
 

 



 

 

PwC report states at 3.8-3.10 
 
3.8 Due to the size of the data captured and in order to facilitate the review and analysis of the 
information, the data detailed above in paragraphs 3.6 and 3.7 were uploaded into a PwC 
“Electronic Review Tool”. To review the data we identified keywords and timeframes determined 
to be of relevance to the investigation and applied these criteria to the data set (appendix C) to 
review the data. Where appropriate, certain further targeted searches were run to identify specific 
documents. A number of e-mails and documents considered to be relevant were then discussed 
with interviewees. 
 
3.9 The data captured at both MALUK and MAC has been analysed by applying experience gained 
when performing similar investigations. This has involved the interrogation of a significant amount 
of electronic data, which has relied upon the use of keyword searches prepared by us using our 
professional judgment within certain timeframes. It should be noted that such searches by their 
very nature cannot be guaranteed to identify every document, which might be relevant to the 
investigation. 
 
3.10 In all we have captured and processed over 2,000 Gb of data. We have reviewed some 21,500 
electronic documents relating to the e-mail and other files of 30 individuals. 



 

 



Although PwC were carrying out their own PC searches (as above) they were persuaded to provide 
Deloitte and I with a forensic image of my PC.   I extracted folders ς ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ōŜƭƻǿ ŦƻǊ !оплΧ 

 

 



 

 



or this on MALUK Q2.2006 reporting  - audit trails   and  MALUK engineering overheads 

 

 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 


