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REPORT OF THE PROCEEDINGS OF THE HOUSE OF
ASSEMBLY.

THE SEVENTH MEETING OF THE F!RST SESSION OF THE FIRST
HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY HELD IN THE ASSEMBLY CHAMBER ON
THURSDAY, THE 9th DAY OF APRIL, 1970, AT 6.00 P.M,

Present:

Mr. Speaker L (In the Chair).

GOVERNMENT:

The Hon. Masor R. J. PELiza, Chief Minister,

The Hon. M. XiBerras, Minister for Labour and Social Security.

The Hon. Magor A. J. Gacue, Minister for Information, Port,
Trade and Industries,

The Hon. J. Carvana, Minister for Medical and Health Services.

The Hon. W. M. I[soLa, Minister for Tourism and Municipal
Services,

The Hon. Miss C. Angs, Minister for Public Works and Housing.

The Hon. L. DEviNceNzI, Minister for Education and Recreation.

The Hon C. B. O'BEIRNE, CBE, QC., Attorney-General,
The Hon. E. H. Davrs, C.M.G., O.R.E.. Financial and Development

Secretary.

The Hon. P.J. IsoLa, OBE.

OPPOSITION :

The Hon. Sir JosHua Hassan, CBE, MV.O., Q.C., J.P., Leader
of the Opposition.

The Hon. A, W. SERFATY, OBE., JP

The Hon. A, P. MONTEGRIFFO, O.B.E.
The Hon. E.J. ALvarez, OB.E._ JP
The Hon. M. K. FEATHERSTONE,

The Hon. 1. ABrEcasis.

The Hon Lr-Cor. J. 1. Hoare

I attendance
Jo T SUMMERFIELD, Esq.. Clerk to the House of Assembly,
Prager:
Mr. Speaker vecited the prayer.
Minutes:
The Minutes of the Meeting of the House of Assembly held

on the 26th February, 1970, having been previously circulated.
were taken as read and confirmed.
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Documents laid:

The Honourable the Minister for Information, Port, Trade
and Industries laid on the table the following document:

The Wireless Telegraphy (Amendment) Regulations, 1970.
Ordered to lie.

The Honourable the Minister for Medical and Health Ser-
vices laid on the table the following document:

The Artificial Sweeteners in food Regulations, 1970.
Ordered to lie.

The Honourable the Financial and Development Secretary
laid on the table the following documents:

(1) The Exchange Control (Import and Export) (Amend-
mend) Order, 1970.
(2) Supplementary Estimates No. 3 of 1970.

Ordered to lie,
Answers to Questions.

Question No. 57 of 1970

Oral
Hon. M. K. FEATHERSTONE!

Sir, when does the Chief Minister next intend to visit the
United Kingdom on Government business?

Answer:

Tur CaHIEF MINISTER
(HoN. MAJOR R. J. PELIZA):
Sir, I can give no date at present.

Supplementary:
Hon. M. K. FEATHERSTONE:

Sir, I notice that this has been answered by the Chief Minis-
ter himself. Will the Chief Minister therefore answer the ques-
tion when he does next intend to go will the local press and pub-
lic be informed of this visit in good time, in Gibraltar? And will
he also state, Sir, why, with the recent visit to the UK. of the
Honourable Financial Secretary, one only found out about this
visit from the U.K.? The Public Relations Officer and the Min-
ister for Information here gave no details whatsoever to the
press, This is not the first instance . .. (Cries of order).
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MR. SPEAKER:

Order. I would like to remind, at the very outset of this
sitting, as I have done on other oveasions, that it Is my preroga-
tive to call order. I am afraid I must rule this xa;}glememdm
out of order as bringing extraneous matters into it.

Hon, M. K. FEATHERSTONE:

Sir, then may | zqs wase 1t Will the information be given
to the local press and the pzw i here in Gibraltar prior to this
visit, which is not the case as has happened recently with the
visit of the Honourable Fil%iﬂ;(ia Secretary to the UK. where
the local press and public only found out from UK. sources?

Hon. CHIEF MINISTER:

Sir, I think that the Honourable Gentleman on the other
side should know better.  Even now, in my view. this is out of
order under Section 16 (3)(ii): but notwithstandine that . .

Hon. M, K. FEATHERSTONE -

Surely, it is for the Speaker to say whether it is in order or
not.  Not for the Honourable Chief Minister.

