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Terms of Reference 

(1) A Joint Standing Committee, to be known as the Joint Standing Committee on the Office of 
the Valuer-General be appointed.  

(2) The committee’s functions be:  

(a) to monitor and review the exercise of the Valuer-General’s functions with respect 
to land valuations under the Valuation of Land Act 1916 and the Land Tax 
Management Act 1956, and in particular:  

(i) to monitor the methodologies employed for the purpose of conducting such 
valuations,  

(ii) to monitor the arrangements under which valuation service contracts are   
negotiated and entered into, and  

(iii) to monitor the standard of valuation services provided under such contracts,  

(b) to report to both Houses of Parliament, with such comments as it thinks fit, on any 
matter connected with the exercise of the Valuer-General’s functions referred to 
in paragraph (a) to which, in the opinion of the committee, the attention of 
Parliament should be directed,  

(c) to report to both Houses of Parliament any change that the Committee considers 
desirable to the Valuer-General’s functions referred to in paragraph (a),  

(d) to inquire into any question in connection with the Committee’s functions which is 
referred to it by both Houses of Parliament, and to report to both Houses on that 
question.  

(3) The functions of the Committee do not extend to the investigation of any matter relating 
to or arising from a particular valuation of a specific parcel of land. 

Resolution Passed 22 June 2011, Legislative Assembly, Votes & Proceedings No 23, Entry 9. 
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Chair’s Foreword 

This Committee Report arises out of the Valuer General’s response to a question on notice 

regarding tenders won by private valuation firms. Specifically, it relates to the Valuer General’s 

failure to both identify substantial inaccuracies in his submissions to the Committee and to 

inform the Committee of these inaccuracies when they came to his attention. These failures 

raise serious questions about the Valuer General’s judgment and the financial management of 

his office. 

The errors contained in the submissions related to the value of contracts awarded to 

tenderers. The errors were widespread and significant – up to $26M. Those tasked with 

managing public money are obligated to do so with care and diligence. Given the size of the 

errors relative to the Valuer General’s budget, they show a disconcerting lack of understanding 

of the financial position of the office and disregard of his obligations to the people of NSW. 

The errors came to light after the investigative work of the Herald, which reported the errors 

in the morning newspaper. It was following this article that the Valuer General was called 

before the Committee. During his testimony he explained how he told the Herald, after 

questioning, that there was an error in his submission. The role of this Committee is to provide 

oversight to an otherwise independent statutory officer. It is comprised of elected Members of 

Parliament chosen by both houses to hold the Valuer General to account. It hears evidence 

under oath and its reports form the basis of public discussion and Government policy. It is 

astonishing that the Valuer General told a journalist his submissions were wrong before 

providing the Committee that same courtesy. It is even more astonishing that he did not 

inform the Committee once the article was published but waited until he was directly 

questioned on the issue.  

I am also troubled that the Valuer General has been unable to provide the Committee with the 

records of public monies paid to private valuation contractors between 2002 and 2007. This is 

the major area of expenditure for the Valuer General and thus raises serious questions about 

the oversight of public expenditure. The Corporations Act imposes severe penalties on 

company directors in the private sector who fail to maintain complete and accurate books and 

records. These penalties are designed to protect the interests of investors and shareholders 

and maintain the integrity of the financial system. Those who have responsibility for managing 

public monies are obliged to adhere to an even greater level of accountability. The Valuer 

General is not removed from the requirement to meet these high standards. 

I consider these matters to be central to the public’s confidence in their valuation system.  

More is expected of the Valuer General and more will be required.  

 

Matt Kean MP 
Chair  
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List of Findings and Recommendations 

FINDING 1 ________________________________________________________ 10 

That the Valuer-General submitted inaccurate and substantially erroneous material to the 
Committee. 

FINDING 2 _______________________________________________________ 10 

That the errors in the material provided to the Committee should have been obvious to the 
Valuer-General and those preparing the material, and that there was a serious lapse in quality 
control. 

