RSM Bird Cameron Partners

Chartered Accountants

8 St Georges Terrace Perth WA 6000
GPO Box R1253 Perth WA 6844

T +61 89261 9100 F +61 8 9261 9340
www.rsmi.com.au

Email: Nikhil.gohil@rsmi.com.au

3 September 2008

TO CREDITORS

Dear Sir/Madam

Diamond Administration Pty Ltd (Administrators Appointed)
ACN 108 278 397 (“the Company”)
As Trustee for Diamond Administration Unit Trust

As previously advised, Mark Conlan and I were appointed Joint and Several Administrators of the

Company on 7 August 2008 pursuant to Section 436A of the Corporations Act 2001.

For your information and assistance, I attach the following:-

1. Notice of Meeting to be held at the offices of RSM Bird Cameron Partners, 8 St. Georges

Terrace, Perth WA 6000 on 11 September 2008 at 11:00AM.

2. Administrators’ Report, including a report on the Company’s business, property, affairs and
financial circumstances. The report contains a statement setting out our opinion about each of

the following matters and our reasons for those opinions:-

a. Whether it would be in the creditors’ interests for the Company to execute a Deed of
Company Arrangement.
b. Whether it would be in the creditors’ interests for the Company to be wound up.
c. Whether it would be in the creditors’ interests for the administration to end.
3. Informal Proof of Debt Form for voting purposes. Any Informal Proof of Debt Forms

submitted for the purposes of the first meeting of creditors and accepted by the Chairperson of

that meeting for voting purposes will be valid for this meeting.

4. Instrument of Proxy.

Should you have any questions in relation to this matter, please contact Nikhil Gohil of this office on

(08) 9261 9508.

YouyS faithfully

EIL-CRIBB
Joint and Several Administrator

Encl
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FORM 529

CORPORATIONS ACT 2001
Subregulation 5.6.12(2)
NOTICE OF MEETING OF CREDITORS
DIAMOND ADMINISTRATION PTY LTD
(ADMINISTRATORS APPOINTED)
ACN 108 278 397
AS TRUSTEE FOR DIAMOND ADMINISTRATION UNIT TRUST

NOTICE is given that a meeting of the creditors of the company will be held at the offices of RSM
Bird Cameron Partners, 8 St. Georges Terrace, Perth WA 6000 on 11" September 2008 at 11:00AM.

AGENDA
1. To receive a Statement about the company’s business, property, affairs and financial
circumstances.

2. For creditors to resolve:

a.  that the company execute a Deed of Company Arrangement; or
b. that the administration should end; or
C. that the company be wound up.

To fix the remuneration of the Administrator.

4. If the company is to execute a Deed of Company Arrangement to fix the remuneration of the
Deed Administrator.

5. If the company is wound up, to consider appointing a Committee of Inspection.

6. If no Committee is appointed, to fix the remuneration of the Liquidator.

7. If no Committee is appointed, to consider the destruction of the books and records at the

conclusion of the winding up.

8. Any other business that may be lawfully brought forward.

Proxies to be used at the meeting should be lodged at the office of the Administrator by 4.00pm on the
day prior to the meeting. A creditor can only be represented by proxy or by an attorney pursuant to
corporations Regulations 5.6.28 and 5.6.32 (inclusive) and if a body corporate by a representative
appointed pursuant to Section 250D.

In accordance with Regulation 5.6.23(1) of the Corporations Regulations, creditors will not be entitled
to vote at this meeting unless they have previously lodged particulars of their claim against the
company in accordance with the Corporations Regulations and that claim has been admitted for
voting purposes wholly or in part by the voluntary administrator.

DATED thjs 3" day of September 2008.

NEIL CRIBB
Joint and Several Administrator
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RSM Bird Cameron Partners

Chartered Accountants

8 St Georges Terrace Perth WA 6000
GPO Box R1253 Perth WA 6844

T +61 89261 9100 F +61 8 9261 9340
www.rsmi.com.au

STATEMENT OF ADMINISTRATORS’ OPINION

Corporations Act - Section 439A(4)
Corporations Regulations - Regulation 5.3A.02

Diamond Industries Pty Ltd (Administrators Appointed)
ACN 099 362 955
(“Industries”)

Diamond Administration Pty Ltd (Administrators Appointed)
ACN 108 278 397

As Trustee for Diamond Administration Unit Trust
(‘“‘Administration”)

(together ‘“‘the Companies” or “the Group”’)
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1. Introduction

1.1.

1.2.

1.3.

1.4.

L.5.

On 7 August 2008, Neil Cribb and Mark Conlan were appointed Joint and Several
Voluntary Administrators of Diamond Industries Pty Ltd (“Industries”) and Diamond
Administration Pty Ltd (“Administration”) pursuant to Section 436C of the
Corporations Act (“the Act”).

This report is in respect of Industries and Administration. Where necessary they are
collectively referred to in this report as “the Group” or “the Companies”.

The Companies effectively ceased to trade upon our appointment.

The first meetings of creditors were held concurrently on 19 August 2008. At these
meetings, creditors ratified our appointment as the Joint and Several Voluntary
Administrators.

As required by Section 439A(4)(a) of the Act, and to assist creditors in determining
the future of the Companies, we have conducted an investigation into the Group’s
business, property, affairs and financial circumstances. The outcome of our enquiries
and opinions in accordance with Section 439A(4)(a) of the Act are contained in this
report.

Statement of Independence

1.6.

1.7.

1.8.

In accordance with the Insolvency Practitioners Association of Australia — Statement
of Best Practice, we declare that prior to 7 August 2008, neither Neil Cribb, Mark
Conlan, RSM Bird Cameron Partners nor RSM Bird Cameron had provided
professional services to the Group.

The first contact with the directors was at a meeting on 6 August 2008, together with
the directors’ financial advisor. Between 6 August 2008 and our appointment, we
liaised with the directors and the Group’s financier in relation to the Group’s financial
position.

Accordingly, we are satisfied that we are not precluded by Section 448 of the Act
from acting independently for the benefit of all creditors.

Second Meeting of Creditors

1.9.

The second meeting of creditors of the Companies will be held concurrently on 11
September 2008. Notice of the meeting is attached. The purpose of the meeting is for
creditors to decide the future of each Company. At the meeting creditors may resolve,
in respect of each Company that:

1.9.1. The Company execute a Deed of Company Arrangement (“DOCA”); or

1.9.2. The administration should end; or

1.9.3. The Company should be wound up; or

1.9.4. Pursuant to Section 439B(2) of the Act, creditors may adjourn the meetings
for up to 60 days.
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1.10. The balance of our report is set out under the following major headings.

