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The Deputy Chairperson (Mr Beattie): I welcome Mark Browne, accounting officer; Neelia Lloyd, 
director of finance and corporate services; and Tara Kennedy, head of finance branch, all from the 
Executive Office (TEO). The session is being recorded by Hansard, and the transcript will be 
published on the Committee's website. 
 
Thank you very much for coming along. I may have to say this throughout the day: I am not Colin 
McGrath. He is on StarLeaf, and I am in the Chair today. I invite the officials to present their brief. 

 
Dr Mark Browne (The Executive Office): Thank you very much, Deputy Chair, and I thank the 
Committee for the opportunity to provide a briefing on TEO's approach to the October monitoring 
round. We provided a briefing paper, and I will make some opening remarks that basically summarise 
that paper.  
 
In the June monitoring round, TEO received an additional resource departmental expenditure limit 
(DEL) budget of £2·5 million in order to advance necessary preparatory work for the victims' payment 
scheme in 2021 and £0·5 million to go towards the Department's COVID-19 pressures. The October 
monitoring round has provided a further opportunity for us to review our spending plans and assess 
our budgetary requirements for 2020-21. We have a residual COVID-19 pressure of £3·4 million, and, 
since June monitoring, we have had two further opportunities to submit COVID-19 bids to the 
Department of Finance. We have not, to date, received any further funding for the Department's 
COVID-19 pressures, and we are forecasting a resource DEL non-ring-fenced overspend of £1·7 
million. Reduced requirements of some £0·7 million have been identified across the Department's non-
ring-fenced budgets, with a further £0·5 million identified by our arm's-length bodies (ALBs). On the 
other side of the coin, budgetary pressures of £0·2 million have also been identified.  
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The net effect of those easements and pressures has been to partly offset the COVID-19 pressure, 
and we therefore intend to submit a bid of £1·5 million for COVID-19-caused pressures in the October 
monitoring round. That is what we reckon our pressure actually is. 
 
On the Department's ring-fenced budgets, you will be aware that TEO received ring-fenced funding of 
£37·5 million for the historical institutional abuse (HIA) inquiry for 2020-21. Due to the time that is 
required to get redress panels fully operational, an easement of £10 million has been identified in this 
monitoring round. We intend to ask DOF if it will consider reassigning £1·5 million from that ring-
fenced easement in order to meet the Department's non-ring-fenced COVID-19 pressure. 
 
Turning to financial transactions capital (FTC), we also intend to submit a bid of £30 million in the third 
tranche of FTC funding for the Northern Ireland Investment Fund. If the timing of the project means 
that we do not require that third tranche in this financial year once we have drawn it down, the 
Department of Finance has provided TEO with a very welcome assurance that it will be able to 
facilitate taking back the budget cover to the centre. That is important, because, otherwise, we would 
have a huge underspend on our books. 
 
Our capital budget is our conventional capital, if you like, and we identified non-ring-fenced reduced 
requirements of £0·5 million in the October monitoring round. That is essentially due to the 
postponement of a contribution relating to traffic management in Ebrington of some £0·3 million and 
the sale of an asset in Maze/Long Kesh (MLK). We also intend to declare an easement of £0·6 million 
for ring-fenced capital for social investment fund projects, primarily as a result of the impact that 
COVID-19 had on progress.  
 
The NIO asked the Equality Commission for Northern Ireland (ECNI) and the Northern Ireland Human 
Rights Commission (NIHRC) to undertake the scrutiny and monitoring role that will form the dedicated 
mechanism to ensure that there is no diminution of rights, safeguards and equality of opportunity, as is 
set out in the Good Friday Agreement, for people here following the UK's exit from the EU. ECNI has 
new oversight powers, and, as such, it needs adequate funding to discharge that new function. HM 
Treasury has agreed to provide ECNI with additional funding over the three financial years of 2020-21, 
2021-22 and 2022-23. That funding will be ring-fenced, and the 2020-21 amount will be made 
available as part of the October monitoring round. 
 
We also have a number of routine technical transfers of budgets to and from other Departments that 
we will process that during this monitoring round. We will keep the budgetary position of the 
Department under close scrutiny over the coming weeks and months, as we always do. 
 
I trust that that has been helpful in giving an overview, Chair. We would be happy to take questions 
from members on the approach to October monitoring. 