FINDING 3 _______________________________________________________ 10 

That the reason for the material misstatements in the information provided to the Committee 
was due to inadequate quality assurance procedures. 

FINDING 4 _______________________________________________________ 11 

That the Valuer-General does not maintain a financial management environment that can 
consistently answer questions relating to major areas of expenditure of public moneys. 

FINDING 5 _______________________________________________________ 11 

That the Valuer-General informed a journalist of the error before he informed the Committee. 

FINDING 6 _______________________________________________________ 11 

That the Valuer-General only informed the Committee after being called as a witness and 
questioned directly on the issue of the inaccuracy. 

FINDING 7 _______________________________________________________ 11 

Despite repeated requests, the Valuer-General failed to provide information regarding one of 
his office's main areas of expenditure between 2002 and 2007. 

RECOMMENDATION 1 _______________________________________________ 11 

That the quality control procedures in the Valuer-General's Office should be independently 
reviewed, (by a body recommended by the Auditor-General), by the end of the year, to ensure 
that adequate systems and processes are in place. 

RECOMMENDATION 2 _______________________________________________ 11 

That the Valuer-General formally share any lessons learnt from this failure with Land and 
Property Information, the Committee and the Auditor General by the end of the year. 

RECOMMENDATION 3 _______________________________________________ 11 

That the Valuer General report to the Committee on the results of his review of existing quality 
control measures and any proposed improvements. 

RECOMMENDATION 4 _______________________________________________ 11 

That appropriate financial reporting tools be developed, so that the Valuer-General can 
oversight the value of contracts entered into for the purposes of property valuations.  
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Valuation Contracts 

1.1 The purpose of this interim report is to report on inaccuracies in information 
provided to the Committee by the Valuer-General in the course of his Eighth 
General meeting with the Committee. In due course, the Committee intends to 
publish a full report on all the issues raised as part of the general meeting. 

Background 

1.2 Since its inception in 2003, the Committee on the Office of the Valuer-General 
has held annual 'general meetings' with the Valuer-General to discuss key issues 
relevant to the Committee's terms of reference. The meetings have provided an 
opportunity for the Committee to question the Valuer-General on his activities, 
discuss his annual report and to review any particular issues of concern. 

1.3 On 7 March 2012 the Committee resolved to conduct a general meeting with the 
Valuer-General on 26 March 2012. The Committee also resolved to send written 
questions on notice to the Valuer-General in advance of this meeting. 

1.4 On 9 March 2012 the Committee sent 27 written questions on notice to the 
Valuer-General. The Committee requested that answers to the questions on 
notice be provided by 23 March, to enable members to review the answers prior 
to the general meeting on 26 March.  

1.5 Question 19 of the questions on notice stated: 

Can you provide a list (in an excel document) of all service contracts for valuations 
since 2002, including the date, the size of the contract (the payment provided to the 
valuer), the valuation services provided (which properties and for what purpose: 
land tax valuations, compulsory acquisition, private valuations etc) and the name of 
the service provider? [This includes any service contract, whether it was terminated, 
the valuation was or was not issued etc.] 

1.6 On 23 March 2012, the Valuer-General provided the Committee with answers to 
the questions on notice. His response to question 19 provided: 

Valuation services contract details since January 2008 are provided in Attachment G. 

Prior to 2008, information on those contracts was not recorded by Land and 
Property Information in the same manner and it is understood that the information 
has been archived.  

1.7 Attachment G included a detailed list of all the contracts since 2008, along with a 
summary of the amount of the contracts with each valuation contractor by year, 
and in total, since 2008. 

1.8 The summary table indicated that one valuation firm, Quotable Value Australia, 
had been awarded valuation contracts worth $37,849,577.96 since 2008, which 
was approximately 60% of the total value of the contracts awarded. The 



INTERIM REPORT 

VALUATION CONTRACTS 

AUGUST 2012 7 

summary table indicated that the other 23 contractors had been awarded 
contracts between $3,060,512.and $12,000 over the same period.  

