
 
 

 

 

1 

OFFICE OF THE CONTRACTOR-GENERAL 
     PIOJ Building 
      16 Oxford Road 

   P.O. BOX 540 
                                                                                               KINGSTON 5 

                                        JAMAICA, W.I 
 

MEDIA RELEASE 
 

OCG Expresses Alarm at DPP’s Responses to its Media Release and Produces  
Documentary Proof of the Veracity of its Assertions 

 
Kingston; November 25, 2011 – The Office of the Contractor General (OCG) is alarmed at Media 
Reports in which the Director of Public Prosecutions (DPP), Miss Paula Llewellyn, has challenged the 
veracity of certain statements that were made in the OCG’s Media Release of yesterday, November 
24, 2011, regarding certain matters that were associated with the prosecution of the former Chief 
Executive Officer (CEO) of the National Works Agency, Mr. Patrick Wong. 
 
While the OCG does not intend to enter into a ‘tit for tat’ with the Learned DPP, the OCG believes 
that the integrity of its office compels it to publicly correct the false, misleading and damaging 
statements that have been attributed to Ms. Llewellyn regarding the OCG. 
 
Among the OCG statements that the DPP has reportedly challenged are the following: 
 

“In the instant matter regarding Mr. Wong, the DPP, in a written communication to the OCG, that 
was dated November 4, 2011, had also expressed her reservations about proceeding with the 
prosecution. Additionally, the DPP had intimated that the OCG should either revert to the Clerk of 
Courts to have the matter prosecuted or retain private counsel of the OCG’s choice to prosecute 
the matter.” 
 
“In resisting the DPP’s postures, the OCG, by way of letter, that was dated November 8, 2011, 
argued not only why it believed that the matter should proceed to prosecution, but also expressed 
its considered opinion that Mr. Dirk Harrison, the very person who the DPP had previously 
designated to handle matters that were referred to the DPP by the OCG, should prosecute the 
matter.” 
 

The OCG has appended, herewith, scanned electronic copies of the two (2) referenced letters of 
November 4 and 8, 2011, as proof of the veracity of its contentions. In particular, the referenced 
documents will prove the following beyond a shadow of a doubt: 
 

(1) That, contrary to what the DPP has reportedly stated, the matters which were the subject of the 
OCG’s complaint against Mr. Wong were not matters that were confined to information that 
pre-dated his employment at the NWA but, in point of fact, were matters which extended to 
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the period of May 1, 2009 to March 31, 2010 – a time period which coincided with Mr. 
Wong’s tenure at the NWA as its CEO and Principal Accountable Officer. 

 
(2) That the DPP, although she conceded that the matter was a “strict liability” one, she expressed 

reservations about proceeding with the prosecution of the case. She explicitly stated that the 
Crown, should it proceed to prosecute, “may have difficulty in satisfying the Court’s 
concerns”. The OCG, in its response to the DPP, sought to clarify that the referenced 
reservations were, in the OCG’s view, unfounded and, also, that the DPP apparently did not 
have a full appreciation of the facts of the matter.  

 
In light of the Court’s Ruling of yesterday, it is now abundantly clear that the OCG’s positions 
have been vindicated and that the DPP’s expressed reservations were, as a matter of law and 
fact, wholly without merit. 

 
(3) That the statement which has been attributed by the Gleaner Newspaper (internet edition) to 

the DPP that “it was the Office of the DPP which presented the Contractor general with the 
choice of a prosecutor from the Office, or a private lawyer”, is one which is entirely false.  

 
The DPP’s letter of November 4, 2011, to the OCG, will establish that the OCG was, in point 
of fact, directed by the DPP “to the Clerk of Courts for the Corporate Area” or to “retain 
Counsel of your choice to prosecute this matter”.  

 
Contrary to the DPP’s reported assertions, the OCG was in no way offered the assistance of 
the Office of the DPP in the prosecution of the matter. Indeed, the DPP’s letter to the OCG 
was not copied or otherwise brought to the attention of Mr. Dirk Harrison – the ODPP Officer 
who had been previously assigned by the DPP to handle OCG matters and who, it should be 
noted, had been actively working with the OCG on the Patrick Wong matter. 
 
Mr. Harrison first learnt about the DPP’s decision when the OCG, by way of its letter of 
November 8, responded to the DPP, copying Mr. Harrison, and requested that “due 
consideration could be given to allowing Mr. Dirk Harrison, the designated Officer for OCG 
related matters, and who is also familiar with the Referral, to lead the prosecution of the 
matter on behalf of the ODPP”. 
 

As regards the comments that the DPP has reportedly made in respect of the Trafigura matter, the 
OCG’s positions regarding same are articulated in detail at pages 26-28 of its 2010 Annual Report to 
the Parliament of Jamaica. The Report is freely available for enquiry on the OCG’s website at 
www.ocg.gov.jm. In the circumstances, the OCG sees no need to comment any further on the matter. 

 
-END- 
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