobeying 

traffic lights and road law breach or nothing wrong at all? 

The applicant’s vehicle is first at the line turning left and the lights are red and the applicant 
doesn’t turn. But there is a vehicle behind which is going straight or turning right. What 
needs to be marked? Is it disobeying traffic lights and road law breach or nothing wrong at 
all? 
 
The response to these scenarios are being further considered.  
 

2. School zone: 

Industry question  

mailto:DIT.drivertrainerenquiries@sa.gov.au
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When entering a school zone and the sign says “25 when children present”. There is a 
person wearing a “Year 12 jumper or jacket” present in the zone. As teenagers will be 
wearing it for many years after they have completed Year 12, like my daughter who wears 
it regularly and she is now 22yo. Will it be considered as children present when the 
applicant drives through the zone and will it be required to drive at a speed of maximum 25 
km/h? 

You should err on the side of caution and slow down.  

 

You must slow down to 25 for any child in the school zone.  

 

You are not able to determine the age of an individual a person wearing a school uniform 

or a garment apparently associated with the school you cannot verify it is not a child. 

 

Industry question  
When approaching the school zone which has a sign “25 when children present” and 
there is not an “End school zone” sign. A child is present. On the opposite side of the 
road there isn’t a “25 when children present” sign, only a zig zag marking on the road 
and there is an “End school zone” sign. 
 
When the applicant approaches the zone and drops the speed below 25 km/h. But when 
will be the return to normal speed again? This is a problem on Shipsters Road, 
Kensington. 
 
ARR23(2)(a) states a school zone is- if there is a school zone sign and an end school zone 
sign, or a speed limit sign with a different number on the sign, on a road and there is no 
intersection on the length of road between the signs—that length of road. 

 

3. What defines a driveway? 

Industry question  

Is it the change in the kerbing even though there is no corresponding access to the 

property? Or does the ‘no access’ indicate that a vehicle may park there because no-one is 

able to use the section of road as a driveway? 

Where the kerbing is a continuous sloping angle the driver is required to take note of the 

gateways into people’s property and not park across their access.  

Industry question 

Does the opposite situation apply where a fence has been altered to block off a former 

driveway? 

Whilst the ARR does not specifically define a driveway, rule 198(2) states A driver must not 

stop on or across a driveway or other way of access for vehicles travelling to or from 

adjacent land. Therefore, the issue is access to or from adjacent land. I would leave the 

application of this up to the professionalism of the member. 

4. Reverse parallel park location 

Industry Question 

Some Examiners believe that with the Reverse Parallel Park (VORT) the Examiner must 

identify the exact location for the manoeuvre. 
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Other Examiners have the opinion that the test candidate should be able to select their 

own location. Providing the Examiner uses the words “Where safe and legal” and before 

(e.g.) the end of the road. Which is correct? 

So in short the examiner should direct the student to the exact location to undertake the 

manoeuvre.  

The class C Authorised Examiner VORT Manual is currently being updated to reflect the 

Registrar’s requirements more accurately. It is anticipated this will be published soon. 

Procedure 4 (explaining the requirements of the manoeuvres to the applicant) will, if 

approved by the Registrar read in part: 

 5.5 'PARALLEL' PARKING MANOEUVRE 

  5.5.1 The Examiner must identify the area for the conduct of this manoeuvre from 

the VORT route; 

  5.5.2 The Examiner must direct the applicant to a safe and legal position on the left 

to demonstrate the parallel parking manoeuvre; 

The reason for this is that if it is left to the applicant and the applicant parks the vehicle 

legally just prior to or after a driveway, it would be impossible to set up the parking poles.  

Requesting the vehicle to be parked in the exact position that the Examiner wants is not 

intervention or assistance, it is just good preparation. 

5. Other business  
a. Undertaking assessments with people with disabilities, e.g. autistic clients.  

 
Often when a sequence is required some people with a disability have difficulty getting the 
sequence in order. This does not mean they are not competent they just haven’t gotten the 
sequence right for example in the cabin drill.   
 
Can there be flexibility for these situations?  
 
