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PARLTIAMENTARY QUESTION

If for
WRITTEN
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leave blank

If for
PRIORITY
WRITTEN

Snesrt W 1. What fees have been or will be paid to Messrs Price Waterhouse for

and give advice to the British Railways Borad on its forward planning for
date for work carried out in 1981/2 prior to the Board's providing its 1982-86
answer Plan to the Serpell Committee on 1.11.827

2. What further fees have been or are expected to be paid to Messrs Price
Waternouse by the Birtish Railways Board in respect of work carried out
since 1.1.1980?

3. How many other firms were invited to submit quotations for the work in
(1) and (2) above?

4, Which other consultants have been engaged by the Board since 1.1.1982
to advise the Board concerning matters in the Serpell Report; what

fees they are expected to receive; and how many other consultants were

invited to submit proposals for the same work?

5. How many consultants have been engaged on other work for the Board since
1.1.1982 and what total fees have been or will be paid to them for work
since then?

6. On how many appointments or substantial extensions of appointments did
consultants advise the Board during 1982; how many proposals were
invited for these appointments; and on what proportion of the consultancy

work, by value, Transmark was involved?

Stotted. oion T s e
30366 Dd 08209412 30m 10/81 StS




Gupegk'fhe Secretary of State for Transport, ia=—Eeltettom—to—the

rail £ . £+ : i) - Y s ite

)
i i Messrs Price Waterhouse
Fon o &, » i 853690 LArsn-gv
tﬂ-aduace the Board on its forward planning, {what fees

have been or will be paqufor work carried out in 1981/2
prior to the Board's providing its 1982-86 Plan to the
Serpell Committee on 1.11.82 ‘

(Gi~) g what further fees have been o ar;hsxp cted to be paid
. : Resokdy bwgw
to Messrs Price Waterhouse uné%;;ﬂuheiLeJQFPQEﬂeée 4 eﬂ%?
Os—any-extension aof it ocr—awy—addrttoNmT—appoIiNtment

I RAIPAer DF Y-y

redeated—to—forvard-pianning,
CHRAIE D O0T Somek y..1.. 1980
wvﬂ?‘:;.w

Gééé#} how many other firms were invited to submit pxopesals
" for tne work in (1) and () above
TR,

(GZ) whether Messrs Price Waterhouse heve been ergaged by
the Boayd or: any other mafter in 1982 or 1983; if so
what arnd what are the feds involved

’
s S

. COmI iy

(@) which other conswl&ing.organisatiens have been engaged
4 5 Sratk 4:.0 098 .
by the Board iw—2883 to advise the Board concerning matters

in the Serpelereport- what fees they are expected to
(’-}--:‘b’:

receive; ard how many other omgemisati+ens were invited
to submit proposals for the same work

(o miw «Th=5S ML al‘-'
(V§3 how many othee-eensuéttng—esgaaasa&aoae were engaged

OTHRA St o
on work tor the Board dmsimeg 952 and what total fees

have been or will be paid tc them for work iR—that—iear
r/ﬂsﬂ 7”.'

(V‘L)entmmrmany app01ntments or substgntial extensions of
CO nmyfos Thm 75 wibd TR :
appointments uarelei. to eonsuliing—orgarisetiors .y
the Board during 1982; how many proposals were invited
for these appointments; and on what proportion of the

consultancy work, by value, Transmark were involved.

trid