 
The Deputy Chairperson (Mr Beattie): Mark, thank you. As with everything, whenever we talk about 
budgets, the discussion is full of data and amounts of money, and things can sometimes get lost in the 
margins a little bit. I will ask a couple of questions to get a bit of understanding. Following the June 
monitoring round, the residual pressure for COVID-19 stood at £2·2 million, but that has now been 
increased to £3·4 million, and you reckon that that increase is down to data analytics. Can you expand 
on that increase in data analytics? 
 
Dr Browne: Part of the process in the central hub that is set up to provide information to Ministers is 
gathering information from Departments and making sure that it is presented in an easily digestible 
form that sets out clearly the key issues to Ministers. That provision, support and analysis have been 
provided through consultancy support to that Northern Ireland hub. It has proven very useful and 
beneficial to Ministers. I am sure that some of you have seen some of the sitreps that have come to 
the Executive. They set out clearly what the key issues are. That is designed to support the 
continuation of that data analytics function, should it be required, if there is a second spike. The way 
that things are going it looks as if there is going to be a requirement for that. That is really what that is 
about; it is about gathering and presenting information in an easy and digestible form by making sure 
that the key points are apparent to Ministers so that it can inform their decision-making. 
 
The Deputy Chairperson (Mr Beattie): I understand that, because data is key to fighting this, so you 
are absolutely right. 
 
However, we are talking about an increase of £1·2 million for that service, if we look at the difference. 
Did we put that out to various firms to come back to us? Are we getting the best bang for the buck, at 
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£1·2 million, for data, bearing in mind that this is a second surge? If we have a third, fourth and fifth 
surge, are we talking about putting millions into those companies? 

 
Dr Browne: It is not so much that it is an additional cost; it is that the initial cost was for only a certain 
number of months. That has expired. This funding is being given in order to continue the contract, and 
that is the cost of the data analytics. It has been found to be very beneficial and of administrative 
value. 
 
The Deputy Chairperson (Mr Beattie): It is an eye-watering amount of money. I do not want to 
labour it, but that jumps out at me. Maybe other members will have a view on that. 
 
I will ask another question, and this is just to expand our knowledge. The £30 million of financial 
transactions capital is due to: 

 
"the anticipated pipeline of investments to be made" 

 
by the Northern Ireland Investment Fund by the end of March 2021. What are those investments? 
 
Dr Browne: I do not have the details of those investments. The Northern Ireland Investment Fund is a 
mechanism that was set up to identify opportunities for investment that can help to stimulate the 
economy. It can involve significant investments in property, be it offices or whatever. I can come back 
to you with the precise detail of how it is set up. It is a mechanism that was made available for that 
investment in order to try to stimulate the economy. We submit a bid for that because it is within our 
boundary.  
 
By definition, the FTC has to have a private sector element. That is why it lends itself to that fund. The 
Executive have difficulty finding appropriate avenues to make use of FTC, so the fund has been an 
important avenue. The important protection for us is that if the investment fund does not manage to 
make those investments, although we draw down the funds, we have the facility to give that back to 
Department of Finance and not have it sitting on our books, otherwise it would be a significant 
underspend. 
 
We do not have a significant role in this other than holding the money. 

 
The Deputy Chairperson (Mr Beattie): That is a fair one, Mark. I guess all that I am trying to do is 
just drill down, maybe even for our own knowledge. It would be useful to get even the top five 
investments so that we have a better understanding of what we are talking about and of the 
distribution of that money between those investments, if that is OK. 
 
Dr Browne: I am happy to respond. I am sure that you will write after the meeting with that request. 
 
The Deputy Chairperson (Mr Beattie): The sooner that we can get that information, the better. It 
would be useful. 
 
Mr McGrath: Thank you very much indeed, Deputy Chair, for carrying out my duties. It is appreciated 
for this week and next as I get through my 14 days of self-isolating, thanks to the COVID app. 
 
I noticed, Mark, that about £8·3 million is being returned from the EU to Peace IV projects. Have you 
any sense of what that is? It seems like a large amount to be delivered to projects on the ground that 
does not seem to be making its way to them. There are obvious reasons for that with COVID, but is 
there no way at all that that money can be connected to the groups? What happens to it when it 
comes back in? Does it go back to Europe, or is it match funding that stays in TEO? 

 
Dr Browne: The first assurance that I can give the Committee is that that money is not lost. The EU 
funding is there for the entire programme. This is a profiling issue about what can be spent in-year. 
Where that funding cannot be spent in-year, there is the opportunity, as there is with other public 
expenditure, to give it back, and it will be spent in following years. 
 