Material Errors 

1.9 On the morning of 2 April 2012 the Sydney Morning Herald published an article in 
which it quoted Mr Western as indicating that the figures he provided to the 
Committee were incorrect. It stated: 

… Mr Western says the figures, supplied by him to a parliamentary committee, are 
wrong and that Quotable Value's share of the work is $13.6 million or 16.6 per cent. 
He says the next largest market share for the period is Crown Valuation Services with 
$9.3 million, or 11.3 per cent.1 

1.10 In response, the Committee resolved to hold a hearing with the Valuer-General to 
explore, among other things, the issues raised by the information provided in 
Attachment G. When asked about the figures included in Attachment G, the 
Valuer-General indicated that the 'spreadsheet was incorrect'.2 The Valuer-
General gave evidence that he had disclosed the inaccuracies to the Sydney 
Morning Herald and the Director General of the Department of Finance and 
Services on the evening of March 30 2012: 

CHAIR: When did you point out that this spreadsheet was incorrect? 

VALUER-GENERAL: When I found out that it was incorrect. 

CHAIR: To whom did you point out that this spreadsheet was incorrect? 

VALUER-GENERAL: Late on Friday night to the Sydney Morning Herald. 

CHAIR: I am sorry, when did you find out this information was incorrect that you 
provided under oath to a Parliamentary Committee? 

VALUER-GENERAL: As I said, the error was discovered late on Friday night. I advised 

the Department of Finance and Services’ Director General and I had a phone call 
from the Sydney Morning Herald at the same time. 

CHAIR: This is the first time you have made the Committee aware that this data is 
incorrect, is that correct? 

VALUER-GENERAL: That is, yes. 

CHAIR: Let me get this straight. You worked out that this data was incorrect and 
before telling a Parliamentary Committee, before telling the people of New South 
Wales, you saw it more important to tell a journalist at the Sydney Morning Herald, 
is that correct? 

VALUER-GENERAL: I did not see it as more important Chair. 

CHAIR: So why did you not tell a Parliamentary Committee that there was an error in 
the data you provided a Parliamentary Committee? 

                                                             
1 Nicholls, S. 'Official's role in land valuation contracts under investigation', Sydney Morning Herald, 2 April 2012, at 
http://www.smh.com.au/nsw/officials-role-in-land-caluation-contracts-under-investigation-20120401-1w6mz.html.  
2 Transcript, 2 April, p.15. 

http://www.smh.com.au/nsw/officials-role-in-land-caluation-contracts-under-investigation-20120401-1w6mz.html
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VALUER-GENERAL: That was an error on my part in not informing you first.3 

1.11 When questioned as to why he had not informed the Committee of the incorrect 
data earlier, the Valuer-General stated 'that was an error on my part in not 
informing you first'.4 

1.12 At the hearing on 2 April 2012, the Valuer-General provided the Committee with 
an explanation for the inaccuracies in the data in Attachment G. He stated that 
the spreadsheet was taken as a summary of information obtained from the SAP 
system within Land and Property Information (LPI). He explained that while LPI 
believed that the underlying data regarding payments to contactors was correct, 
the summary of the data was incorrect.5  The Valuer-General stated that LPI had 
advised that the correct contract amount for Quotable Value Australia since 2008 
was $13.6 million, and not the amount represented in the table.6  

1.13 The Valuer-General further indicated that he had not knowingly provided the 
Committee with incorrect information, but that he had not checked the 
information beforehand. Rather, he had relied on LPI to check the information.7 

Review by the Auditor General 

1.14 To ensure the accuracy of the information provided to the Committee, on 4 April 
2012 the Committee resolved to send Attachment G to the Auditor General for 
forensic review. The Committee requested that the Auditor General consider the 
following scope/terms of reference for the agreed upon procedures forensic 
review: 

