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We held our second Question and Answer

session on the evening of 7 February. This

edition of the Newsletter summarises the

answers to the key questions put to us on the

evening as well as giving an update on

progress on site and with the Visitor Centre.

This is also the first newsletter under the

convenership of John Home Robertson who

replaces Lewis Macdonald. We would not

want to miss this opportunity to record our

thanks to Lewis for his hard work and

commitment to the Building Project over the

past 10 months.

Linda Fabiani John Home Robertson        Jamie Stone

SUMMARY OF QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS

How many car parking spaces will there
be at Holyrood and how will the booking
system work? What provision is being

made to facilitate vehicle access for
disabled people?

The car park is already built as it is in the

basement of the MSP building. There will be

spaces for 65 cars, a number which was set

on the basis of returns to a survey conducted

among MSPs in 1999. The intention is that

most of these will be exclusively for

Members’ use, apart from those set aside for

disabled drivers. The operation of the car

park will be a matter for management to sort

out in due course but we are certain that

Members’ views will be sought before coming

to any decisions.

In addition to the spaces in the car park for

disabled drivers, there is also a drop off

facility opposite the main public entrance

which is designed to serve this part of the

Holyrood area, including the Palace, the new

Queen’s Gallery and the Royal Park. The

Project Team has been working closely with

the access consultants and the access

issues steering group to make sure we get

this right.

What provision will be made for childcare
in the new building?

We have been considering this issue in

recent weeks along with the SPCB who

clearly have a key interest in the long termView towards MSP building and Queensberry House - March 2001



management of childcare facilities. A space

has always been allocated in the plans for a

childcare facility; the question was how best

to use it. Having consulted colleagues, it was

clear that the key to getting this right was the

concept of accessibility; the idea that anyone

coming to the Parliament either to participate

or to spectate should be able to leave their

child safely within the building for the

required period of time. We therefore decided

that a creche was the fundamental

requirement and we have agreed with the

Corporate Body that the available space

should be used in this way

Nursery provision is clearly also important to

Members, their staff and Parliamentary staff.

However, even if the space in the building

had been given over to this purpose it would

only have accommodated 25 children which

would immediately raise difficult questions

about prioritisation. We understand that the

SPCB is actively looking at other options for

supporting those requiring nursery care,

either via a voucher system or local

partnership arrangements and we look

forward to hearing more about this in due

course.

What is being done to ensure adequate
public transport to the Parliament?

There are clearly a number of players

involved in planning the public transport

system and quite a few others who share an

interest in getting it right. To this end, the

Chief Executive is reactivating a Holyrood

area liaison group which will include officials

from the City of Edinburgh Council and

others with a shared interest in issues

affecting access to and from Holyrood. In due

course, we are sure that we will all have an

opportunity to see and comment on specific

measures.

Are materials such as timber and stone
coming from UK sources?

As far as timber is concerned, we have

already sourced a quantity of very high

quality Scottish oak for “front of house”

purposes. The remainder of our timber

supplies are subject to competitive tendering

under EC rules but obviously we hope that as

much as possible will still be sourced in this

country. The tender documentation in all

cases stipulates that timber must

demonstrably come from sustainable forests,

something which is policed on our behalf by

Bovis Lend Lease, our Construction

Managers.

As reported in the last newsletter, we

purchased a quantity of Kemnay granite

before Christmas as part of the first external

cladding package. Kemnay was our clear

preference on aesthetic grounds and the
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same considerations will of course inform our

approach to the second contract. This has

not yet been tendered, but we understand

that Kemnay quarry are making great efforts

to deliver the desired quality to the agreed

programme so we are hopeful that it will

prove possible to achieve consistency in the

stone used across the site.

Would you report to the Parliament if you
were having to compromise quality in
order to remain on budget? Will you end
up having to cut back on internal finishes
as you get nearer to the end of the
Project?

While our actual remit from Parliament

specifies time and budget targets, the

Progress Group regards quality as being an

equally important consideration. If the

balancing act between quality and cost were

to lead us to a point where either were

compromised we would certainly report that

to the SPCB. At present we can assure you

that there has been absolutely no

compromise in the quality of the design

whatsoever. That does not mean that we do

not look for savings across the site whenever

we can, but to date these have not been of

an order which could be thought by anyone

to jeopardise the quality of the building.

How do you know whether cost over-runs
are down to inflation or to other factors?

As was reported in the last newsletter, we

are finding that there is a noticeable premium

being paid for inflation on each package

tendered, for which there was never any

allowance made within the £195m budget.

This is estimated using the best available

indices, (the British Construction Industry

Standard) which are deemed to be an

accurate gauge of the prevailing rate of

building cost inflation. However, the full

impact of inflation will not be able to be finally

known until the project is finished: that is why,

in Government building projects, no estimate

is made for inflation within the construction

budget but it is quantified separately at the

end of the contract. However, we should have

a much better picture by September at the

latest by which time the vast bulk of major

works will be safely tendered.

The Progress Group are clear that the

contingency sum is not designed to be used

to pay for the effects of industry inflation;

were there to be a surplus in the contingency

we could of course use it in this way but at

this stage in the process we cannot make the

assumption that this will happen.

CONSTRUCTION ON SITE

Construction has continued apace in March,

despite the most adverse weather conditions

since work began.

On the MSP building, a further two of the

major works package contractors have been

appointed: Flour City and Coverite for the

Cladding and Roofing packages respectively.

Both contractors are currently setting up in

preparation for starting work on site.

In Queensberry House, Ballast Construction

are progressing well with the downtaking and

reconstruction package. This work includes

stabilising the building, which is in a poor

Pupils from Douglas Academy, Glasgow, visit the New Parliament
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structural condition, and removing non-

historic elements of the building, which will

not be retained in its refurbished form. A

series of final archaeological excavations will

soon be starting at Garden Level (where

work requires the floor level in that area to be

altered).

Finally, and most significantly to regular

passers-by, work continues on the Assembly

Buildings. Substantial amounts of concrete

have been poured to produce the sub-

structure for this building and work is

commencing on the main building cores,

which in a very short period of time will be

visible over the site hoardings at the east

area of the site.

TENDERING PROCESS: CONTRACT VALUES

While much of the works remained to be

tendered, we were always careful not to

prejudice our negotiating position by

releasing details of the price paid for

individual contracts. However, we recognised

that this was a matter of legitimate interest to

members and to the public and undertook to

make these available, with the agreement of

the relevant contractors, at the appropriate

time. We will be in a position to publish the

vast majority of these shortly after the Easter

recess and they will be included in the next

newsletter.

NEW PARLIAMENT BUILDING
VISITOR CENTRE

We have now welcomed nearly 10,000

visitors to the Centre and on Saturday 10th

March we recorded our busiest day so far

with 224 people coming through the doors.

Feedback continues to be very positive and

on Sunday 1 April we moved to 7 day

opening in time for the start of the busier

season around Easter. Members of the

Project Team have also been developing an

education programme associated with the

building and this is already proving popular

with school groups visiting the Parliament.

Any member who is interested in taking

advantage of this facility should contact the

Project Team on the number given below.

CONTACTS

For further information about any of the

contents of this newsletter, contact Eric

Kinsey in the Holyrood Project Team on

86518. For inquiries relating to the Progress

Group the Secretary, Sarah Davidson, is on

86509.

School group viewing model in the Visitor Centre.

School group completing activity sheet in the Visitor Centre.