It becomes an issue only when we get towards the end of the programme and all the funding has not 
been allocated. At this point, that is not funding that has been lost; it is something that the Special EU 
Programmes Body (SEUPB) advised us of. SEUPB manages those projects on our behalf, even 
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though they are on our books. We are reliant on it for its profiling of spend and of whether there is any 
underspend. We get the return from it, and we have to manage that.  
 
The important thing is that the money is not lost. Some of the projects have been impacted by COVID-
19, as have many of the other projects, and that has affected the means and pace of delivery, but it 
does not affect the overall amount of money that is available from the EU. 

 
Mr McGrath: It is certainly good news that that money is still there and can be recycled back to those 
projects at a later point when they are ready to spend it. 
 
I note that £80 million of FTC has been set aside for the University of Ulster project. Notwithstanding 
that there are a lot of discussions about the length of time that it is taking to deliver that project, is 
another Committee or body managing the observation of that money and its spend? This is one of the 
first times that I have noticed the Ulster University project coming up as a spend line in TEO. Is it the 
case that, because it is coming out of FTC, you have to account for it, but another Department will be 
managing and shadowing it to make sure that it is delivered? 

 
Dr Browne: You are absolutely right, Colin. The arrangements stem from the fact that some 
Departments do not have lending capability — they cannot make loans — so they are not in a position 
to take on the FTC and to lend it out. In this case, it is the Department for the Economy. When we 
looked at this when the financial transactions capital first became available, we wanted to use the 
money, but we had to consider how to get it out there, accepting that some Departments do not have 
lending facilities. We also had to accept the private finance element to it that means that the money 
can go into only certain types of enterprises, like universities, which, to my knowledge, are charities. It 
was important to be able to get the funding out there. We have lending powers through the Strategic 
Investment Board (SIB); therefore, we act as a route for the money to come from the Department of 
Finance. It goes through our books through the Strategic Investment Board, and then it goes out to the 
university.  
 
You are right that there has to be a clear understanding of the arrangement for managing that money, 
because there is always a risk of repayments not being made, and there is then a risk back through 
the accounts of SIB and the Department. We, therefore, have a service-level agreement with the 
Department for the Economy, which will have done the business case, be overseeing the arrangement 
for the repayment, doing due diligence on the capacity of Ulster University to meet those repayments 
and putting in place the oversight arrangements. The permanent secretary in that Department writes 
to me, as accounting officer, every year to give me assurance that those arrangements are in place 
and are working effectively. That is the assurance that I take from the assurance that he gives me. 

 
Mr McGrath: I welcome that we got a report this time before it was submitted. I thank the Department 
for that. It would be appreciated if we could continue to get those on time. Thank you. 
 
The Deputy Chairperson (Mr Beattie): I call Trevor Clarke, and he will be followed by Trevor Lunn 
and Pat Sheehan. 
 
Mr Clarke: Thank you, Mark, for the presentation. I want to return to what the Deputy Chair said about 
analytics. I am not sure that you answered how that cost can continue. The Deputy Chair expanded 
his question by saying that we are talking about a second wave now but that there could be a third, 
fourth and fifth peak, but hopefully not. I am not clear that the answer was given. I understand the 
rationale for needing something, but I would like more detail on the cost and how the service was 
procured. The accuracy on where you look for the service has not been terribly good either. 
 
Dr Browne: The appropriate procurement arrangements were followed in this case and will have been 
on foot of a business case. In the instance where it goes to one company, a direct-award contract will 
have been made, which will have been approved by the Central Procurement Directorate (CPD) and 
me as the accounting officer. The appropriate process has been followed. 
 
This is not an area in which there is a very extensive market; it is specialised. That is why the costs 
are fairly significant. The view of those who have been working in the Northern Ireland hub, and, 
indeed, the view expressed by Ministers, is that the information is important and valuable and that it is 
an important resource to keep in place. 
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Mr Clarke: May I expand on that? If, as was said, this is the second wave, can you furnish the 
Committee with any information about how those costs were arrived at for the first, second and any 
additional waves? Can you tell us what period that covers? 
 
Dr Browne: Again, we can bring those costs to you. You can write to us to get the detail; I do not have 
the detail of all that in front of me.  
 
There will be ongoing costs. Part of what we seek to do in all this is to ensure that there is appropriate 
skills transfer where there is expertise like that. I know that, in that part of the Department that is 
looking after the emergency response, they are looking at how they can develop the expertise in the 
Northern Ireland Civil Service (NICS) to transfer from the consultants so that, going forward, we do not 
need to have this contract in place. 
 