Based on the information provided it was agreed in principle that this could be addressed 
by allowing variation, however before any formal position could be provided the scope and 
impact of using any such relaxation for sequences in driver assessment would have to be 
considered  
 
Action: Consider reviewing sequence related assessments for people with a disability.  

 
b. Communication strategy – currently and as part of the Working with Children Strategy a 

communication strategy is being developed to provide information to parents and students 
on what they should be looking for requiring when engaging and MDI or Authorised 
Examiner – e.g. verifying their licence/appointment, riding in the vehicle, agreements for 
services and receipts.  
 
It was suggested that another inclusion could be to provide information on what the parent 
and client can expect before they are ready for a test. E.g. some sort of guide regarding 
hours of training, acknowledging that there are no hard and fast rules.  
 
Industry members also suggested getting driver training messaging out via tv screens at 
Service SA and in schools. 
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Consultation will occur with industry regarding the messaging in the communication 
strategy 
 

c. Hazard perception test  
It was suggested that the hazard perception test has a fault in it as it makes licence 
applicants turning across traffic to wait for an unrealistic gap before proceeding to turn. 
This means that they are failing when undertaking a practical driving test as they 
repeatedly allow suitable traffic gaps to pass. When they are failed they are citing the 
hazard perception test as the reason for waiting for such a big gap as it fails them if they 
don’t.  
 
Action: To investigate the hazard perception test for gap selection.  

   
d. The question was asked if an Authorised Examiner prepares some tuition videos, e.g. slow 

speed manoeuvres,  and provides them to clients are they providing training and therefore 
cannot do the VORT?  
 
It would not be considered training, however the preferred method would be to produce 
generic materials and publish them on the web. The ADTA members indicated an interest 
in doing this.  

DIT is in the process of preparing to film and publish some sample commentary drives for 

public access on the web. These can be used by the industry and public alike. It is hoped 

that there will be excess footage that will not be included in the commentary drive products 

and if there is sufficient, some simple instruction videos may also be published. 

e. A question was raised as to whether it was appropriate for a student who has failed a 
VORT, to be allocated the same route the next time around.  

It was agreed that this was such a rare occurrence that it didn’t warrant further 

investigation.   

f. Are there new hubs going to open in Modbury Mitcham and the western suburbs?  
 
DIT is in communication with the local governments in the area to verify the use of some 
proposed sites where new hubs are being developed in Modbury and Lockleys.  
 

g. Some car parks are getting very full at hubs, Elizabeth and at Parkholme. It was suggested 
that an alternative overflow start point could be an option to address this.  
 
Action: To look into options where hub carparks are full making it difficult to meet clients 
and start the practical driving assessment from the start point.  

 

Next Meeting  

10 February 2020 - 2pm to 5 pm  

Meeting close. 17:00 
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Action from Meeting May 2020 

Action  Discussion  Status/comment 

Include other jurisdictions RavNet 
links in training materials 

 

RavNet systems 
could be included in 
training materials for 
MC and TILE as it 
can be a problem for 
the new licence 
holder going 
interstate.  

 

Included in new materials 
under development – MC  
and TiLE.  

Action 1  

DPTI to send email reminding 
industry members to check their 
spam mailbox.  

The industry associations were 
requested to pass emails onto their 
members, including the reform and 
dpti.drivertrainerenquiries@sa.gov.au 
emails. Industry advised they were 
already doing this and will continue 
to do so.  

 

 Done – Kylie 

Reform Industry Association Meetings 
attendance Clare and Andre  

 Attended two meetings 
one each for PDTA and 
ADTA  

Email industry with new 
appointments  

 

 Done  

Confirm if refunds can continue to be 
provided for assessments cancelled 
due to individual safety concerns 
associated with COVID 19 health 
risks and communicate this to 
industry.  

 

 ? 

Carry Over   

Action:  
Industry to identify MDIs and AEs who 
work with people with a disability.  
 
Andre and Industry to liaise with the 
SACID to facilitate better mechanisms for 
people with an intellectual disability to 
contact MDIs and AEs.  
 

South Australian Council 
of Intellectual Disability 
(SACID).  
identify in the industry 
people who specialise in 
working with people with 
a disability and develop 
a strategy with the 
SACID to better connect 
clients with suitable 
MDIs/AEs. 

Information sought 
through PDTA.  

 

No further action (contact 
with SACID) due to 
COVID 19. 

 

 

mailto:dpti.drivertrainerenquiries@sa.gov.au

