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This questionnaire has been designed to gather evidence about Councillors ' 
involvement and knowledge of the Edinburgh Trams Project. The questionnaire 
contains 12 questions and, for guidance, a list of issues that may assist you in 
answering these questions. Please ignore any questions and issues which you feel 
do not apply to you, for example, questions that relate to a period when you were not 
serving as a Councillor of the City of Edinburgh Council. 

If you have received the questionnaire in paper-format but would like to provide an 
electronic response please contact evidence@edinburghtraminquiry.org and we will 
send you the electronic version. 

Your details 

In order for the evidence to be analysed and taken forward by the Inquiry we require 
some information about you. 

As you are responding as a Councillor (or ex-Councillor) your name and ward will be 
published, but your postal address, postcode, telephone number and email address 
will not be published. 

Ward 

Period that you were a Councillor 

Surname 

Forename 

Postal Address 

Postcode 

Telephone 

Email 

What will happen to your response 

Your answers will be considered by the Inquiry and will form part of the record of the 
Inquiry 

All of the written evidence, unless deemed offensive or inappropriate, which is 
submitted through this process will also be published on the Inquiry's website at 
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I · - R 01-t is some point, either during the Inquiry proceedings or when the nqu 11 y ep 
issued. 

. . the evidence you have provided in more detail. 
The Inquiry team may wish to ~x1f lor~ mpletion of this questionnaire to take a 
They may wish to contact you o o:1~~v~t~d to give evidence at an oral he.ari~g. 
statement from you, and you m~y 't ·uen evidence at this stage will be invited to 
However, not .everyon~ who sdu m~. s. wr~ion at any oral hearings would be by provide more information, an par 1c1pa 
invitation only. 

Questions 

Please refer to the guidance to assist you in answering these questions. 

1. . duties and responsibilities as a Councillor? 
Please provide a_n overview ~f youfr duties and responsibilities you had in Please also provide an overview o ~ny 
relation to the Edinburg h Trams ProJect. 

. 0 J ; 0 Ito 'I/ rf/lj l&1a st;.A.,rMt~,..; () N f ss(,~:,.J l£1.J1 NW ~ ~ Co,)r1Je./(._ 

f~ i1t;;; &<.!;,e[c41Yi. t,v "1y iv#4 . To ~r~ 6(1) fH/; vM-1,vf 

Sk_l.f.-t/'f..iJ) tc, 11n,;r.p4_1 Cf:. )){ £ Cov"H-1c 4- o/i) 1cJJ:.. ~6i'1v,Slf-.t7t>.,JJ ~it,. 

(,!J 1i) Cc,J<1p[;_I/._ f-ttom T• FuL<.- lo u ,J(K /..; fJl.-t,e,,'¥- C,J /H1; 
""'ft4,y ~k·>?-E-cr . , ""'tk :vo;- oAJ Tf~E f,,·1,f-£1> u f. ,Hi=. .ft-As _ 
/.....'::./\) f'1l1 ~ {;.. L (t,£'1_ 'f C,c; l1 ~4,..; '1 'f-,'e 

[Please insert extra pages if required] 

• .,,hA t> r=:. f/,A-J,. rA--t- v/V',~IL I Tht,v, k·t~ 1-" "'" l""tk,v 1'-""frl-it ~ ~Y01>1.ir~· f1,,1ne l t.,.J,,.Lfi. '13. LtCB- ,.._ c ·~,,,, ( ' : ,.. _ , ~ <1.... r , 
n I r "l,' • -LL. q(l"- A-vn>(c -4'''1 -CM - - ·c T ) 

'i11E,._, tkA,,'- ot- 71,iR lr.,w'ff t:<;hAi.J-rt'' hfhe trams p;o/ect during the initial proposa ls 2_ Do you have any commen s o ? 

stage (i.e. between 2000 and 2006). 

Tf1i;_ '=.Jr,..,, f,._ '-lfr1 T't4-1v, f /!.o·v&r .:.--,t\ fA.fuS..J t.">,,..) r1"7 l'1f E Cr ,.; N LI i. 