Obviously, we have to look at costs, but the most important thing is that the Executive have to be 
armed with the information that they need to manage the pandemic. That is the single most important 
thing. We identified it as a significant risk that Ministers would not have the information that they need 
coming in a timely way and in a way that they would be able to digest quickly and understand the full 
impact of. We considered that to be a significant risk, and that was why we moved quickly through a 
direct-award contract to try to put that in place. 

 
Mr Clarke: That opens up a different question for me. Given the length of time that the Assembly has 
been back, why do we not have something like that in-house? The current situation was sprung on us, 
but there are other things that this could have been used for previously. I am curious why that 
expertise has not been developed in the Department or, indeed, by the Executive, so that we would 
not have to procure this contract. 
 
Dr Browne: Part of the process of going for a direct-award contract and deciding to bring expertise in 
from outside was to, first, look internally to see whether that support and expertise were available in 
the NICS. 
 
Mr Clarke: Perhaps I did not make my point clear. Given the length of time that the Assembly has 
been back, why was it not considered important to have something like that available in-house 
previously that could have been used for other purposes instead of having to procure it when a crisis 
like this comes along? In your answer, you said that you are looking at that for the future. 
 
Dr Browne: Yes, I understand the thrust of your question now. Prior to that, the civil contingencies 
branch in the Department performed a coordinating function in an emergency of any sort such as 
flooding, for example, or a storm surge or those sorts of things. It acted as a coordinating mechanism 
to bring together the various responders and to make sure that the appropriate action was being taken 
and that there was communication to Ministers. We have found that, as COVID came in, that function 
did not have the breadth of knowledge and expertise and, indeed, sufficient personnel to be able to 
deal with an issue of this magnitude, which was and is unprecedented. There has been learning from 
that about what is needed to deal with COVID, and the first wave identified those lessons. We are 
trying to make sure that we are maintaining the expertise for the second wave.  
 
A review of the civil contingencies function is ongoing in the Department to look at its potential for 
dealing with the pandemic going forward and at how we might reconfigure the civil contingencies 
function if other such events arise, give it the right expertise and support and resource it in an 
appropriate way to enable the Executive to respond. This has been a learning point; COVID has been 
a learning point for everyone, frankly. It was such a shock to the system that there was a need to bring 
in particular expertise, but, going forward, we want to build that into the ongoing arrangements. 

 
Mr Clarke: I do not want to dwell on the point, but is a Northern Ireland-based company providing the 
service, or are we bringing it from the mainland? 
 
Dr Browne: It is a Northern Ireland-based company, but it may operate in the UK. 
 
Mr Clarke: Which is it? 
 
Dr Browne: It is the Northern Ireland arm of a broader concern. 
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Mr Clarke: That says to me that there is expertise in Northern Ireland that probably should have been 
in central government before something like this happened as opposed to having to procure it with an 
ongoing cost. The way we are doing it currently is probably very expensive. 
 
Mr Lunn: I just want to make a small point, Mark. You mentioned the sale of a remaining asset at 
Maze/Long Kesh. What sort of asset are we talking about? 
 
Dr Browne: I think that it was a building. 
 
Ms Tara Kennedy (The Executive Office): It was the sale of a lease. 
 
Dr Browne: The sale of a lease. Thank you, Tara. 
 
Mr Lunn: Was it from one of the operations that are already —? 
 
Ms Kennedy: No, it is to do with land. 
 
Dr Browne: It has to do with the Royal Ulster Agricultural Society (RUAS) leases. A lease on a further 
section was triggered, and that triggered a payment from RUAS. It has various arrangements with the 
Maze/Long Kesh corporation to lease out various parts of the land because they have been 
developing it for the lease to trigger. 
 
Mr Lunn: That is fair enough. 
 
Dr Browne: It is not an underspend. It is a good thing, but it appears as an underspend. It is one of 
those strange things. It is a return on an asset. 
 
Mr Lunn: Is it common practice to try to sell off bits of the Maze site? Has that ever happened? 
 
Dr Browne: If there was any disposal, there are aims in place for appropriate approvals. That would 
require the agreement of the Executive Office and the Department of Finance. 
 
Mr Lunn: I notice, under "GFA Rights", funding of an additional £1·999 million. Why not £2 million? 
[Laughter.]  
 
Dr Browne: I am afraid that you would have to speak to the Treasury and to ECNI. ECNI identified its 
requirement and put it to the Treasury. Like you, when I looked at that figure, I wondered if there was a 
specific reason why it was under £2 million. I am not aware of what that reason is. 
 
