SENATE LEGAL AND CONSTITUTIONAL LEGISLATION COMMITTEE
AUSTRALIAN CRIME COMMISSION

Question No. 62

Senator Ludwig asked the following question at the hearing on 14 February 2006:

Of the 20 or so cases or challenges against the ACC, following the commencement of
Operation Wickenby:

a) What was the nature of each challenge?
b) Was the challenge successful at the primary judgement?

c) If ACC did not appeal the decision, why not?

d) Have any of the appeals been heard, or finalised?
e) Where you did not appeal a case lost by the ACC, what remedial action
(legislative amendment for example) was undertaken?

The answer to the honourable senator’s question is as follows:

Overview

Since 1 January 2003, 23 challenges have been made against the ACC in the Federal Court.

In respect of ACC Operation Wickenby there have been seven challenges before a primary

judge in the Federal Court since the commencement of the Operation in June 2005.

Responses to each of the questions are provided in the following table.
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