P.v'-le>tvf t,)l:.. log&'1rN'6- ff'J P'1lvtrc1.Jl1fvl... 6'7 ~ lo,V-J +-. 'rl-lo~ 

f luh< 7r "1(,- J E \,/;.- LD f "16J' h• N/.- '/)f £ '1 \) 1 I {..I ,i_),(s_..,<-Nt> ,S , 'N, 12. ,tt i-v ~ 
&f: -~t:. To Et>,,.J S,,,L/y,-, f-(t,r, i,t>-N6- 66P,..i 5-/u/t:£..) ttF s .. :r- Tlf I's. 

IJ A--1 ThE C ~t,._,..,/ J 1- Iv ~I"(; y;_ P Te, 71;£ £ l llfC<, 1 If "7E;J .;: o),,,_ fkv 'E<f'. 

,.,.., f\1A,,.; l-tJt,11£.r ON 11-<P- lk>Y'/?;c.,., w~ "'r?-11::.. C:Hi,rc£ tr It- /1.e>c.,"1'€ 

'-'-'N1v;, t,{,- I A,t,f."" L -i--o I ~J: JJA,.J '-!&.. M!,M> + ~ "t 1'.A,!.,_,C!Jc tu..,i,.;,_ 

lio<F- Cni i£ , r lf1 • c'{n,rl ,Yv+, R.vr.iv/14- ~ - ~,,,,,.,., ~ +' • h #I~ 
~ l.Jo ·~ ~ft-~ SfAvl:.. 'Tkt ctr"1 ·-- 6 ... ,·, , 11-c c;;_ Pl£.tJ ,',J '1'-11&. k-Nd 

Tit(; t<J (/1'~ fv()'w l3 o 11.;7' • . . 
[Please cont inue on add itiona l pages if required) 
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3. Do you have any comments on the trams project in relation to events between 
May 2007 and the signing of the infrastructure contract in May 2008? 

r o U 

[Please continue on additional pages if required] 

4 . Do you have any comments on events after May 2008, including, in particular, 
in relation to the dispute that arose with the infrastructure consortium? 

[Please continue on additional pages if required] 
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5. 

6. 

Do you have any comments in re lation to th~ se_tt le~1~e~1t -~~~~e;::~~ reached at 
the Mar Hall med iation in March 2011 ' and f111al1se a e1 

N r) 

[Please continue on additional pages if required] 

Do you have any comments on the project management or governance of the 
trams project? 

i fr{DVGf.1- "')H,p-- ~l""lr UI -t ,e 1/-S '7"-f-f~ P,!;.q 1., -l:_,t._ '1 Cc,;l1IJ-r.i'1 

Fol-.- \ft£. ,;l,f-N( Lv,f-1 ~/rli1~ (/v 'r"t,<.-) .... 111& Ge-v,..JC.t<.. 6rrl NCI 

~ k 'fk it £.?<, I f:::./.j?Sli: ( t-J - \-( 0,/5 l:: 'T'c f,r h-4rG-{;_ ~ P P~·v F-a -,.. I , 

Lvoue-n "'or- f1A-tlz. ~...£., .J.l;Js1&t.c Te1 Hi>4ve /'4rl$.dJ ™-Fr O,,J t't1li. 

Lti-.) tJC,L Pht-otL 6il£,.j fl-fJ;. t1.f.LA-'r]"-£\,'f 5(-(vl,,- '"7'1;;1-, • .., AJ,f.',i~ o,t:.. 

!kt. lfit1j &.J"'. 

,A- .S f-c,1. 0 l£/t.<; ( ~ ,-... 0 t -f-,":2- f Lvtf1 ~ ,- ON °rl1 £. f dlfN', fl '7 

'1A-11J CNVc/;_r,4.-A)J 4kJJ3. ;H 4- it£.Jv'-, t 1,1:. IH(=. ·1v~r.-1..);,,~ .-p~ 

4-lr c,e. t;(.6 cv'';h [.J ~ ·1/~ , 

[Please continue on additional pages if requ ired] 
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7. Do you have any comments on the repo,iing of information relating to the trams 
project to Councillors? 

