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CRIMINAL PROPERTY CONFISCATIONS, FROZEN ASSETS 

330. Ms S.E. WALKER to the Attorney General: 

I refer to my warm-up question to the Attorney General yesterday about the $95 million worth of assets frozen 
by police since 2001 - something subsequently officially confirmed by police - but largely unprocessed and in 
some cases rotting because of the bottleneck at the Director of Public Prosecutions’ office as a result of the 
Attorney General’s lack of commitment and funding. 

(1) Will the Attorney General confirm that a 44 000-page unexplained wealth report is sitting at the DPP’s 
office, and has been for more than 12 months, unprocessed because of a lack of resources to that office? 

(2) Given the current shambles and large potential economic loss to the state, will the Attorney General 
now redirect the additional $10 million given this year to the Corruption and Crime Commission, which 
has only 47 possible serious cases, to the police and the DPP to properly resource them, and appoint a 
new District Court judge to immediately process these matters before the state incurs any further 
economic loss as a result of the Attorney General’s total mismanagement of this legislation? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY replied: 
(1)-(2) I will make a number of comments on that fairly wide-ranging question, which seemed to touch on 

most elements of the criminal justice system in Western Australia.  Firstly, the Director of Public 
Prosecutions has assured me today that the member for Nedlands is completely wrong about the figure 
she has provided. 

Ms S.E. Walker:  The police have said it. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Let me tell the member why.  The member for Nedlands is wrong about the $95 million 
that she claims is sitting in rotting assets that have been frozen under the Criminal Property Confiscation Act. 

Ms S.E. Walker interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, member for Nedlands!   

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  The advice from the Director of Public Prosecutions is that the figure of $95 million is not 
correct. 

Ms S.E. Walker interjected. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  He has advised me - if the member for Nedlands would care to listen - that at June 2005, if 
the amounts listed on all freezing notices and freezing orders that have ever been issued under the Criminal 
Property Confiscation Act were added together, the figure would be about $97 million - roughly the figure the 
member for Nedlands mentioned.  The DPP further advised me that it is a totally meaningless figure for the 
following reason, and he gave me an example.  If a freezing notice on frozen assets of the order of $2 million 
were investigated and one asset - for instance, a car worth $50 000 - was found to belong to somebody else, the 
$2 million freezing notice would be cancelled and a replacement notice of $2 million less the $50 000 issued.  In 
other words, if those two figures are added up, the total comes to something like $4 million; that is a total double 
counting all the way through.  The DPP has told me that simply adding together the total of all freezing notices 
and freezing orders in the past four years involves a significant double counting and reveals a fundamental lack 
of understanding of the operation of the confiscation unit.  For all intents and purposes, the $95 million or 
$97 million is a meaningless figure.  The member for Nedlands has lost her edge completely. 

Another point that must be made is that for a long time in Western Australia we had a very ineffectual Liberal 
Party creation, in the form of the Anti-Corruption Commission, when it came to fighting corruption in Western 
Australia.  It did not get any runs on the board.  We changed it.  We poured in new, top legislation, appointed Mr 
Kevin Hammond, the former Chief Judge of the District Court, to head up the Corruption and Crime 
Commission, and it is getting the runs on the board. 

Ms S.E. Walker interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, member for Nedlands!   

Mr J.A. McGINTY:   The Corruption and Crime Commission is sending a very loud and clear message to 
everyone involved in public life that they will be exposed if they behave corruptly.  That was something that the 
Liberal Party was incapable of achieving. 

The SPEAKER:  Order!  I call to order the members for Nedlands and Murray.   
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Mr J.A. McGINTY:  The member for Nedlands then asked why we do not gut our most effective corruption 
fighter - take $10 million away - 

Ms S.E. Walker interjected  

The SPEAKER:  I call the member for Nedlands to order for the second time.  

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  The member suggests that we take $10 million away from an effective corruption fighter 
that is sending a very loud and clear message to anyone in public life in Western Australia.  Unlike the previous 
government’s discredited model, the Anti-Corruption Commission, which never hit a single run in its entire 
existence, we now have a body of which anyone in the public sector who behaves badly should be afraid.  That is 
the loud and clear message that has gone through.  Now the member for Nedlands suggests that we gut the 
Corruption and Crime Commission and take away its financial resources, so that it will be like the Liberal Party 
model and never score any runs.  The answer to the member is a very clear-cut no.   

The member for Nedlands has been saying in the public arena that we should be putting money into the 
confiscation unit and the Police Service by taking it away from community groups engaged in the fight against 
crime.  I ask the member which of these projects she wants to take money away from in order to give it - 

Ms S.E. Walker interjected.  

The SPEAKER:  I call the member for Nedlands to order for the third time.  

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  She wants to use this money to supplement the consolidated fund budget of either the 
Office of the Director of Public Prosecutions or the Police Service.  Does she wish to take it away from the 
Armadale Police and Citizens’ Youth Club, which received a grant last year to deal with crime among senior 
citizens?  Does she wish to take funding away from SOS - Supporting Our Seniors and Disabled - which 
received a grant to help protect seniors in their homes?  In regional Western Australia, does she want to take 
funding away from the Carew and Districts Technology Development Association, which got a grant for fighting 
crime in that area, the Muludja Corporation in the Kimberley, the Moora Youth Group, the Albany Youth 
Supported Accommodation Service, and the Waratah group in Bunbury?  The proposition of the member for 
Nedlands is to take money away from those most worthwhile community groups in order to put money where it 
is completely unnecessary.  The Director of Public Prosecutions advised yesterday that he is more than capable, 
with the existing resources, of dealing with all these matters in a timely fashion.  The member for Nedlands is 
saying that money should be taken from community groups and put into those areas.  The answer is a categorical 
no, we will not take money from community groups, as the member for Nedlands is advocating. 
 