Section Details Page No.
2. COrporate StIUCIUTE .......oetieiieriierieeieeiie st ettt st e e e s 4
3. EXecutive SUMMATY ......cocueviiriiiiieniieienieeieierte et 5
4. Business and Affairs .........ccccoveverieninieiinenece e 5
5. Sale of the Business as a Going Concern............cccceeveeeierseeneennnen. 8
6. Reasons for Failure ...........coooviieiiiiininiinieeeccceeeeeee e 8
7. Books and ReCOTdS........coueviirieiiinieiiniciiiireeceecceeese e 9
8. Trading Performance..........ccocueeueinienieniiiiieeieeiesee e 9
9. Report as to Affairs .......coeeveeriiriineneereeeeeeeeee e 11
10. Voidable Transactions..........coeecverereeerereerienerieeneneereneneeneneens 20
11. INSOIVENt Trading ...cccveeevieriieeiiieie ettt ettt 22
12. Insolvent Trading Claims / Quantification...........cceceevuerereuenenene 27
13. Duties 0f OffiCers.......cocevieviimiriininiinineciereeeeeeeceeeene e 30
14. Report t0 ASIC......ooiiiiiieeeeeteetce et 30
15. Dividend EStImMate.........coeecveriiriineneenieneeienieseesee et 31
16. Administrators’ OPINION .......ceceeerieerieeiienienie ettt 31
17. ReMUNETAION ..ottt 32
18. Administrators’ Statement of Receipts and Payments ................... 34
19. Liquidation — Committee of InSpection ............coeeveevuereruenencns 34
20. Destruction of Books and Records...........cocevereeenineenienincienencens 35
Annexure
A Diamond Industries Pty Ltd — Historical Statements of Financial
Trading Performance

B Diamond Administration Pty Ltd — Historical Statements of Financial
Trading Performance

C Diamond Industries Pty Ltd — Historical Statements of Assets and
Liabilities

D Diamond Administration Pty Ltd — Historical Statements of Assets and
Liabilities

E Diamond Group — Dividend Analysis

F Diamond Industries Pty Ltd - Summary of Administrators fees by

Employee for the period 7 August 2008 to 29 August 2008

Diamond Industries Pty Ltd — Detailed description of work completed

for the period 7 August 2008 to 29 August 2008

Diamond Administration Pty Ltd - Summary of Administrators fees by

Employee for the period 7 August 2008 to 29 August 2008

Diamond Administration Pty Ltd — Detailed description of work

completed for the period 7 August 2008 to 29 August 2008

J Diamond Industries Pty Ltd — Administrators’ Statement of Receipts
and Payments for the period 7 August 2008 to 29 August 2008

K Diamond Administration Pty Ltd — Administrators’ Statement of
Receipts and Payments for the period 7 August 2008 to 29 August
2008

T Q

p—
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2. Corporate Structure

2.1.

2.2.

2.3.

24.

2.5.

2.6.

A diagrammatic representation of the Group and related entity is shown below:-

Jonathan Edwards Erin Edwards Jonathan & Erin Edwards
(shareholder) (shareholder) (as Trustees)
A 4 A 4 A 4
Diamond Industries Diamond Administration Edwards Property Trust
(“Industries”) (““‘Administration”) (“Property”)

As Trustee For | Unit holder |

N/

Diamond Administration
Unit Trust

Industries is the principal trading entity of the Group, undertaking the various works
contracts (Construction and Service), giving rise to trade debtors and trade creditors.

Administration is the administration entity of the Group, engaging the employees and
incurring trade creditors associated with the business premises and leased assets. All
plant and equipment and building fixtures and fittings are owned by Administration.

Industries paid Administration a service fee for usage of staff, business assets and
premises. In the normal course of operations Industries would transfer sufficient
monies to discharge the ongoing liabilities of Administration as and when required.

We are not the Administrators of Property. Property is a trust related to the directors,
Mr and Mrs Edwards. Property owns two (2) properties, being a commercial premise
located at 7 Parker Place, Bentley, WA (“the Bentley Property” or “the Premises”),
from which the Group traded, and a residential unit located at 1/39 Bow River
Crescent, Burswood, WA (“the Burswood Property”). The Bentley Property and the
Burswood Property are secured to the Group’s financier pursuant to fixed and floating
mortgages and cross guarantees.

Given the relationship between Property, Industries and Administration, and the
interwoven nature of the Group’s financial affairs, reference is made to Property at
various times in this report.
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3. Executive Summary

3.1.  Our preliminary investigation into the Group’s business, property, affairs and
financial circumstances has identified the following:-

3.1.1.

3.1.2.

The return to the ordinary unsecured creditors of Industries will range
between no return and a maximum return of 12 cents in the dollar.

The return to the ordinary unsecured creditors of Administration will range
between no return and a maximum return of 24 cents in the dollar.

A Deed of Company Arrangement (“DOCA”) proposal to settle creditor
claims has not been forthcoming from either the directors or a third party.
Accordingly, we believe it is in the best interests of creditors if Industries
and Administration are liquidated. Further comment is made below in
Section 16 — Administrators’ Opinion.

Limited funds have been realised by the administrators from debtor
collections and the disposal of assets. Accordingly, in the absence of a
DOCA proposal to settle creditor claims, no dividend will be payable to
creditors without the successful pursuit and recovery of the remaining
debtors and / or claims against third parties.

It is our opinion that the Companies were insolvent as at 1 June 2008, if not
before. Further comment is made in Sections 11 and 12 of this report.

Potential claims for insolvent trading totalling $1,790,049 have been
identified against the directors. Significant costs, being legal and liquidators’
costs, estimated to be at least $100,000 would be incurred to pursue and
prosecute such actions. We hold concerns as to the capacity of the directors
to satisfy any successful insolvent trading judgement and as such the
commercial merits of pursuing any such claims. Details are outlined in
Section 12 of this report.

4. Business and Affairs

4.1.  We make the following comments in regard to statutory information and nature of the
businesses.

Statutory Information

4.2.  Pursuant to Section 9 of the Act, an officer of a company is defined to include a
director, secretary or a person participating in decision making that affects the whole,
or a substantial part of the business of the corporation or a person in accordance with
whose instructions or wishes the directors of the corporation are accustomed to act.
Further comment is made in Section 13 - Duties of Officers.

Directors

4.3. Set out below in Table 1 is a summary of the directors of each of the Companies as at
the date of our appointment and those acting in that capacity since inception.
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Name Industries Administration

Jonathon Clay Edwards ~ Appt Date 23/01/2002 08/03/2004
Cease Date Continuing Continuing
Erin Rose Edwards Appt Date 08/03/2004
Cease Date Continuing

Table 1: Directors of the Companies since inception

4.4. The information outlined in Table 1 above is company data maintained in the
Australian Securities and Investments Commission (“ASIC”) database.

4.5.  Our enquiries indicate that both Mr and Mrs Edwards acted as Executive Directors in
that they were employed by Administration. Mr Edwards held the position of
Managing Director and is understood to have extensive experience in the HVAC and
refrigerated engineering and contracting industry.

Secretary

4.6. Set out below in Table 2 is a summary of the secretary of each of the Companies as at
the date of our appointment and those acting in that capacity from inception.