Hon. CHIEr MINISTER:

['am prepared to answer the question, but I was just trying
to say that he has definitely introduced another subject at the
moment which is, [ think, regarding something to do with the
press, and [ think the Honourable Member should even declare
an interest, being the Editor-in-Chief of one of the Newspapers,
But notwt}mdnam; that, T think that this is the prerogative—
my }}I“Ql‘f}gdtl‘»f‘mf() decide where, when and how I disclose infor-
mation from the Government,

Hon. M. K. FEATHERSTONE

Sir, is the Chief Minister, therefore satisfied with the Min-
ister of Information’s services towards the public of Gibraltar in
giving information of creat public interest?

MR. SPEAKER:

Again I have to rule order. This is a supplementary which
has to be directed exclusively fo =}‘< matter at issue. Which is
when does the Chief Minister next intend to visit the United
Kingdom on Government husiness

Hon. M. K. FEATHERSTONE

Sir, with respect, recently a question was asked in the Hou-
ses of Parliament and the ~w}psa*mmgan I think, varied consi-
derably from the original question, but was bound up with it [
think it was when Mr. Wilson would next see Major Peliza, the
Chief Minister of Gibraltar; and I think the supplementary refer-
red to a referendum on the Common Markef, vet it was accepted,
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ViR SPEAKER:

[t is the %}}i‘dt&@i s pr erogative in the House of Commons to
rule as he thinks fit. It is my prerogative to ruic in Gibraltar as
[ consider the rules require me to do. 1 feel that it is

of ordet
as being extraneous,

Hon. 3 K. FEATHERSTONE!

Sir. may | therefore ask when the Chief Minister does next
m to London does he consider éuz% it is of public importance

hat the public should know or not?

Hon CrHier MiNisTee

That, of course, I can answer. Yes, ol vourse s of public
importance, and [ shall always do so when | think 1t 18 proper to
do so.
Hox. M. K. FEATHERSTONE!

So I may take it, Sir, from the Chief Minister, that he will

insiruct his Minister of Inimmaimn to release the news to the
press in Gibraltar prior to the visit

Hon, CHIEF MINISTER:

Mr. Speaker he may take it the way he likes: but that is not
what I said.

Hon., M. K. FEATHERSTONE:!

I ask him point blank, Siro will he so instruct his Minister
tor Information”
Hon. CHIEF MINISTER:

[s this another question, Mr. Speaker?

MR. SPEAKER:

No. It is within the province for him to ask this supple-
mentary. Of course, it is for the Chief Minister to answer it as
he considers necessary and in the circumstances to say what he
feels In other words, there is no need for an answer if the
Lhwt Minister feels that he has no reason to answey it

Hox, CHIEF MINISTER!

Absolutely no, Sir, I don't think there is any

) : need for me o
give an answer at this stage.

Hoxn. M. K. FEATHERSTONE:
Very good, Sir.
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Question No. 38 of 1970

« ral
Hon. A, W, SERFATY

Sir, will Government request the British Government to send
out to Gibraltar under Technical Assistance a replacement for
the Director of Tourism with adequate experience for at least 2
years whilst a locally selected future holder of the post is trained
in London, Gibraltar and possibly elsewhere?

Answer:

Tre MINISTER FOR TOURISM AND MUNICIPAL SERVICES
(Tue Hon. W. M. [sora):

Mr. Speaker, Siv) it is the policy of the Government to pro-
vide opportunities for promotion to locally-recruited officers in
the Gibraltar Civil Service whenever possible. Applications have
heen invited accordingly in this particular case. [t will be for
the Public Service Commission to consider the applications and
to advise the Governor whether suitable applicants are available,
and if so, which of these should he selected for appointment,

Supplementary:

HoN. A W, SkrpaTy:

Sir, does the Minister consider that there is anybody in the
Civil Service in Gibraltar with sufficient experience and know
how of this very important and specialised matter to appoint
him to the post of Director of Tourism, in this very important
post, and which means so much  to the future economy  of
Gibraltar?