Mr Lunn: The Treasury is just too mean to make it up to £2 million. 
 
Mr Sheehan: You have stolen my question, Trevor [Laughter.] I have an interest in Maze/Long Kesh. 
Mark, thanks for coming again. Did the Department make a funding bid for a COVID-19 winter publicity 
campaign? To me, a publicity campaign will be critical in providing information to the community sector 
and the general public about what to do over the winter months. There now seems to be quite a bit of 
confusion. 
 
Dr Browne: Yes, I made bid for funding, Pat. Indeed, the Department has funded a COVID-19 
publicity campaign and is looking at what the requirement might be for a second wave. That has 
probably been the largest expense that the Department has incurred as a consequence of COVID-19 
and is probably the main contributor to the current pressure that we are bidding to the Department of 
Finance to ease. You are absolutely right: publicity and getting the message across is critical, but it is 
not cheap. The bid for the overall cost was £1·9 million, and £1·4 million has been spent to date. 
There is another £500,000 to £600,000 in the budget for potential spending. 
 
Mr Sheehan: Who runs the publicity campaign? Is it in-house? 
 
Dr Browne: The Executive information service procures it from an outside provider who does all the 
visuals and determines the content of the campaign and how to pitch the message using their 
communications expertise. 
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Mr Sheehan: OK. Thank you. 
 
The Deputy Chairperson (Mr Beattie): Thank you, Pat. That was a good question. 
 
Ms Anderson: Thank you for the overview and the papers. I noticed that, under "Financial 
Transaction Capital (FTC)", it says: 
 

"We have bid for £80m of FTC funding in relation to the Ulster University (UU) to support its 
Greater Belfast Development (GBD) project as part of our response to DoF’s recent Covid-19 
bidding exercise." 

 
I am trying to work out how the bid for the financial transaction capital relates to the COVID-19 
pressures. 
 
Ms Neelia Lloyd (The Executive Office): Departments were invited to place bids for COVID-19, and 
at the same time in the same commissioning paper, they were also invited to place bids for financial 
transaction capital. It might be a bit of a misnomer in that it is not directly related to COVID-19. 
 
Ms Anderson: The way that sentence reads, I thought that they were both related, and I could not 
work it out. 
 
Dr Browne: It was just the one exercise to pick up the two bits of information. It looks as if one is 
related to the other, but they are not really. 
 
Ms Anderson: Can conditionality be attached to the issuing of financial transaction capital? Of 
course, we would have to ensure that it is because these are loans, not grants; they have to be paid 
back. However, given what we know about what has happened at Ulster University with regard to 
expenditure and the cost that has been incurred in moving from one site to another — I am particularly 
interested in the expansion of Magee campus — can conditionality be attached to funding like that 
which goes to any company that is looking to avail of it? 
 
Dr Browne: Any FTC funding has to be done on the basis of a business case, which has to set out 
precisely what it is designed to achieve. Associated with any business case is that, when the loan is 
put in place, there are contractual arrangements in it that would be overseen by some sort of steering 
committee, which would be the responsibility of the relevant Department. In the case of Ulster 
University, that would be the Department for the Economy, which, I know, has been in close contact 
and has had close oversight of Ulster University's due diligence to ensure that all the conditions are 
being met and to look at the risks associated with a grant of that magnitude. 
 
Ms Anderson: OK. I will move on to capital DEL. You mentioned the Ebrington site. You said that it 
was for traffic management. Was that an easement in the same way as the one for the Kesh was? 
Was that a return or was it an underspend for a project that was supposed to go to traffic 
management? 
 
Dr Browne: It is just a delay for greater time that is required to allow the investment to be made. Part 
of the provision there has to be for managing the traffic into and around the site. We are working with 
the Department for Infrastructure on that, as it has responsibility for roads. A lot of work has been 
done on the traffic-management element. Part of what we were looking at was making a contribution 
to some of the works that would be required to manage the flow: roundabouts, for example. What 
happened there is that it has just taken a bit longer for DFI to get the assessment in place and for 
investment to be made. It will be made at a later stage. 
 
Ms Anderson: OK. It is on stream. It is going to happen, just not in that time frame. 
 
Dr Browne: It will be there when it is ready to be invested. 
 