Name Industries Administration
Jonathon Clay Edwards ~ Appt Date 23/01/2002 08/03/2004
Cease Date Continuing Continuing

Table 2: Secretary of the Companies since inception

Shareholders and Unitholders

4.7. Industries and Administration each has two (2) ordinary shares issued.
4.8. Mr and Mrs Edwards each own one (1) share in both Industries and Administration.
4.9.  Property is the sole unitholder of Diamond Administration Unit Trust and is therefore

the ultimate beneficiary.
Nature of Business

4.10. The Group operated from leased premises at 7 Parker Place, Bentley, Western
Australia as a supplier of HVAC, refrigeration engineering and contracting services,
specialising in installations for commercial buildings, industrial applications, mine
sites, marine and offshore oil and gas industries.

4.11. The services were predominantly provided to clients in Western Australia, with the
majority of work being completed in the Perth metropolitan area. The Group did
tender for work in various locations throughout Australia and had a serviced office
based in Queensland.
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4.12.

The Group grew rapidly, such that at the date of our appointment the Group employed
more than thirty (30) staff and had an annual turnover of approximately $22 million in
the year ended 20 June 2008.

Industries

4.13.

4.14.

4.15.

4.16.

4.17.

4.18.

4.19.

Industries commenced trading in January 2002, with the director, Jon Edwards, as the
sole employee.

Industries operated 2 divisions, namely Construction and Service.

At the date of our appointment, the company had six (6) Construction contracts at
various stages of completion including:-

4.15.1. Lakeside Joondalup with Doric Constructions - works expected to continue
until November 2008;

4.152. CSIRO Waterford with Doric Constructions - in the final stages with
practical completion imminent;

4.15.3. ECU Mount Lawley with Cooper & Oxley - in the final stages with practical
completion imminent; and

4.154. Three (3) contracts at Brockman 4 in the Pilbara Region of Western
Australia with the VDM Group — in the initial stages and site works had not
commenced.

From the Service side of the business, Industries held sixteen (16) minor service and
maintenance contracts with various parties that had various periods to run, ranging
from rolling monthly contracts to a contract that had eleven (11) months until expiry.

Prior to our appointment, we were advised by the director that staff and contractors
had been locked out of the various contract sites. This was confirmed upon our
appointment.

We were also aware of the fact the company had no available funds in its bank
account, such that it was unable to pay urgent trading liabilities, including a payment
to Administration to satisfy the wages due to the employees for services rendered for
the week ended 7 August 2008.

Accordingly, the company effectively ceased to trade upon our appointment.

Administration

4.20.

4.21.

4.22.

Administration commenced operating in March 2004 as a service provider of labour
and plant and equipment to Industries to enable Industries to service its contractual
works.

On our appointment date, Administration had no available funds in its bank account,
such that it was unable to pay urgent trading liabilities, including a payment to satisfy
the wages due to the employees for services rendered for the week ended 7 August
2008.

Accordingly, the company effectively ceased to trade upon our appointment.
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5. Sale of the Business as a Going Concern

5.1.

5.2.

5.3.

5.4.

5.5.

5.6.

5.7.

5.8.

59.

5.10.

Immediately upon our appointment, we mobilised RSM Bird Cameron Partners
Turnaround and Insolvency staff to secure the business assets and books and records
of the Companies.

It was most apparent that in order to promote any return to creditors from the
Companies’ business and business assets, we should seek to facilitate a sale as a going
concern.

Accordingly, in conjunction with Mr Edwards and other key staff, we set about
determining the status of each contract and preparing an information memorandum
for interested parties.

This process was undertaken on a urgent basis given the nature of the business and
our inability to trade effectively given the Companies had no available funds, and
with the support of staff and the larger contract principals.

Expressions of interest were sought with advertisements being placed in The West
Australian newspaper on 12 August and 13 August 2008.

An information memorandum was prepared and made available to interested parties
on Tuesday 12 August 2008.

Eighteen (18) parties received a copy of the information memorandum upon signing a
confidentiality agreement, including a party that had made an offer to acquire the
business as a going concern prior to our appointment but subject to numerous
conditions including the undertaking of due diligence (“the Pre-appointment
Offeror™).

Whilst the majority of interested parties concluded a “desktop” review of the
information provided, three (3) parties visited the Premises and conducted their due
diligence on site on Tuesday 12 August 2008, including the Pre-appointment Offeror.

Despite the level of interest in different parts of the business, no offers were received
to acquire the business as a going concern, either in part or as a whole.

Accordingly, we are now progressing to sell the plant and equipment assets by way of
auction.

6. Reasons for Failure

6.1.

The directors have offered a number of reasons as to the failure of the Group
including:-

6.1.1.  The incurring of trading losses in respect of a major contract in 2007;
6.1.2.  The inability to collect debtor payments within terms of trade;

6.1.3.  The inability to obtain sufficient working capital funding facilities, either by
new or an increase in existing debt facilities or an injection of equity capital;

6.1.4. The significant increases from 2007 onwards in respect of material and
labour costs;

F:\Ex-Clients\D901159\Creditors\Creditor Reports\Section 439A report v2 409pm.doc Page 8 of 35



6.1.5.  The lack of available quality project management personnel; and
6.1.6.  The significant delays in the granting of new works contracts.

6.2. It is apparent from our preliminary investigations that the primary factor in the
Group’s financial demise is the failure by the directors to:

6.2.1. Manage cash-flows so as to generate and / or collect sufficient monies from
contract works to satisfy the current liabilities whilst rapidly expanding the
operations of the Group;

6.2.2. Respond appropriately and adequately to the warning signs of insolvency
such as a declining working capital position, difficulties in gaining and
retaining key staff and increasing days to pay creditors;

6.2.3.  Ensure adequate capital backing to support the business expansion strategies
of the Group, the working capital needs of the growing business and to fund
trading losses; and

6.2.4. Properly manage operating fixed costs including those associated with the
Premises.

7. Books and Records

7.1.  Pursuant to Section 286(1) of the Act a company is required to maintain sufficient
books and records which:

7.1.1.  Correctly record and explain transactions and the financial position; and
7.1.2.  Enable true and fair financial statements to be prepared and audited.

7.2.  The Group maintained a general job costing and accounting system utilising
PRONTO software. This software, combined with the usage of Microsoft Excel, was
utilised to generate internal management accounts. Formal and unaudited year end

financial accounts were then produced by external accountants.

7.3. Our review of the Companies’ books and records indicates that adequate books and
records have been maintained.

8. Trading Performance
8.1. A detailed Statement of Financial Performance for each of the Companies as per the
unaudited accounts for the years ended 30 June 2004, 2005, 2006, 2007 and as per the
Management Accounts for the year ended 30 June 2008 and the period 1 July 2008 to
7 August 2008 are attached as Annexures A and B.

8.2. Set out below in Table 3 is a summary of the reported trading performance of each of
the Companies for the period 1 July 2003 to the date of our appointment.
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8.3.

8.4.

8.5.

8.6.

8.7.

8.8.