Go v N"l-rL·i.-t'vL·S AiLE Fe'"I 1)-ff. ftosr ;,+-µ.... LA-', f'~,ls <:JN > 
r I -

-'bvL! 6'-'5'1 

· L rvF-.J, 

T)a.~. \/mt/II',:.!~ B i-l r,\..J;iJc r "- r ' 
,, ~ 1 ~ ,,J u-_;;~ Yccrfh- 1r.J' "1-Nitf-L'ff't J 

+ 1.v Hr t.£ ~1..l fly ft-'7 ~ J e.E- FJ-Je 41... c, F- n • ;:; _,.. , .. 
• T1 ~ ' 7 LC) \ I .}/ C,J U;eiL ..J A,(.i: 

I ~ 

"'ti f t.E!t-iv-, Ci v Jh-.1 f 16,1 ..,.. c1 C:,, 
f I r'J' ~ ,\,Ui. >lt "=-·~ • 

[Please continue on additional pages if required] 

8. Which body or organisation do you consider was ultimately responsible for 
ensuring that the trams project was delivered on time and within budget? 

[l:i lease continue on additional pages if required] 
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9. 'd 1· were the main reasons for the fa ilure to de liver the proj ct What do you cons, e _. . - t - d? · 
in the time, within the budget and to the exte11t p10Jec e . 

M'7 G-ve.Js 15 711x-t r l-1 £ C<:.,,,._,""lt.tcf w,'n-( G rL,:11<,(d f.El(,£1.. ,4vlf1 

1;.r~GJ. "Too l-lt!fiJl"1 jJfetF,EfJ ol.. Tt>"" te.E;>trdt.E (wHrt:e-, __ r o,,) , 

f<-f-'t_i tv) Tv (-,:,ff. 1,.-ri)~ THE. v,1-,l;,4 .JroN' > f.c~vtl:J_p Wf.(~ Co11., .,_\c'rfpr.J{ 

8&t.c,.) r'HI;, ~-Eh ~tl;;. ft.fA-u%~ . 

OrJ 4- &uv;...l~vgl. Ll:veL., f:..k;h 1--rM hl.VC,"f- Tk12. Cov,1.,f'./t.. -'1..J/\-'i 

l..v /...) .~7 I(. L-1 t - 0£11 ( y. A.) /l CC" ff1., .,'t70 N ~f,.(t, lv6'tl'3.. 0 I &Jt-t, I'll/' 

Lo tu t11i,:,f.~ J 4~. v r-- 7'1< l. / i';tl-1'1 (''i"11 I; U!J - MJJ J s vi/,µ--, ..i:;_ '7),,; <",;/' 
I -

F-1 lfl <-'1 A-Mt .J .c r-) . 7'H 1), I i7r IN f'- , Llc,, T'o ,+ M/,t,_, 'T Sr J OF b /ic,J
1

""' -

hft:.td ,fr' I{- ''f(HE OF- 6teA-r .l,')1f'HC.i-l.l"J h:tiJ_ l?fij Plc,;J'°'6c,,./', 

11111 \..J,.4-s fA-J,4-1,.J.r lN(/ll)OV()li',; f1 '"'I 'ft,~ SIA> tt'l J f1 (,ol.F._N.J~ ~~ lv ffr, 

ON~>U:,1 . ...,...(' ·11~ T'I-A-h, Htk> ~e.,ktJ].r~bS.1 ~ Ft1lc~ TO 11-Uocv i t"' / 

[Please continue on a .· dditional pages if required] 1 0 lt..c cU,b 'Tl1tcv671 t-f vo1)£ 

IN l'N ~ ~Cc1m Jt1 ,fr?ll(~f.i,J- "t' '11€,l.[4-J;f'ilt, I..Jfn'4!"' 11,(,v/p(,<,,(, - rf<E C/u;.H/ 

Do you have any comments on how these fa ilures might have been avoided? 10. 

