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DANTE WYNDHAM ARTHURS 

467. Ms S.E. WALKER to the Attorney General: 
I have a supplementary question.  How long after the arrest of Dante Wyndham Arthurs in June 2006 was the 
Attorney General made aware that previous charges from a 2003 offence had been dropped by the Director of 
Public Prosecutions due to concerns about the police interview process? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY replied: 
Obviously, there is concern about the issue that was raised about 2003 - I think we have even discussed that in 
this place previously.  The reason the police conduct a video interview of a suspect is to get admissible evidence 
to present to the court with a view to securing a conviction of someone who is guilty of crimes.  Of course, it is 
of concern to anybody when that evidence is not admissible because of the way in which it was obtained.  The 
police have a job to do: they interviewed vigorously - seemingly, too vigorously for the DPP on that occasion 
and too vigorously for Justice Blaxell on this occasion - to such an extent that the record of interview would not 
be admissible.  I think an important point about all of this is the very important issue that Dante Arthurs will be 
sentenced to life imprisonment. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  When did you find out? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Sorry, but I will come back to that.  Dante Arthurs will be sentenced to life imprisonment 
when the Supreme Court comes to sentence him during the course of the next month.  That is an appropriate 
sentence, and I believe that it will be a very long time before anyone in his or her right mind will consider this 
man for release. 
I am not briefed on day-to-day operational matters within the office of the DPP.  The DPP has, by a law of this 
Parliament, a duty to conduct his affairs independently from the political arm of government.  The decision to 
create the office of Director of Public Prosecutions in the early 1990s - 

Ms S.E. Walker:  When did you know? 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, member for Nedlands! 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  It was probably when I told you. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Most probably. 

The office of DPP was created as an independent officer so that prosecutorial decisions would not be the subject 
of political involvement or interference, and so that the DPP would discharge his obligations in accordance with 
prosecution guidelines, more than at arm’s length from the government of the day. 

Ms S.E. Walker:  When did you know? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  In terms of when I knew, I was not given a briefing at the time.  The issue of Dante 
Arthurs arose, to my mind, only when the unfortunate, disgraceful and disgusting murder of Sofia took place a 
year ago.  There was some earlier speculation that Dante Arthurs was somehow or other connected to the James 
Bulger killings.  That has since been debunked by the federal justice minister at the time.  I think again that was 
about 12 months ago.  Therefore, apart from those two matters, it was not something upon which I was briefed 
by the DPP at the time. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Attorney, I draw your attention to standing order 91 in terms of the line of 
questioning that has just taken place, because it applies until a sentence is actually given.  I do not think it is 
appropriate in this place for people to give opinions about what that sentence may or may not be.  Therefore, I 
would like all members to be cognisant of that, and perhaps the Attorney General could advise the Chair in that 
regard, because I do not believe the sentence has been given as yet. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Sentence has not been passed.  I think the date that has been set aside for sentencing is 
10 October. 

Mr M.J. Birney:  You are canvassing the Chair. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  No.  The Deputy Speaker just asked me - 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  No, I was seeking advice. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  - for advice on this question.  I am sorry, I thought the Deputy Speaker was seeking 
advice. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  I was. 
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Mr J.A. McGINTY:  My understanding is that sentencing is due on that date.  However, by operation of law, 
for anyone who is convicted of murder, as Dante Arthurs has been, there is a mandatory sentence of life 
imprisonment.  Therefore, there is no doubt that that will be the sentence.  The only variable to be determined by 
the court is the non-parole period, and I may well have transgressed the non-parole period issue in the answer 
that I gave to that question. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  I thank the Attorney General.  I ask members to be cognisant of standing order 91 
in this regard, please. 
Also, while I am on my feet, I gave the member for Nedlands the courtesy of asking a supplementary question, 
but that does not allow her to continually interject in an unparliamentary manner.  Therefore, she is called to 
order for the first time. 
 