Year ended Year ended Year ended Year ended Year ended Period 1

30 June 30 June 30 June 30 June 30 June July 2008 to

2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 7 August

(Formal) (Formal) (Formal) (Formal) (Mgmt) 2008
$ $ $ $ $ (Mgmt)
$

Industries 97,807 482,753 717,865 247,018 (3,228,375) (181,771)
Administration 92,569 74,211 51,923 (29,711) - -
Net Profit / (Loss) $190,376 $556,964 $769,788 $217,307  $(3,228,375) $(181,771)

before Tax

Table 3: Summary of Historical Trading Performance

The accounts reflect that the Group was profitable until the year ended 30 June 2008
when a trading loss of $3.228 million for Industries was recorded.

Our preliminary investigations reveal that the loss primarily results from a write-off of
work in progress reserve included in the debtor balance of $3.236 million. It appears
that Industries had overvalued the value of its recorded work in progress, thus
inflating its trading position.

Our preliminary findings indicate that the work in progress written off is unlikely to
only relate to the year ended 30 June 2008. Enquiries suggest that approximately one
third (1/3) of the $3.236 million write-off, being $1.079 million, may relate to the year
ended 30 June 2007.

Set out below as Table 4 is a Revised Statement of Trading Performance for Industries
for the years ended 30 June 2007 and 30 June 2008 reflecting the anomalies noted
above in paragraphs 8.4 and 8.5. The adjustments result in an estimated loss of
$831,982 in the year ended 30 June 2007 and an estimated loss of $2,149,375 in the
year ended 30 June 2008.

Year ended Year ended
30 June 30 June
2007 2008
$ $

Profit / (Loss) per financial statements 247,018 (3,228,375)
Less:
Adjustment to reflect overstatement of work in progress (1,079,000)
Adjustment to reflect overstatement of work in progress write-off 1,079,000
Adjusted Profit (Loss) ($831,982)  ($2,149,375)

Table 4: Revised Statement of Trading Performance for Industries

Accordingly, the profit for Industries for the year ended 30 June 2007 may have been
overstated by approximately $1.079 million, and the loss for Industries for the year
ended 30 June 2008 may have been overstated by approximately $1.079 million.

On this basis, trading losses totalling $3,163,128 have been incurred since July 2006.
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9. Report as to Affairs

9.1. A Report as to Affair (‘RATA”) is a statutory form to be completed by directors,
detailing the assets and liabilities of a company as at the date of our appointment.
9.2.  Notices were issued to the relevant directors, requesting that they submit a RATA for
Industries and Administration as at 7 August 2008.
9.3.  RATA’s were received from Mr Edwards on 22 August 2008 on behalf of the
directors in respect of both Industries and Administration.
9.4. Our comments and analysis in respect to each of the Company’s RATAs are as
follows:
Industries
9.5. Set out below in Table 5 is a summary of the RATA and our own estimate of
Industries financial position as at 7 August 2007.
RATA Pronto
Estimated Management | Administrator's
Paragraph Realisable Accounts at ERV at
Reference Book value Value 7-Aug-08 7-Aug-08
$ $ $ $
Assets not specifically charged
Sundry debtors 9.7-9.18 1,878,540 1,574,453 1,874,713 unknown
Cash at bank and on hand - - 402 0
GST clearing 9.19-9.20 - - 119,453 unknown
Work in Progress 9.21-9.23 350,015 - - unknown
Sub Total 2,228,555 1,574,453 1,994,568 unknown
Assets subject to specific charges
Other assets 9.29-9.30 - - - 0
Total Assets 2,228,555 1,574,453 1,994,568 unknown
Less: Owing to ANZ - overdraft / bank guarantee 9.34-9.37 (2,250,000) (2,258,797) (2,131,085) (2,258,797)
Assets available for non-priority creditors (21,445) (684,344) (136,517) Unknown
Add: Inter-company loan (Diamond Administration) 9.24-9.28 - - 4,943,534 0
Less: Inter-company loan (Edwards Property Trust) - - (4,200,086) 0
Add: Inter-company loan (Industries - Hong Kong) - - 1,209 0
Less: Unsecured creditors 9.44 —9.46 (2,871,500) (2,871,500) (2,918,146) (4,671,142)
Add: Contingent assets 9.31-9.33 800,000 300,000 - Unknown
Less: Contingent liabilities 9.47 —9.48 (4,941,866) (750,000) - -
Estimated Deficiency
Subject to costs of administration (7,034,811) (4,005,894) (2,310,006) unknown

9.6.

Table 5: RATA and Estimated Financial Position as at 7 August 2008
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Debtors

9.7.

9.8.

9.9.

9.10.

9.11.

9.12.

9.13.

9.14.

9.15.
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Set out below in Table 6 are the details of sundry debtors as outlined in the RATA.

RATA
Paragraph Estimated Administrators’
Reference Realisable Estimated
Value Realisable
$ Value
$
Trade Debtors - Construction 9.8-9.13 1,429,330 unknown
Trade Debtors - Service 9.14-9.15 90,163 unknown
Cash Retentions - Construction 9.16-9.18 52,197 unknown
Cash retentions - Service 9.16 -9.18 2,763 unknown
Total $1,574,453 unknown

Table 6: Summary of Debtors as at 7 August 2008

Since our appointment, we have been in contact with the major Construction debtors
detailed in the company records, in particular those parties with whom current
contracts were held.

The largest construction debtor was Doric Constructions (“Doric”), with whom
Industries held two contracts in respect of works at Lakeside Joondalup and CSIRO
Waterford. The outstanding invoiced value of these debts totalled $821,491, equating
to approximately 57% of the Construction trade debtors and including disputed
amounts.

We met with representatives of Doric on Friday 15 August 2008, together with our
legal representative. Prior to our meeting, Doric had engaged an independent quantity
surveyor to assess the level of work completed at the Lakeside Joondalup site and
provided us with an assessment that indicated Industries had significantly over-
claimed work completed by approximately $1.2 million.

With the support of a legal opinion as to the commercial merits and aspects of the
respective claims, we negotiated a commercial settlement with Doric whereby pay
$195,000. These funds have been received.

The majority of the remaining Construction debts have been disputed, where either
the debtor has indicated the debts are overstated or that future work is required to
complete the contractual obligations and the cost of such work will need to be
determined prior to any monies being paid to Industries.

Accordingly, whilst we consider there will be recoveries in respect of these debts, the
timing or amount of likely recoveries is unknown.

In respect to the Service debtors, we have to date recovered the sum of $54,005.
We expect that the majority of the service debtors will be collected as most debts are
current and for specific works completed. It is possible that a portion of the remaining

debts will be disputed where the debts relates to maintenance contracts for which
Industries is unable to complete its contractual obligations.
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9.16. In respect of the cash retentions, an amount of $19,019 relates to warranty periods
that have expired and therefore should be collected.

9.17. The balance of the cash retentions, totalling $35,941, are subject to the expiry of
twelve (12) month warranty periods that expire at various times in the next year. The
collectability of these amounts will depend on the level, if any, of warranty work
required on the individual projects.