lh Af!JtK'f... A "'1.tJI.Jj, 14:elJvF 
I 

fA-,l..}1c,,,IA-ltiAJ /,-..> l).tG t>1..~/.<;.r&-flJ-

+ frtf,..J,1c-lJJ1{h.,J-· ~ Th~ lk?Eu-

8'1 Tu~ Jc~ffl.J-(1 ~c..E~J.r{?J- ·f..-

·,} ... Ji.-,.., Slo-L.r Seo·~~ - ES!fi.c1 '1-t<, . ., 

~ l"\-1f to,..,,~;xr ilJ:: /4- Uv,.,./qc 

>rcv41 lf-tet 1. r F/c11 ,hf L -

/ flo <:.>£er, 4, 'if-rt ~tU-1 lf:Asr 

·7 ,4(0i'oi..l'-- ~4'Tl,fw,1 S,frtJ t-UJ 

~~ !ff..v 1,JvoLvl; _ _,,, Ar C,t.F,...).}·f 

s~+-: e,..;(%_ Cf'tvtYAt_ Fv"''~rA,~ 
w>h, ~1vt- JJ hi v, ~ l.::.o, 

f Ptr, '7c-A-t{. y I Atl/ft.'-1 S&i ttAJ ht,r s f-r,P~~-

[Please cont inue on additional pages if requ ired] 
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11. -'- ·1 f- ·1ure to deliver the What do you consider are the main consequences o1 l le_ a 1 . t d? 
trams project in the time, within the budget and to the extent proJec e . 

T(..<1;.. hif-t ..J Cc~c.JI,Jc.~ 1/vfl f-lu{,.;; JJ,,s!vJ IT~,I\J t'o t~c Ltf:.& c~ 
r'f{b l!.r 't-i - l'flc· 8ASL'1 '11tt, Co l ·

1NJ CJ:.. C.c,f!1:z1> . THIS .f>fllcl n t?;) lv..« 

EJtF..C.1,+v,,.., ,:.i.t,>ffA71,.,g_ 1,..,(-l&J AtV Actvkt.. "'--o-..(tc- ~ l-£cl'v6- Cn-1'.1..rb,1 
(} ·­, . I , 

S~('c,,..;,~t'1 'i'He (/1/'tf_'n,,\ Fp;:. )7~~ '7*1-ry 11.c,'J'f_.,if .- "it> fl£,.; VI' 
- I 

'?'H>i. e,\-;,, r
1 ~t~ w 5tti~·,.,~ P£t.ft.rlht..i- 1.,v,>J.tr.v JJ.ie 

6.:.·v~M11;-.1 ~ Tr1.G. elt', ,..__ \.,,h ~( lE/t:~'EJ ' I...JF;_ 6r, A L1,Jd. 
1

N S ~ W/!.{1 l lf liAf.: c '7 'fo •Ctr£ J Cf 4/'lJl-l uF f bf•·£+// (J>v I tJ }°J,f {i. l:.tl) 

+ (J,vt,>, slF_..At.1,7 IS DF- V>,S Fo-t. l'"'htJ,£ (,,.t(rv(, " 'lt, /~~1 E.JJl',-)'1c~f..f /JA--t!...i( 

Tl-<K ( oo fi.1(./l/{fi~ R c/! IS Ft<-S~J... 'Tt) '1)(?; A-rl.ltP!i <- w£ ~ 
A-l-~i, .S 7t•J lti '"1 Ii 1)./f.'1 iv 61,1 1.--d> ~- ~ ')',£( . 

A-<-L- 11-t { l (1 Ifs LfuJ f' 0 f U fJ (,·/ t, Jq; f )?(1(' /1 - ltv (,.( (Cf'f I,.., ( L1.- 'l)..,tB. 
[Please continue on additional pages if required] lCH-l-- "rrMf 1'1.." ~r 55' /!.~ . 