Ms Anderson: I want to ask about the data-analytical functions that you mentioned. I speak in the 
context of a question that I put to the First Minister on Tuesday, when I asked her about cross-border 
workers. We had heard from the Public Health Agency (PHA) that there was a North/South protocol for 
tracking, tracing and isolating. I assumed that the data that you would want to be part of the 
information that goes to Ministers would be about tracking and tracing. We are in a second wave in 
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Derry, Strabane and Donegal, at quite an alarming rate. The First Minister was surprised when she 
was told that a doctor in Lifford said that he had never heard of it and was not using it. Should a 
function of that data be to give Ministers an overview, for instance, of the tracking and tracing of cross-
border workers? 
 
Dr Browne: I would have to come back to you on that. I do not know the detail of all that the data 
analytics cover. However, it is about drawing information from a range of sources, both across 
government and into arm's-length bodies and elsewhere, to bring it together, as I mentioned earlier — 
I will not repeat it all — in a form that allows Ministers to get to the point quickly and to see key 
pressure points and emerging issues. I would have to come back to you on that, Martina. I do not 
know whether it goes into that particular detail. 
 
Ms Anderson: Obviously, at present, it would be one pressure point, given the number of people who 
cross the border every day to work or study. We are having problems in Derry and Donegal, Strabane 
and Lifford. The PHA is saying that there is a North/South protocol on tracking and tracing, but doctors 
are saying that they know nothing about it and are not using it. Therefore, if Ministers were looking to 
talk to people in those areas, that kind of information would be crucial for them to get the message out. 
 
I have one final question about arm's-length bodies. I would like to pick this up with the Committee, 
Chair. I would like to know how many arm's-length bodies there are under the Department. What body 
did the easement of, I think, £0·5 million come from? Did it come from a few bodies? Separately to 
that, I want to put in a request for a list of the arm's-length bodies that fall under the scope of the 
Department. 

 
Dr Browne: I can give you that information now. 
 
Ms Anderson: Thank you. 
 
Dr Browne: I will just read it into the record. 
 
Ms Anderson: Brilliant. Excellent. 
 
Dr Browne: There are nine: the Northern Ireland Judicial Appointments Commission; the Strategic 
Investment Board; the Maze Long Kesh Development Corporation; the Equality Commission for 
Northern Ireland; the Northern Ireland Community Relations Council; the Victims and Survivors 
Service; the Commission for Victims and Survivors; the Attorney General; and the Commissioner for 
Public Appointments. Those are the nine. The £0·5 million — my colleague could give you the detail 
— came about as part of our process when we asked the arm's-length bodies to look harder and make 
sure that they could genuinely spend all their money for the rest of the year, because we had the 
COVID-19 pressure that had not yet been met by the Department of Finance. We wanted to make 
sure that we were bearing down as hard as we could and being realistic about our existing budgets 
before we could go to the centre, knowing how tight things were for funding. Therefore, that £0·5 
million came from a range of arm's-length bodies.  
 
One thing that is important — I gave an assurance to the arm's-length bodies — is that we were aware 
that circumstances were unusual this year and were impacting on the capacity to spend, and the fact 
that they were to identify some sort of easement would not be used against them next year because 
they were not able to spend the money and therefore did not need the budget. That was an important 
assurance to give arm's-length bodies. 

 
Ms Anderson: Thank you. With regard to what Colin said about Peace IV funding and the £8·3 
million, I just want to say that I was shocked to see that easement coming through and — I know that it 
is just the opening allocation — to declare that kind of easement when we all know that a number of 
groups and organisations are trying to access the Special EU Programmes Body, particularly for that 
tranche of funding. However, as you say, it is not lost, so I am glad to hear that. 
 
The Deputy Chairperson (Mr Beattie): Thanks, Martina.  
 
I have not seen George or Emma. Can I just check that you are still here? 

 
Mr Robinson: Sorry, Chair. 
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The Deputy Chairperson (Mr Beattie): George, do you have any questions? 
 
Mr Robinson: I am OK at the minute, thank you. 
 
The Deputy Chairperson (Mr Beattie): OK, thank you. 
 
Ms Sheerin: I am OK, too. I do not know whether you can see or hear me. 
 
The Deputy Chairperson (Mr Beattie): I can see your forehead [Laughter.]  
 
Mark, thanks to you and your team for making yourselves available. That was really useful. There are 
a couple of bits of information that we would like to see if we could, certainly on the data analytics 
breakdown and possibly the top five investments, so that we can get a sense of that. Martina, you are 
happy with the answer that you got? 
 
Ms Anderson: Yes. 
 
The Deputy Chairperson (Mr Beattie): Mark, thank you very much indeed. 
 
Dr Browne: Thank you. 