9.18. Accordingly, we are unable to estimate the total amount of the balance of cash
retentions that will be recoverable at this time.

GST Receivable
9.19. The records indicate a GST refund of $119,453 may be due.

9.20.  Subject to set-off of any debt owed to the Australia Taxation Office this asset may be
realisable.

Work in Progess

9.21. During our assessment of the Service contracts, we determined that work had been
completed or substantially completed in respect of three (3) assignments.

9.22. Invoices have now been raised and issued in respect of these assignments for the total
value of $72,750, as detailed below:

9.22.1.  Department of Health for $30,173;
9.22.2. Citigate Perth Pty Ltd for $26,279; and
9.22.3. P & O Maritime Services for $16,298.

9.23. The Department of Health is disputing a significant portion of the account, whilst we
expect full payment in respect of the remaining two (2) invoices.

Inter-company loans

9.24.  Only preliminary investigations have been undertaken into the inter-company loans
between Industries, Administration and Property which comprise numerous
transactions and cash transfers. The transactions also include journal entries to
evidence the charging of administration costs by Administration to Industries. For the
year ended 30 June 2008 this amounted to $3.89 million.

9.25. The RATA did not refer to any inter-company loans as an asset or liability.

9.26. The management accounts set-off the various inter-company loan accounts such that
the accounts record a net asset of $743,448, being the amount owed by
Administration less the amount owed to Property. For the sake of clarity we have

detailed these loans separately in Table 5.

9.27. Administration is shown as owing Industries $4.943 million. Given the financial
position of Administration no recovery is expected.

9.28.  Property is recorded as being owed $4.2 million by Industries. Further investigation
will be required to determine if Property is a creditor of Industries.
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Other Assets

9.29. It is possible that intangible assets such as domain names and the trading name may
have some value, notwithstanding these assets were not disclosed in the director’s
RATA. However, for the purposes of this report no value has been ascribed to those
assets.

9.30. Limited stock, mainly consisting of partially used stock from completed works, was
collected from the Bentley Property by our auctioneers. Given the small value
attributed to the stock and the costs associated with collecting and realising, for the
purposes of this report no value has been ascribed to this asset.

Contingent Assets

9.31. This potential asset relates to a potential legal claim against Decmil Australia in
respect of contract works carried out between March 2007 and November 2007.

9.32. The director has indicated verbally that this matter has been arbitrated and lawyers
would have been engaged to aggressively pursue this claim if Industries financial
position had allowed.

9.33.  We have made no assessment of the merits of this potential claim, and as are unable
to comment on the potential for any recovery, other than to note that the parties have
been in dispute for a significant period of time. The matter will be considered further
by any future liquidator.

Secured Creditor

9.34.  The ANZ Bank holds a first ranking fixed and floating charge over Industries assets
to secure its obligations as principal borrower in respect of facilities totalling
$2,258,797.

9.35. Industries has a contingent liability to the secured creditor totalling $3,865,945 and
comprising:-

9.35.1. $3,865,000 pursuant to an unlimited Corporate Guarantee of Indemnity,
whereby Industries secured the borrowings of Property; and

9.35.2.  $945 as guarantor for the overdraft facility of Administration.

9.36.  Set out below in Table 7 is a summary of the secured creditor claim against Industries
as at 7 August 2008.

Paragraph $
Reference
Overdraft 2,142,197
Indemnity Guarantee 116,600
9.34 2,258,797
Contingent Liability 9.35 3,865,945
Total $6,124,742

Table 7: Summary of Secured Creditor Claims as at 7 August 2008
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9.37.

We believe the secured creditor may be paid in full from the realisation of real
property securities provided by Property and the personal residence of the director.

Employee Entitlements

9.38.

9.39.

9.40.

9.41.

9.42.

9.43.

Employee entitlements are afforded a priority pursuant to Section 556 of the Act and
include entitlements for wages, superannuation, annual leave and long service leave.

As noted at paragraph 2.3, Administration is understood to be the sole employer of
the employees in the Group and as such the director has not disclosed any employee
entitlements.

We are aware of one former employee who claims to be an employee of Industries.
This employee has provided an employment contract in the name of Industries.

The director has been contacted in respect of this employee and maintains that all
employees were engaged via Administration.

Our preliminary investigations indicate that all employees were paid by
Administration.

Further investigations will be undertaken to determine where employee liabilities lay,
however for the purposes of this report we accept the veracity of the Group’s records
that show employee entitlements as a liability of Administration.

Unsecured Creditors

9.44.

9.45.

9.46.

Set out below in Table 8 is a summary of the unsecured creditors disclosed in the
RATA.

Paragraph RATA Administrators’
Reference Estimated Estimated
Value Value
$ $

Trade Creditors / Others 2,871,550 3,596,369
AP Surety 9.46 750,000 1,074,773
Inter-company loan - Property nil unknown
Total $3,621,550 $4,671,142

Table 8: Summary of Unsecured Creditors as at 7 August 2008

As noted above, we believe unsecured creditor claims may total $4,671,142.

The debt to AP Surety relates to the value of insurance bonds provided by AP Surety
in respect of various contract works. The RATA refers to an amount of $750,000 as a
contingent liability. We have included the amount of $1,074,773 in the value of
unsecured creditors, given we are aware that a number of surety bonds have already
been called upon.

F:\Ex-Clients\D901159\Creditors\Creditor Reports\Section 439A report v2 409pm.doc Page 15 of 35



Contingent Liabilities

Contingent liabilities of $3,865,945 exist with the ANZ Bank as noted at paragraph

Our preliminary investigations indicate that these contingent liabilities are unlikely to

eventuate as it is our understanding that the value of the properties securing these
debts exceeds the value of the contingent debt.

9.47.

9.35.
9.48.
Administration
9.49.

Administration’s financial position as at 7 August 2008.

Set out below in Table 9 is a summary of the RATA and our own estimate of

RATA Pronto
Estimated Management | Administrators'
Paragraph Realisable Accounts at ERV at
Reference Book value Value 7-Aug-08 7-Aug-08
$ $ $ $

Assets not specifically charged
Sundry debtors - - 17,815 0
Cash on hand - - 1 0
Plant and equipment 9.51 -9.56 399,196 232,000 399,197 74,765
Other assets (Leasehold

improvements) 9.51 - 9.56 1,148,947 - 1,029,544 79,245
Sub Total 1,548,143 232,000 1,446,557 154,010

Assets subject to specific charges
Motor vehicles and other assets 9.57 —9.59 238,996 140,645 213,833 495,800
Less: Amount owing to specific

charged creditors (139,938) (139,938) (139,938) (804,725)
Total Assets 1,647,201 232,707 1,520,452 (154,915)
Less: Amounts owing for employee

entitlements 9.63-9.67 (439,968) (439,968) (131,171) (472,757)
Less: Amounts owing to debenture

holder - overdraft 9.60 —9.62 (945) (945) (40,691) (945)
Assets available for non-priority

creditors 1,206,288 (208,206) 1,348,590 (628,617)
Add: Inter-company loan (Edwards

Property Trust) 9.68 —9.72 - - 3,894,537 0
Less: Inter-company loan (Diamond

Industries) - - (4,943,535) 0
Less: Unsecured creditors 9.73 (97,401) (97,401) (235,244) (137,170)
Add: Contingent assets - - - 0
Less: Contingent liabilities 9.74-9.77 (4,929,773) (750,000) - (1,074,773)

Estimated Surplus / (Deficiency)

Subject to costs of Administration (3,820,886) (1,055,607) 64,348 (1,840,560)

Table 9: RATA and Estimated Financial Position as at 7 August 2008

9.50.
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Plant & Equipment / Leasehold Improvements

9.51.