12. ould like to make that fall within the 
Are there any other comments y~u ~· I have not already been covered in your 
Inquiry's Terms of Referenct~ an? (~h: ~erms of Reference can be found on the answers to the above ques ions . 
Inquiry's website) 

l . rkib'. tA1~1ot/ ( ~;_,;..,r Ccs, Mh" £ ~ ~k. /.J3.f'ot:rf..tJ + lM-1.£ IJ­

S;;..11£ of l,..,f1tj.. f")-1tl-· o~,vfr f'l1£ I /,.P'i'f,if C,.,if1 (..,,#111 f~t/5.F..Jrrvt.. 

L,"l1< ( Cc /. > '). I J.16..EA. ft,;,. ·tol'l4-L. C&¥,01,,-CI{ ,,.., 'fllli1£ 

1..t 6v.irl\.£.!s Cfs.;31 ~ 1-f()~l-k.~ .. 'rHrE'f'~ ,4 HG.ti 7c, T'1.1z 
I 

i...A-'7 /£.fl£p,J c Ir> (ittth1Jl..U,-t--0,;l j t-A-&,/;.L'7 ,fl.£) & .• /;- lfi.E_ OF)'£,J 

So,•osJ .• f1if.1 lr-JA-t<-ukr-rc. Wl--1c,v1 Vr£~) W f))1 ,~lNP,Jft,.t.l' .. 

·1- . if.(llr r'/< ,& C. Sr c,t;c "i'1N; ff, :7'E.cr H+1 (" (P~
0 

+- Tj-{ ,, < w,, v ~.i 

Hk..( ·1v &£. t.£ c <-·(El) 1 ,J .r c ./' e 

~[~P~le=a~s~e~c::o~n~ti ,~1 u~e~o~n~ad~~d~it~"io~n_:a~I ~p~ag~e=s~i~f .:_:re:__q~u_ir_ed__:]:____=====----
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Guidance: 
Possible issues to consider in your response 

Your duties and responsib ilities 

1. It would be helpfuf if you coufd set out the dates you served as a Councilfor, 
the Ward you represented, the politica l party (if any) you were a member of 
and any positions in CEC you held (e.g. membership of committees , Group 
Leader etc)? 

2. Were you a member of the Tram Project Board, Tf E Ltd or TEL Ltd? If so, 
please provide dates. 

3. Do you consider that you, or other Councillors, had any re levant qualifications 
or experience that assisted when taking decisions relating to the Edinburgh 
Trams Project? Did you receive any training or guidance in that regard? Do 
you consider that any such training and guidance would have been helpfuf? If 
you were given some training was it sufficient to enable you to fully cons ider 
the issues relating to the trams project that were brought before the Counci l? 
If not what was missing? 

4. Did the fact that not all members/political parties supported the trams project 
cause any prob lems or difficulties (and, if so, in what way)? 

Initial proposals (2000 to 2006) 

5. What were your views on the creation of TIE to deliver the various projects 
forming part of the Council's New Transport Initiative, including the Edinbu rgh 
Trams Project? What was your understanding of how CEC would , and did, 
exercise contro l over TIE? Did you have any concerns in re lation to these 
matters? 

6. Various draft Business Cases and STAG (Scottish Transpo1i Appraisal 
Guidance) appraisals were produced between 2002 and 2006. Did you have 
any views on these documents includ ing , for examp le, the various estimates 
for the project and the allowance for risk? , 

7. The Council decided in January 2006 to build the tram network in phases, 
with a first phase to be bui lt from Edinburgh Airpo,i to Leith Wate,front. What 
was your understanding of the reason for that decision? What were your 
views? 

8. What was your understanding of the procurement strategy for the trams 
project includ ing , in particular, the aims of the procurement strategy, the 
extent to wh ich design and utility diversion s would be complete before the 
infrastructure worl<s commenced and the extent to which the infrastructure 
contract would be a fixed price co ntract? 

Page 8 of ·12 
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Events between ii/lay 200 7 and May 2008 

9. Following local government elections in May 2007 the administration of the 
Council changed from a Labour administration to a Liberal Democrat/SNP 
coalition. Do you consider that that had any effect on the trams project (and, if 
so, in what way)? 