 Confirm the structure and contents of the spreadsheet, the accuracy of the 
underlying data and the formulas and calculations used to generate the pivot 
table contained within the spreadsheet; 

 Confirm that column B of the spreadsheet represents payments, i.e. invoices, 
made to private contractors; 

 Test the completeness and accuracy of payments made to Quotable Value 
Australia and other contract valuers listed in the spreadsheet, e.g. review 
systems information to ensure all payments to contractors between 2007 
and 2012 have been listed; and test a sample of payments from bank records 
to listing; 

 Test the accuracy of list provided by testing a sample to invoices and back to 
bank records, i.e. 3rd party; 

 Report to the committee on all payments that have been made per annum to 
each separate contract provider listed in the attachment G spreadsheet since 

                                                             
3 Transcript, 2 April, p.15. 
4 Transcript, 2 April, p.15. 
5 Transcript, 2 April, p.16-17. 
6 Transcript, 2 April, p.17. 
7 Transcript, 2 April, p.19. 
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the year 2000. Provide a breakdown of payments made for each financial 
year; 

 Report to the Committee the total value of contracts awarded to each 
contract valuer as determined by the tender panel (i.e. construct a listing of 
each contract awarded to contract valuers by financial year using original 
contracts or minutes of tender panel meetings); 

 Provide a reconciliation between contracts awarded to contract valuers (per 
part 5) and payments made to contract valuers (per part 4). Quantify any 
differences between contracts awarded and payments made per annum; and 

 Provide a breakdown of the amount per year of contracts awarded to each 
contractor identified in the spreadsheet, giving specific amounts for Just 
terms compensation work, land tax and council rating and objections reviews 
work, separately. 

1.15 The Committee also resolved that for the purpose of facilitating the forensic 
review, relevant Committee records that were at that stage unreported would be 
made available to the Auditor-General on request, in particular transcripts of 
evidence and information provided by the Valuer-General. However, no such 
requests were made by the Auditor-General. 

1.16 On 9 May 2012 the Committee received a letter from the Auditor General, in 
which he advised of the progress of the forensic review of Attachment G as 
follows: 

I have formed the view that the spreadsheet (Attachment G) submitted to the 
Committee by the Valuer-General is materially wrong. Indeed the Valuer-General 
already noted that the submitted material was incorrect. 

I understand that the errors were due to the incorrect extraction and allocation of 
data from the underlying systems.  

The Valuer-General, through the Land and Property Information (LPI), is now in the 
process of compiling a corrected spreadsheet (Attachment G). I will be reviewing the 
corrected spreadsheet to determine that it accurately presents the underlying data.  

I received the corrected reports for 2010 to 2012 years on 1 May. The delay in 
providing me access to the corrected reports is due to the manual validation of 
extracted data. 

1.17 On 30 May 2012 the Committee received a further update from the Auditor 
General on the progress of the review. He advised the Committee that he had 
used 'advanced data interrogation techniques to forensically review the accuracy 
of the payments made to valuation firms', and that the 'process involved 
downloading all system transactions for the years under review and 
reconstructing 'Attachment G' from millions of individual transactions'. 

1.18 The Auditor-General reported that the Mass Valuation Contacts and Fee amounts 
for Quotable Value Australia Pty Ltd for 2007/2008, 2008/2009 and 2009/2010 
were materially incorrect as follows: 



JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE OFFICE OF THE VALUER GENERAL 

VALUATION CONTRACTS 

10 REPORT 1/55 

 2007/2008 2008/2009 2009/2010 

Original 'Attachment G' $7,463,074.23 $14,797,480.95 $10,914,868.78 

Revised 'Attachment G' $2,356,750.06 $2,073,000.06 $2,478,161.66 

Overstatement $5,106,324.17 $12,724,480.89 $8,436,707.12 

 

1.19 The Auditor General advised that the reason for the material misstatements in 
Attachment G was the 'reliance on non standard reporting routines with 
inadequate quality assurance procedures.' He explained: 

The SAP system configuration had changed over the years making report routines 
which were effective in recent years being incorrect when applied to earlier years. 
Data sourced in earlier years through these routines were materially correct at a 
'drilled down' level but summarised data at a higher level was incorrectly applied 
against the largest client. This is why the majority of the Mass Valuation data was 
incorrectly applied to Quotable Value Australia Pty Ltd In the 2008 to 2010 years. 