9.52.

9.53.

9.54.

9.55.

9.56.

Upon our appointment we obtained valuations of the assets located at the Bentley
Property including all leased / hire purchase assets (motor vehicles), items classified
as leasehold improvements and other assets owned by Administration.

The estimated value of those assets identified at the Bentley Property was split as
follows:

9.52.1. $495,800 — leased assets;
9.52.2. $79,245 — leasehold improvements; and
9.52.3. $74,765 — all other plant and equipment.

Realisation of those assets will be subject to realisation costs including auctioneers
and valuers.

The records show a substantial investment in leasehold improvements of $1.03
million. These improvements relate primarily to the fit-out of the Bentley Property
owned by Property. The vast majority of this investment is attached to and forms part
of the building. Accordingly, only assets with a value of $79,245 are moveable and
realisable by Administration. These assets will remain in the Bentley Property to
facilitate a sale of those premises for the benefit of the secured creditor.

We have and continue to liaise with the secured creditor regarding the sale and the
realisation of the moveable leasehold improvements for the benefit of Administration.

Other than the leasehold improvements, we have arranged for the remaining plant and
equipment to be removed from the Bentley Property. Those assets have either been
returned to the lessor, or are being held by our valuer pending an auction which is
anticipated to be held some time in October 2008.

Motor Vehicles & Other Assets

9.57.

9.58.

There were 27 motor vehicles and other assets of a minor electrical nature noted as
being owned or controlled by Administration. The motor vehicles included both
operating and finance leased vehicles.

An assessment was undertaken to obtain pay out figures for the motor vehicles in
order to identify whether any of them held equity in the leases. As a result of the
terms in the head leases, any equity in some vehicles was more than offset by the
deficiency in the others. A summary of the position is detailed below at Table 10:

Lessor Value Payout Net surplus /
(deficiency)
$ $ $
Macquarie Leasing 57,500 (74,38.) (16,882)
Suncorp Metway 28,300 (49,156) (20,856)
Esanda 33,000 (24,023) 8,976
Esanda Fleet Partners 377,000 (657,162) (280,162)
Total 495,800 (804,725) (308,925)

Table 10: Leased asset assessment as at 7 August 2008
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9.59. Therefore, the only possible recovery from leased assets appears to be a potential
recovery of $8,976 in equity that may be available after sale of the vehicle by Esanda.

Secured Creditors

9.60. The ANZ Bank holds a charge over Administration assets to secure its obligations as
principal borrower in respect of facilities totalling $945.

9.61. As with Industries and noted above at paragraph 9.35, Administration has a
contingent liability pursuant to an unlimited Corporate Guarantee of Indemnity in
respect of the borrowings of Property totalling $3,865,000 and of Industries totalling
$2,258,797.

9.62. Set out below in Table 11 is a summary of the secured creditor claims against
Administration as at 7 August 2008.

$
ANZ - overdraft 945
Contingent Liability - Industries 2,258,797
Contingent Liability - Property 3,865,000
Total $6,124,742

Table 11: Summary of Secured Creditor Claims as at 7 August 2008

Employee Entitlements

9.63. Employee entitlements are afforded a priority pursuant to Section 556 of the Act and
include entitlements for wages, superannuation, annual leave and long service leave.

9.64. As disclosed at paragraph 2.3, Administration was the employer entity of the Group
and as such the director has disclosed employee entitlements totalling $439,968.

9.65. Set out in Table 12 below is a summary of employee entitlements detailed in the
RATA and our current estimate of possible claims.

Administrators’
RATA Estimate
$ $

Retrenchment 172,232 178,802
Wages 78,840 81,359
Annual Leave 73,410 88,885
Superannuation 49,662 55,386
Bonuses 62,500 65,000
Petty cash claims 2,871 2,871
Long Service Leave 453 453
Total $439,968 $472,756

Table 12: Summary of Employee Entitlements as at 7 August 2008

9.66. Our estimate of employee entitlements has been derived from a review of the
company’s records and notification of claims. We envisage that should
Administration be liquidated, employee claims would be satisfied in the first instance
by claims being made under General Employee Entitlements & Redundancy Scheme
(“GEERS”).
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9.67.

Under GEERS, which is funded by the Commonwealth Government, employees are
able to make a claim for their outstanding entitlements once a company is in
liquidation. Where the claims are accepted, GEERS will, through the liquidator, pay
the relevant employee claims and assume priority right to claim for the debt in the
liquidation.

Inter-company loans

9.68.

9.69.

9.70.

9.71.

9.72.

Only preliminary investigations have been undertaken into the inter-company loans
between Industries, Administration and Property which comprise numerous
transactions and cash transfers. The transactions also include journal entries to
evidence the charging of administration costs by Administration to Industries. For the
year ended 30 June 2008 this amounted to $3.89 million.

The RATA did not refer to any inter-company loans as an asset or liability.

The management accounts set-off the various inter-company loan accounts such that
the accounts record a net liability of $1,048,997, being the amount owed to Industries
less the amount owed by Property. For the sake of clarity we have detailed these
loans separately in Table 9.

Property is shown as owing Administration $3.895 million. Given the possible
financial position of Property, no recovery is expected.

Industries is recorded as being owed $4.943 million by Administration. Further
investigation will be required to determine if Industries is a creditor of
Administration.

Unsecured Creditors

9.73.

Set out below as Table 13 is a summary of unsecured creditor claims as detailed in the
RATA and our current estimate of possible claims.

Administrators’
RATA Estimated
Book Value Realisable Value
$ $
Trade Creditors 97,401 97,923
Australian Taxation Office - 39,247
Total $97,401 $137,170

Table 13: Summary of unsecured creditors as at 7 August 2008

Contingent Liabilities

9.74.

9.75.

9.76.

Contingent liabilities of $6,123,797 exist with the ANZ Bank as noted at 9.61.

Our preliminary investigations reveal that the contingent liability in respect of
Property, totalling $3,865,000, is unlikely to eventuate, as it is our understanding that
the value of the properties securing these debts exceeds the value of the contingent
debt.

