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1 Methodology

1.1 DAB Transaction Data

1.1.1 The data for the Melbourne and Perth properties were combined into a single dataset;

1.1.2 Many of the columns contained four letter acronyms, these were joined against the glossary provided to
McGrathNicol1 to create text columns describing the acronyms to enhance understanding and presentation
(there were two four digit codes for which we were not provided an explanation and were coded as ‘Not

Provided");

1.1.3 Transactions relating to Tie Baccarrat were excluded from the analysis;

1.1.4 The dataset was then joined to a list of linked accounts (see 1.2) and a parent patron account # was assigned to
each group of linked patron IDs (to allow assessment of all transactions in the benefit of the individual patron);
and

1.1.5 The date column and time column were combined to create a single datetime column for time period
calculations.

1.2 Linked accounts

1.2.1 Linked accounts were based of a list of linked accounts provided to McGrathNicol by Crown? or through linkage

analysis described in 1.2.2.

1.2.2 Patron IDs with 100% identical date of birth, 100% identical surname, and 90% similar first name (to allow for
initials and spelling variations) were considered linked.

1.3 DAB Balance Data

1.3.1 These data were in a suitable format for the analysis and were not processed further from the form they were
provided in.

1.4 Patron Bank Data

1.4.1 Accounts were identified based off the Deloitte analysis.
14.2 These accounts were imported and combined into a single dataset.
143 A transaction type was assigned to each transaction based on the contents of the narrative as per the following
table:
Narrative contained Transaction coded as
Transfer Transfer
Cash Cash
Direct Direct Credit
CHQ or Cheque Cheque
144 To isolate the intended recipient patron ID number from the narrative field, all groups of numbers were

extracted and placed in a standalone cell for each group of numbers detected within the narrative (note
numbers sequences were not altered in any form from the way they were presented in the narrative field).

145 To isolate words in the narrative field that may give information about who sent the funds and any other
information relative to the type of transaction, the following common words were removed from the narrative
fields:

" Allens letter relating to NTP-172 dated 18 June 2021
2 CRW.512.152.0001
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» “transfer”;

= “from”;

= “commbank”;
= “app”

= “credit”;

= “account”; and
= “direct".

The remaining words were then placed in a new text field for further analysis and identification of the sender.

1.5 Parked funds analysis

1.5.1 The balances of each patrons DAB and SK accounts were taken from the data provided by Crown and received
by McGrathNicol on 18 June 2021;

1.5.2 This data was then compared to the most recently recorded transaction on the patron’s ID in the DAB
transaction data for Melbourne and Perth provided by Crown and received by McGrathNicol on 18 June 2021;
and

153 The dates of the transactions were then used to identify when the most recent transaction was on an account to

show the length of time the funds had been on the account.

1.6 Structuring analysis
1.6.1 Transactions were filtered so that only cash deposits under $10,000 were included in the analysis.
1.6.2 A function was setup that, for every transaction, did the following:

(a) Calculated a period of 24-hours prior to the timestamp on the transaction;

(b) summed the total transactions that fell within that period and created a rolling total column;
() selected only the transactions that contributed to a period that exceeded $10,000; and

(d) saved these into a dataset.

1.6.3 This step was repeated for all period of interest (24, 48, and 72 hours) and saved as separate datasets.

1.7 Third party risk analysis

1.7.1 The bank transfers identified in 1.3 with a reference number in the narrative that could be matched against a
known patron ID account were selected for further analysis.

17.2 If the surname from the DAB account could be found in the narrative, the transaction was considered not a
third-party transfer.

173 If the surname from the DAB account could not be found in the narrative but the first name of the DAB account
could be the transaction was considered not a third-party transfer.

1.7.4 The remaining transfers were filtered by key dates relevant to the communication of acceptance of third party
payments and saved into datasets relevant to the date filters applied.

1.7.5 Transactions in the dataset post 11 november 2020 were manually reviewed for third party transfer risk.
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APPENDIX B
B3: TRANSACTIONS INDICATIVE OF STRUCTURING DATASET: 24 HRS
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APPENDIX B
B4: TRANSACTIONS INDICATIVE OF STRUCTURING DATASET: 48 HRS
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APPENDIX B
B5: TRANSACTIONS INDICATIVE OF STRUCTURING DATASET: 72 HRS
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APPENDIX B
B6: THIRD PARTY TRANSFER RISK DATASET: ALL INSTANCES
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APPENDIX B
B7: THIRD PARTY TRANSFER RISK DATASET: POST 8 APRIL 2020
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APPENDIX B
B8: THIRD PARTY TRANSFER RISK DATASET: POST 21 OCTOBER 2020
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APPENDIX B
B9: THIRD PARTY TRANSFER RISK DATASET: POST 16 NOVEMBER 2020
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APPENDIX B
B10: TITO BEHAVIOUR EXAMPLES