1.20 The Auditor General also found that the 'errors within 'Attachment G' should 
have been obvious to preparers of the report, highlighting a serious lapse in 
quality control over the material coming to the Committee.' He made the 
following recommendations: 

I recommend that the Valuer-General: 

 Identify why quality control procedures failed to identify the obvious 
misstatements in 'Attachment G'; 

 Consider what enhancements to quality control procedures are required 

and implement those enhancements; and 

 Share any lessons learnt from this failure to the broader organisation. 

1.21 Based on the evidence taken and the review conducted by the Auditor-General, 
the Committee has arrived at the findings and recommendations below: 

FINDING 1 

That the Valuer-General submitted inaccurate and substantially erroneous 
material to the Committee. 

FINDING 2 

That the errors in the material provided to the Committee should have been 
obvious to the Valuer-General and those preparing the material, and that there 
was a serious lapse in quality control.  

FINDING 3 

That the reason for the material misstatements in the information provided to 
the Committee was due to inadequate quality assurance procedures.  
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FINDING 4 

That the Valuer-General does not maintain a financial management 
environment that can consistently answer questions relating to major areas of 
expenditure of public moneys. 

FINDING 5 

That the Valuer-General informed a journalist of the error before he informed 
the Committee.  

FINDING 6  

That the Valuer-General only informed the Committee after being called as a 
witness and questioned directly on the issue of the inaccuracy.  

FINDING 7 

Despite repeated requests, the Valuer-General failed to provide information 
regarding one of his office's main areas of expenditure between 2002 and 2007.  

RECOMMENDATION 1 

That the quality control procedures in the Valuer-General's Office should be 
independently reviewed, (by a body recommended by the Auditor-General), by 
the end of the year, to ensure that adequate systems and processes are in 
place.  

RECOMMENDATION 2 

That the Valuer-General formally share any lessons learnt from this failure with 
Land and Property Information, the Committee and the Auditor General by the 
end of the year. 

RECOMMENDATION 3 

That the Valuer General report to the Committee on the results of his review of 
existing quality control measures and any proposed improvements. 

RECOMMENDATION 4 

That appropriate financial reporting tools be developed, so that the Valuer-
General can oversight the value of contracts entered into for the purposes of 
property valuations.  
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Appendix One – Reports from the Auditor 
General 
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Appendix Two – Extracts from Minutes 

MINUTES OF PROCEEDINGS OF THE JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE 

ON THE OFFICE OF THE VALUER-GENERAL (NO. 3) 

Wednesday, 7 March 2012 
9.07 am 
Room 1153, Parliament House 
 

Members Present 

Mr Kean (Chair), Mr Barr, Mr MacDonald and Mrs Williams 
 

Apologies 

An apology was received from Mr Roozendaal. 
 
*** 

2. Forward planning – General Meeting with the Valuer-General  

The Chair discussed the proposed General Meeting with the Valuer-General. Discussion 
ensued. 
 
Resolved, on the motion of Mr Barr, seconded by Mrs Williams:  
That the Committee conduct a general meeting with the Valuer-General on 26 March, 
including sending questions on notice to the Valuer-General. 
 

3. Other Business 

The Committee reviewed the draft questions on notice. Discussion ensued. Members agreed 
to provide any additional questions to Committee staff by Friday, 9 March.  
 
The committee adjourned at 9:30, sine die. 
 
