An independent audit of the data collection was undertaken for the third year by

Maunsell/AECOM. This entailed interviews with reporting staff and review of data

Q I
AUdItor S submitted during the collection phase. As a result, a few differences in reporting
methodology were identified with corrections made and recommendations set out for
Letter cology
future improvements.

The audit process helped encourage discussions and agreement on standardising
regional practices. However some inconsistencies remain, both across organisations
and between the years reported on, and this must be borne in mind when considering

the graphs, tables and information provided within the report. The Auditor’s letter

summarising their work follows.

MAUNSELL | AECOM

Maunasll Limhed
47 Gaovgs Siel Mewnarkst, Auckinng 1
3 O, Mewr Zoak
:Dﬂut‘?—ﬂ. Sherland Sireet, Auckiang T4, Nrﬂuz::.lmﬂ
<0 DITR 1200 F o84 0 370 1201 v T Coe

21 Decomber 2007

Auckland Water Industry Organisation: Annual Performance Review 2007

MWBG"AEW canmed out an awdi ir Ll wamber 2007 of Eheé resufts gy bmﬂ'lﬁ:lh]'
the ﬂaﬂ'hlﬂahl'lﬂ organisatons in the AWID anneal parorm; e f
e nce .'I?l-apurpoa.:u 1hi @it

(@) The confidance levels that an =
panisation L
of eonsistancy batwean dalone. Hmlmalucahng to the data bedng provided e the lpved

(B} The accuracy and consistency of the data igali

Ware-ml:and harlml'um-.'.maru' next year 5 uld be on a 14 kNS establish
=] 18y i e g

ﬂhulgimngn'alrbmwmmnmﬂlumﬂulumdmamlm”mmkpodm
nca.

Yours faithhully
Catl G
sdodn A g ]
Casshia Anich
Pri | nGon Itar i bt v
ncipal sultant, Advisory Services Senior Director- Advisory Services

Auckland Water Industry Annual Performance Review PAGE 59