It is possible that a portion of the contingent liability in respect of Industries, totalling
$2,258,797, may crystallise, however we are unable to determine a definitive position
at this time.
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9.77.  The liability of $1,074,773, with AP Surety, as detailed at paragraph 9.46 has been
guaranteed by Administration. This debt is likely to crystallise as a number of the
surety bonds have already been called upon.

10. Voidable Transactions

10.1. In accordance with Regulation 5.3A.02 of the Act, an Administrator is required to
specify in this report whether there are any transactions that appear, at first instance,
to be voidable and thereby result in the recovery by a liquidator, of property and other
benefits. Such transactions are not recoverable by an Administrator or an
Administrator of a Deed of Company Arrangement but can only be pursued by a
Liquidator upon the winding up of a company.

10.2.  An Administrator is also required to form a view as to whether and from what point in
time the directors allowed a company to trade whilst insolvent.

10.3. In determining whether there are possible voidable transactions available for recovery
by a future Liquidator and/or claims arising from insolvent trading, consideration has
been given to the following provisions of the Act:-

10.3.1. Unfair preferences (Section 5S88FA) — these are transactions between the
company and the creditor resulting in the creditor receiving more than the
creditor would receive if the transaction were set aside and the creditor
claimed for this amount in a liquidation. Any such voidable transactions
must arise during the relation back period, being six (6) months prior to the
commencement of the Voluntary Administration. For the purposes of the
Companies, the relation back period commences on 7 February 2008;

10.3.2. Uncommercial transactions (Section 588FB) — these are transactions entered
into that a “reasonable person” would not have entered into taking into
account the benefit to the company, the detriment to the company and the
benefit to the other parties involved in the transaction. It is not necessary that
a creditor be a party to a transaction. Such transactions are only voidable
where the company was insolvent at the time of the transaction;

10.3.3. Insolvent transactions (Section 588FC) - these transactions are unfair
preferences or uncommercial transactions (refer above) entered into when the
company was insolvent or became insolvent as a result of entering into the
transaction. Only unfair preferences, which have occurred within six (6)
months of the commencement of the Voluntary Administration and
uncommercial transactions, which have occurred within two (2) years of the
commencement of the Voluntary Administration, can be recovered;

10.3.4. Unfair Loans to a Company (Section 588FD) — representing loans made to
the company where interest or other charges on the loan were extortionate.
These transactions can be recovered regardless of when they were entered
into;

10.3.5. Unreasonable Director-Related Transactions (Section 588FDA) -
representing a transaction of a company including a payment by the company
or a conveyance, transfer or other disposition by the company of property of
the company to a director of the company or a close associate of a director of
the company and where it may be expected that a reasonable person in the
company’s circumstances would not have entered into the transaction. This
provision does not require the transaction to be an insolvent transaction and
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may be voidable pursuant to Section 588FE(6A) if the transaction was
entered into during the four (4) years ending on the relation back day;

10.3.6. Related Party transactions (Section 588FE (4)) — representing insolvent
transactions (that is unfair preferences or uncommercial transactions) with a
related party within four (4) years prior to the commencement of the
Voluntary Administration. For this purpose a related party would include a
party related to a director or deemed director; and

10.3.7. Transactions entered into for the purposes of defeating creditors (Section
588FE(5)) — represented by insolvent transactions (unfair preferences or
uncommercial transactions) entered into for the purpose of defeating,
delaying or interfering with the rights of creditors which were entered into
within a period of ten (10) years prior to the commencement of the Voluntary
Administration.

Unfair Preferences

10.4. We have conducted a review of the Group’s available books and records, including
bank statements, cheque books and creditor invoices, for the six (6) months prior to 7
August 2008 in an attempt to identify any payments to creditors which may be
recoverable by a Liquidator as an unfair preference.

10.5. Set out below in Table 14 is a summary of payments by each of the Company’s which
may be recoverable by a future liquidator:

$
Industries 47,500
Administration 447,317
Total $494,817

Table 14: Summary of Possible Unfair Preference Claims

10.6. The $447,317 identified as being a potential claim in Administration is against the
Australian Taxation Office (“ATO”) and represents the numerous payments to the
ATO in the relation back period.

10.7.  Should the Companies be liquidated, further investigations will be made into possible
unfair preferences and information gathered to determine if commercially recoverable
claims actually exist.

10.8. A Liquidator cannot recover pursuant to Section S88FG of the Act funds paid to a
creditor where it is established the creditor:

10.8.1. Received the payment in good faith; and

10.8.2. Had no reasonable ground for suspecting the company was insolvent at the
time of the payment.

Uncommercial and Related Party Transactions

10.9. Our preliminary investigations have identified a small number of transactions which
may be of an uncommercial nature, primarily with related parties.
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10.10. It is our preliminary view that these transactions may be Unreasonable Director-

Related Transactions and include payments made by Administration.

10.11. A summary of possible voidable transactions identified from our preliminary

investigation is detailed below.

Related Parties including Property & Edwards Superannuation Fund

10.12.

10.13.

10.14.

We have identified a payment to the Edwards Superannuation Fund in the sum of
$115,500 on 15 July 2008. The payment allegedly relates to repayment of a deposit
paid in respect of the purchase of the Burswood Property and at the request of the
ATO.

Should Administration be liquidated more detailed enquiries will be made to
determine the recoverability of this payment.

The director has advised that a further sum of $74,500 was paid from either Industries
or Administration in or around May 2006 as part of the deposit for the purchase of the
Burswood Property. Whilst we consider this transaction may represent a loan to
Property, it is unlikely that a commercial recovery will be made given the suspected
financial position of Property.

11. Insolvent Trading

11.1.

11.2.

11.3.

11.4.

11.5.

11.6.

11.7.

A company is insolvent when it is unable to meet its debts as and when they fall due.

The determination of insolvency is a question of fact, at a particular point in time, to
be assessed by considering the tests of insolvency known as the “cash flow test” and
the “balance sheet test”. Other factors of a commercial and financial nature will also
be considered by the Courts. Common law precedents have determined the “cash flow
test” as being the more relevant test.

Pursuant to Section 588G of the Act, a director of a company has a duty to prevent a
company from incurring a debt when a company is insolvent or there are reasonable
grounds to suspect a company is or would become insolvent.

Pursuant to Section 588M of the Act, a liquidator (and in some circumstances a
creditor) may recover from a director, losses suffered by creditors from transactions
entered into at a time when a company was insolvent.

Section 588H of the Act provides a number of defences for directors in respect of
actions under Section 588G and 588M of the Act.

In order to establish a case for insolvent trading against a director, a liquidator must
establish that a director or a reasonable person in the director’s position ought to have
been aware that the company was insolvent at a particular time. Furthermore, the
liquidator ought to investigate the financial position of the director in question, prior
to pursuing any claim for insolvent trading to establish whether the potential litigation
is commercially viable.

We have undertaken only preliminary investigations into the issue of insolvent
trading. Any future liquidator would be required to undertake further investigations,
subject to suitable and adequate funding. In this regard a detailed cash flow analysis
has not been undertaken.
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11.8.  We now provide details of our investigations and conclusions as to solvency issues.