 

MINUTES OF PROCEEDINGS OF THE JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE 

OF THE OFFICE OF THE VALUER-GENERAL (NO. 7) 

Monday, 2 April 2012  
9.30 am 
Room 1245, Parliament House 
 

Members Present 

Mr Kean (Chair), Mr Barr, Mr MacDonald, Mr Roozendaal and Mrs Williams 
 

*** 
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2. Proposed meeting with the Valuer-General 
 
a) The Chair raised recent media reports and a proposal to conduct a public hearing with 

the Valuer-General as a matter of urgency. 
 
Discussion ensued. 
 
Resolved on the motion of Mr MacDonald, seconded Mrs Williams, that the Valuer-General 
attend a public hearing at 3.30pm Monday, 2 April 2012 for the purpose of giving evidence to 
the Committee on the following matters: 

i. The content of a report in the Sydney Morning Herald, 2 April 2012 concerning 
information provided to the Committee; 

ii. Information provided to the Committee by the Valuer-General thus far in relation to 
the General Meeting and subsequent correspondence; 

iii. Correspondence received from the Valuer-General, dated 28 March 2012. 
 

*** 

 
The committee adjourned at 9.45pm, until 3.25p.m. 
 

MINUTES OF PROCEEDINGS OF THE JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE 

OF THE OFFICE OF THE VALUER-GENERAL (NO.8) 

Monday, 2 April 2012 
3.25 p.m. 
Macquarie Room, Parliament House 
 

Members Present 

Members Present 
Mr Kean (Chair), Mr Barr, Mr MacDonald (Deputy Chair), Mrs Williams and Mr Roozendaal 
 

 
Deliberative meeting 
 
*** 

4. Public Hearing: Eighth General meeting with the Valuer-General 

 The press and public were admitted at 3.51 p.m. 

Mr Philip Western, NSW Valuer-General, sworn and examined. 

Evidence concluded, the witnesses and public withdrew at 5:24 p.m. 

 

MINUTES OF PROCEEDINGS OF THE JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE 

OF THE OFFICE OF THE VALUER-GENERAL (NO.9) 

10.00 a.m. Wednesday, 4 April 2012 
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Room 1136, Parliament House 
 

Members Present 

Members Present 
Mr Kean (Chair), Mr Barr, Mr MacDonald (Deputy Chair), Mrs Williams and Mr Roozendaal 
 

 
Deliberative meeting 
 
*** 

2. Consideration of the information provided by the Valuer General in 
response to Question on Notice No. 19 

Resolved on the motion of Mr MacDonald, seconded by Mr Roozendaal: 

1. That the spreadsheet in attachment G provided by the Valuer General to a 

Question on notice (Q19) be sent to the Auditor General for forensic review. 

 

2. That the Auditor General consider the following scope/terms of reference for 

the agreed upon procedures forensic review: 

 

a. Confirm the structure and contents of the spreadsheet, the accuracy of 

the underlying data and the formulas and calculations used to generate 

the pivot table contained within the spreadsheet; 

b. Confirm that column B of the spreadsheet represents payments, i.e. 

invoices, made to private contractors; 

c. Test the completeness and accuracy of payments made to Quotable Value 

Australia and other contract valuers listed in the spreadsheet, e.g. review 

systems information to ensure all payments to contractors between 2007 

and 2012 have been listed; and test a sample of payments from bank 

records to listing. 

 

d. Test the accuracy of list provided by testing a sample to invoices and back 

to bank records, i.e. 3rd party; 

e. Report to the committee on all payments that have been made per annum 

to each separate contract provider listed in the attachment G spreadsheet 

since the year 2000. Provide a breakdown of payments made for each 

financial year. 

 

f. Report to the Committee the total value of contracts awarded to each 

contract valuer as determined by the tender panel (i.e. construct a listing 

of each contract awarded to contract valuers by financial year using 

original contracts or minutes of tender panel meetings); 

g. Provide a reconciliation between contracts awarded to contract valuers 

(per part 5) and payments made to contract valuers (per part 4). Quantify 
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any differences between contracts awarded and payments made per 

annum. 

h. Provide a breakdown of the amount per year of contracts awarded to each 

contractor identified in the spreadsheet, giving specific amounts for Just 

terms compensation work, land tax and council rating and objections 

reviews work, separately.  