10. Following national elections in May 2007, and a vote in the Scottish 
Parliament, the SNP government announced t_hat funding from Transport 
Scotland for the trams project would be capped at £500m . What was your 
awareness and understanding of the extent to which the capping of the grant 
from central government represented an increased risk for CEC? What was 
your understanding of the steps taken by CEC following the capping of the 
grant to address, quantify and mitigate any increased risk? 

11. The Council 's approval was sought in October and December 2007 for the 
Final Business Case for the trams project. In general, what were your views 
on the Final Business Case? 

12. What was your understanding in la.te 2007 of the extent to which design and 
utility works were complete? What was your understanding of any difficulties 
that could arise from incomplete design and utility diversion works and how 
any such difficulties would be addressed? 

13. What was your understanding in late 2007 of the extent to which the 
infrastructure contract was a fixed price contract? What was the basis of your 
understanding? How important to you was it that the infrastructure contract 
was a fixed price contract? To what extent, if at all, did your understanding in 
that regard influence your vote on whether the trams project should proceed? 

14. What was your understanding of the allowance for risk made by TIE/CEC 
(including the amount of the risk allowance and the main risks allowed for)? 

15. In early 2008 there were various increases in the price of the infrastructure 
contract. What was your understanding of the reasons for these increases? 

16. The infrastructure contract was signed in May 2008. What was your 
understanding at that time of (i)° which party bore the risks arising from any 
incomplete design and utility diversion works, (ii) the extent to which the 
infrastructure contract was a fixed price contract and (iii) the extent to which 
th.e aims of the procurement strategy had been met? 

The dispute (May 2008 onwards) 

17. In general, what information were you given as to the progress made with the 
design, utility diversion and infrastructure works after May 2008? Were you 
given progress reports or revised estimates of risk? 

18. When, and how, did you first become aware of the dispute between TIE and 
the infrastructure conso1iium, BSC? What was your understand ing of the 
natu re of the dispute and the reason(s) for the dispute? What were your views 
on the dispute, including which party or parties were primarily responsible for 
the dispute arising? What was the basis of your understanding of these 
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matters? Did your views on these 111atters change at any ti111e (and, if so, 
when and why)? 

19. A dispute arose in respect of track laying works due to co111rnence at Princes 
Street in February 2009. What were you told about the Princes Street dispute 
and the agree111ent to resolve that dispute? What were your views? . 

20. What was your understanding of, and views on, Tl E's strategy to resolve the 
dispute? To what extent, if at all, did you consider that that strategy had been 
approved by the Council? 

21. What were you told about the use of the contract dispute resolution 
procedures including, in particular, the referral of certain of the disputes to 
adjudication? What were you told about the outco111e of these procedures 
including, in pariicular whether the outco111es were 111ore favourable to TIE or 
to BSC? What was the basis of your understanding of these 111atters? 

22. What were yow· views on the letters sent by BSC directly to Counci l me111bers 
in 201 O? 

23. In late 2010 the Council were provided with a refreshed Business Case, which 
recommended building a line fro111 the Airpori to St Andrew Square. What 
were your views on that proposal? 

24. At a Council meeting in December 2010 an amend111ent was passed to 
request a review of the updated Business Case by a specialist public 
transport company with no previous involvement with the trams project. What 
was your understanding as to why members requested that review? 

The IViar Hall mediation in March 2011 

25 . What were your views on the proposals for mediation that took place at Mar 
Hall in March 2011? To what extent, if at all, were Councillors consulted on, or 
had an input into, CEC/TIE's strategy for the mediation? 

26. What were you told about the outcome of the mediation? What were your 
views? 

27 . What did you understand to be the main changes brought about as a result of 
the mediation? 

28 . Do you consider that you were provided with adequate briefing in relation to 
the med iation , both before and after the mediation? 

29. What was your understanding of, and views on , the Council 's decision in late 
2011 to build a line from the Airport to Haymarket before, shorily afterwards, 
voting to build a line from the Airport to St Andrew Square/Yori< Place? 