11.9. As discussed previously, Administration was merely a service provider to Industries
and received payment from Industries for the services rendered. We believe it would
be reasonable to conclude that Administration would be insolvent upon Industries
being insolvent. Accordingly, please note that our analysis and assessment of
solvency detailed below is focused solely on Industries.

Aged Creditor Analysis

11.10. An analysis of the aging of the creditors' ledgers provides an insight into the question
of solvency.

11.11. We detail below in Table 15 a summary of Aged Creditors balances (trade and
expense creditors) at key dates for Industries. An aged analysis as at 30 June 2008
cannot be extracted from the records.

Date Total Current 30days 60days 90 days
30-Jun-06 100.00%  24.30%  72.61% 2.74% 0.34%
30-Jun-07 100.00%  39.16%  50.97% 4.21% 5.66%
07-Aug-08 100.00% 0.08%  2944%  2429%  46.19%

Table 15: Aged Creditor analysis for Industries

11.12. Set out below in Table 16 is a summary of the average creditor days. Average
creditor days is the average amount of days in which a creditor is paid.

Unaudited at Unaudited at Pronto Pronto
30 June 2006 30 June 2007 Accounts at Accounts at
30 June 2008 7 August 2008

Creditor days 42.8 60.1 44.8 86.0

Table 16: Summary of Average Creditor Days as at various dates

11.13. A significant increase in creditor days is shown after 30 June 2008. This further
indicates symptoms of cash flow insolvency, albeit recently before our appointment.

Aged Debtor Analysis

11.14. We detail below in Table 17 an analysis of Aged Debtors at key dates for Industries:

30 60 920
Date Total Retentions Current days days days
30-Jun-06  100.00% 1695% 74.72%  7.42%  036%  0.55%
30-Jun-07  100.00% 6.93% 6935% 16.79% -1.32%  8.24%
07-Aug-08  100.00% 2.20% 0.08% 54.72% 10.61% 32.39%

Table 17: Aged Debtor analysis for Industries

11.15. Set out below is in Table 18 is a summary of the average debtor days, representing the
average days for debts to be collected.

F:\Ex-Clients\D901159\Creditors\Creditor Reports\Section 439A report v2 409pm.doc Page 23 of 35



11.16.

Unaudited at Unaudited at Pronto Pronto Accounts
30 June 2006 30 June 2007 Accounts at at
30 June 2008 7 August 2008
Debtor days 37.0 68.1 54.3 54.7

Table 18: Summary of Debtor Days

We note that debtor days has declined in 2007/2008, suggesting Industries was
actively pursuing debtor collections to assist cash-flow.

Balance Sheet Analysis

11.17.

11.18.

11.19.

11.20.

11.21.

11.22.

A detailed historical summary of the Companies’ Statement of Assets and Liabilities
Position as at 30 June 2004, 2005, 2006, 2007, 2008 and as at 7 August 2008 as per
the unaudited financial statements and the Companies’ Pronto management account
records, are attached as Annexures C & D.

Set out below in Table 19 is a summary of the net assets or liabilities of Industries as
at 30 June 2006, 2007, 2008 and as at 7 August 2008.

Unaudited at Unaudited at
30 June 2006 30 June 2007
$ $

Pronto Pronto

Accounts at Accounts at
30 June 2008 7 August 2008
$ $

Net assets / (liabilities) 1,286,067 1,533,086 (1,756,737) (2,310,005)

Table 19: Summary of Net Assets (Liabilities)

The financial accounts reflect that Industries was Balance Sheet solvent up to 30 June
2007.

It is likely that the Balance Sheet at 30 June 2007 was significantly overstated in
respect of the WIP reserve as discussed previously. If an adjustment was made for a
notional overstatement of $1.079 million, Industries would have remained Balance
Sheet solvent having adjusted net assets of $454,086.

However, the Industries Balance Sheet as at 30 June 2007 included a loan owing by
Administration of $1,228,736. We believe a prudent assessment of Administration’s
financial position as at 30 June 2007 would result in the provisioning for the non
recovery of this loan creating a net deficiency in assets to liabilities of $774,650.

On this basis it is possible that Industries was Balance Sheet insolvent as at 30 June
2007.

ANZ funding application and approval

11.23.

11.24.
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In or around March 2008 Industries sought additional finance from the ANZ in the
sum of $750,000 to address cash flow inadequacies.

As part of its funding application, a cash flow forecast was presented to the ANZ.
This forecast relied heavily on the release of surplus funds from the sale of the
Burswood Property and the commencement of future contract work to achieve the
projected cash-flows. As it transpired, these events did not occur.
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11.25. The ANZ granted an increase in the overdraft facility of $750,000 on 15 May 2008.

11.26. These funds were utilized immediately to discharge only a portion of Industries
liabilities. Therefore, we believe it is reasonable to conclude that the director was
aware that Industries had cash flow concerns from the time at which the application
for additional finance was made.

Working Capital

11.27. Working capital is representative of a company’s capacity to meet its current
liabilities by the application of its current assets. A shortfall in current assets to meet
current liabilities is an indicator of cash flow insolvency. A working capital ratio or
current ratio of less than 1 indicates a working capital deficiency and is an indication
of insolvency.

11.28. Given the business nature of the Group, a working capital deficiency should be a
significant concern to the financial health of the Group, and a significant concern to
the directors and officers of the Companies.

11.29. A decline in the working capital position is often a pre-cursor to insolvency.

11.30. As noted above at paragraphs 8.4 to 8.7, Industries wrote off work-in-progress
totalling $3.236 million in the management accounts for the year ending 30 June
2008. This write-off related, in part, to work undertaken and recorded in the 30 June
2007 unaudited financial statements.

11.31. Our analysis has been undertaken without any adjustments being made to the work-in-
progress contained in the 30 June 2007 financial statements and as shown in Table 4.

11.32. Therefore, our preliminary review of the company records indicates that Industries
maintained a working capital surplus as at 30 June 2005, 2006 and 2007, and a
deficiency as at 30 June 2008 and 7 August 2008.

11.33. Set out in Table 20 below is a summary of the working capital position of Industries.

Unaudited at Unaudited at Pronto Pronto
30 June 2006 30 June 2007 Accounts at Accounts at
$ $ 30 June 2008 7 August 2008
$ $
Working capital 466,954 304,241 (2,530,455) (3,054,633)
Working capital 1.25 1.07 0.43 0.40
ratio

Table 20: Summary of Working Capital Position

11.34. Set out below as Diagram 1 is a graphical representation of Industries’ historical
working capital position per unaudited and management accounts and highlights a
significantly declining working capital position after 30 June 2007.
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Diagram 1: Movement in Working Capital Ratio for Industries

11.35. We believe Industries failed to be sufficiently profitable in the period after 1 July
2007, and whilst it obtained some additional debt funding after 30 June 2007, those
sources of funding were inadequate to accommoda