 

3. General Business 

Resolved on the motion of Mr Kean, seconded by Mrs Williams: 

That for the purpose of facilitating the forensic review, relevant Committee records 
that have yet to be published be made available to the Auditor-General on request, in 
particular transcripts of evidence and information provided by the Valuer-General; and 

The Committee be advised accordingly.  

The Committee adjourned at 10:17 a.m. 

 
 

MINUTES OF PROCEEDINGS OF THE JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE 

OF THE OFFICE OF THE VALUER-GENERAL (NO.10) 

9.30 a.m. Wednesday, 2 May 2012 
Room 1254 & Room 1225, Parliament House 
 

Members Present 

Members Present 
Mr Kean (Chair), Mr Barr, Mr MacDonald (Deputy Chair), and Mr Roozendaal 

 

Apologies 

Mrs Williams 
 

Deliberative meeting 
 
*** 

2. Auditor-General's forensic review  

The Chair advised the Committee that the Auditor-General has accepted the Committee's 
request that he undertake a forensic review of information submitted by the Valuer-
General to the Committee and that it was anticipated that the Auditor-General will 
provide a report in the coming weeks. Discussion ensued. 

 

*** 
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5. Correspondence relating to Questions on Notice prior to 26 March 
2012 

The Committee noted the following correspondence between the Valuer-General and the 

Committee concerning responses to Questions on Notice, prior to the public hearing on 26 

March : 

(a) 9 March 2012, Chair to Valuer-General, Letter attaching Questions on Notice 
(b) 22 March 2012, Chair to Valuer-General, Letter attaching Additional Question on 

Notice 
(c) 23 March 2012, Valuer-General to Chair, Letter responding to Questions on Notice 
(d) 28 March 2012, Valuer-General to Chair, Letter requesting the return of some of 

the information submitted 
(e) 30 March 2012, Valuer-General to Chair, Letter regarding the Correspondence in 

relation to the request for return of information submitted dated 28/03/12 
(f) 11 April, Valuer-General to Chair, Email seeking clarification of questions 14, 15, 

16, 17 and 18  
 

*** 

11. General Business 

The Committee discussed the forward planning of the inquiry. 

The Committee agreed that the Committee Director would contact the Auditor-General 
regarding the progress of the forensic review. 

 

The Committee adjourned at 10:24 a.m. 

 

MINUTES OF PROCEEDINGS OF THE JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE 

OF THE OFFICE OF THE VALUER-GENERAL (NO.12) 

8.30 a.m. Tuesday 24 October 2012 
Room 1254, Parliament House 

 

Members Present 

Mr Kean(Chair), Mr Barr, Mr Macdonald (Deputy Chair), Mrs Williams 

Apology 

An apology was received from Mr Roozendaal  
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1. Consideration of Chair's draft interim report – 8th General Meeting with 
the Valuer General  

The Committee deliberated on the content of the draft report. 
Resolved, on the motion of Mrs Williams, seconded by Mr Barr:  
That the draft report be considered in its entirety. 
 
Resolved, on the motion of Mr MacDonald, seconded by Mr Barr: 
That the words ",(by a body recommended by the Auditor-General)," be inserted after the 
word "reviewed" into Recommendation 1. 
 
Resolved, on the motion of Mr Barr, seconded by Mrs Williams: 
That the draft report as amended be the report of the Committee and that it be signed by the 
Chair and presented to the House. 
That the Chair and committee staff be permitted to correct stylistic, typographical and 
grammatical errors. 
That, once tabled, the Report be placed on the Committee's website. 
 
*** 
 
The Committee adjourned at 9.29 a.m. until 8.30 a.m. on 26 October 2012. 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 