30. What were your views on the settlement agreement reached in September 
201 1? 
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roject management and govemam:e 

31. What did you understand to be the respective roles and responsibi lities of 
CEC, TIE, TEL, the Tram Project Board and Transpoti Scotland in re lation to 
the trams project? 

32. Do you have any views on whether members and officers of CEC shou ld have . 
been more actively involved in the project? Did you hold these views at the 
time or later? Do you consider that members and officers of CEC exercised 
effective oversight and -control over the trams project (and, if not, why not)? 

33. Did you have any concerns at any time in relation to the performance of any 
of the bodies involved in the project management or governance of the trams 
project, or the senior personnel in any of these bodies? If so, what were your 
concerns? Did you report or discuss any such concerns with anyone (and, if 
so, with whom and what was their response)? 

Reporting 

34. Which officia l or officials in CEC were responsib le for advising Councillors of 
developments relating to the trams project, including explaining the risks and 
liabi lities of the Counci l arising from the project? 

35 . Were issues relating to the project discussed separately or in the course of 
other Counci l business? Do you consider that there was sufficient time at 
Council meetings to discuss and consider the project? Did you have a free 
vote in relation to matters relating to the trams project or were you required or 
encouraged to vote along party lines? 

36. How were you , as a Councillor, kept informed of developments relati ng to the 
trams project? 

37. Did other Counci l members (including the Counci l Leader, the Finance and 
Transport Convenors and Group Leaders) receive separate briefings on the 
project? If so, did they, in turn, keep you informed? 

38. What was your understanding about the level of information that you required 
before taking a decision in respect of the trams project? 

39. In general, do you consider, that Council members were provided with 
sufficient information in relation to the trams project? Do you consider that 
members were advised in sufficient detail of developments in relation to the 
trams project? Were members provided with any guidance (eg on fin ancial 
and or technical matters) to assist them in coming to decisions? Was 
information and advice provided in a clear and intelligible form? Did you have 
the opportunity to request futiher information , or seek further guidance, advice 
or clarification and, if so, by what means? Did you ever make such a request 
and, if so , what was the response? Do you consider that the information and 
advice provided to members was accurate? Did you have any concerns in 
relation to these matters? If so, did you express these concerns to others (and 
what was their response)? 
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40. To what extent did concerns over commercial confidentiality affect the 
information provided to and from Council members? What steps were taken to 
address any such concerns? Do you co nsider that concerns in relation to 
commercial confidentiality adversely affected Councillors' understanding of 
the project (including the prob lems that arose) and their ab ility to take 
informed decisions? 

41 . What was your understanding in relation to the extent to wh ich information 
provided to Council members derived from TIE and the extent to which it was 
produced or checked by Council officers? 

42. How did you report matters re lating to the trams project to your constituents? 
Did your constituents report concerns re lating to the trams project to you? If 
so, how and what steps did you take to address your constituents' concerns? 

43 . To what extent, if at all , was your understanding of, and views on, the trams 
project informed by what was reported in the media? 

Cost overrun and consequences 

44. When, and how, did you first become aware that there was likely to be a 
significant cost overrun , including that the total cost of the project was likely to 
exceed £545m? What did you understand to be the main reason(s) fo r that 
overrun? 

45. What was your understanding following the Mar Hall mediation as to how the 
add itional contribution by the Counci l would be financed, including the 
different financing options? What was your understanding about the effect that 
was like ly to have on the Counci l's finances and expenditure, including on 
services and capita l projects etc? 

46 . Do you cons ider that Councillors were kept properly informed of the risk of a 
cost overrun throughout the project, includ ing the likely amount of the 
overrun? 

47 . What do you consider to be the main consequences of the failure to deliver 
the trams project in the time, within the budget and to the extent projected, 
both on your constituents and more generally? 

48. To what extent did the shortened line resu lt in the project fai ling to meet the 
objectives and benefits set out in the Fina l Business Case? 

49. What was the effect of the additional borrowing by CEC for the trams project 
on the Counci l's finances a·nd expend iture , including on services and capital 
projects etc.? 
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