Hox. W. M. [sonA:

Mr. Speaker, Sir. it is not for me to comment on whether or
not suitable persons with adequate experience are available lo-
cally.  This is a matter for the Public Service Commission and
the Governor to consider. It is implicit in the answer which 1
have given that the possibility of recruiting a replacement from
outside Gibraltar has not been ruled out. My Honourable Friend
Is the first to recognise that our purpose in having a first Direc-
tor of Tourism from Britain was in order to establish in a pro-
fessional manner the operation of our Tourist Department.
During the term of office of the present holder it has been pos-
sible to build up a satisfactory infrastructure with a properly
functioning head office and information offices. and to appoint
advertising agents and public relations consultants,  would be

able to develop an integrated programme of promotional acti-
vity. This both in United Kingdom and in Morocco. Now that
the operation is running smoothly, we do not anticipate that
there would be any difficulty in a competent locally-recruited
officer carrying out the duties of the Head of the Department.




382 Thursday, 9th April, 18970,

Hon, AW, SERFATY

Sir, I am satisfied that we have now, thanks to the previous
Government, a E'}I‘f"!f’}{?* infrastructure for the promotion of Tou-
risin. But I would like to put another question.  And that is
this: Does %,h@ Ht?iz{}gdd!}ﬁ{? Minister agiee that there has been
no time, and there will be no time by the time the present Direc-
tor leaves Gibraltar, to train a ae%:‘w‘sag% candidate for that im-
*}{)lidﬁﬁ post of Director of Tourism? Does he not agree that

would take more than 3 or 4 months to train a Director of Tou-
ri:sm with the necessary experience and know how, whatever size
and however good our present infrastructure is?

Hon, W M, Is0La;

As I said before, Mr. Speaker, Sir. it 1s not for me to com-
ment on whether or not suitable persons with adequate expe-
rience are available locally. It is for the Public Service Com-
mission and the Governor to consiaer.

Hon., A, W. SERFATY:

Can I have an assurance, with all due respect to the Public
Service Commission, [ agree that we ;is liticians must not meddle
in these things, but can I have an assurance from the Minister
for Tourism that the selected candidate will fill the needs of the

Department of Tourism here in Gibraltar?

Hon., W, M. [soLaA:

Mr. Speaker, Sir. as the Honourable Mr. Serfaty 15 aware,
under the new Constitution, if one will be made by the Public
Service Commission and the Governor will consider the appoint-
ment, subsequent to that, under the” mw tution, as Mr. Serfaty
is aware. the Governor will consult the Chief Minister. who in
turn, [ presume, will be consulting me. éf?? course, [ hope that
the person will be a suitable candidate and [ assure you that if a
person is selected by the Public Service Commission it will be all
right.

Hon, AL W, SERPATY !

[sn't it something much more unportant than hoping? Isn't
the Minister for Tourism responsible. quite z‘*'gfzsi’? f1 rom the Public
Service Commission and, with all dite respect . His Excellency the
Governor, isn't he responsible for the proper ézzmzmg <;§ the Dep-
artment of Touvism; and mustn’t he ;E"%:%?ﬁéﬁ quite sure that a pro-
per candidate is se Jected with sufficient expertence?  And will he
vive me that assurance, and he will nz;w it upon himself to make
quite sure that a proper candidate is selected?

Hox. W. M. IsoLa:

Mr. Speaker. with great respect, is Y Honourable Friend
\uug’exi‘nw that T should take the duties of - 3 ublic Service Com-

mission?
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Hon, A, W, SERFATY:

No, Sir, T am not suggesting such a thing. But I think the
responsibilities of a Minister go beyond hoping. 1 think the
responsibilities of a Minister for Tourism today in Gibraltar goes
far beyond that and the Honourable Minister should make quite
sure that the proper candidate is selected. If not from Gibral-
tar — I believe in Gibraltarisation — but if not from Gibraltar,
from elsewhere.

Hon. J. CARUANA:
Mr. Speaker it is ironical that this side of the House should be

advocating promoting a local man, and the other side should be
promoting the appointment of someone . . .

HON. A. W. SERFATY:

But not at the expense of efficiency. I don't mind saying so
quite openly.
HonN. Sir JosHUA HASSAN:

May I ask the Government whether the statement of policy
of the Minister about the appointment of a Director of Tourism
applies equally to the proposed appointment for a Director of
Public Works, and -will he be recruited from the local Heads of
Department or other people? (Cries of order).

MR. SPEAKER:

Order. Next question, please,

Question No. 59 of 1970

Oral
Hon. A. W. SERFATY:

Sir, what is the composition of the present staff of the Gib-
raltar Tourist Office in London?

Answer:

THE MINISTER FOR TOURISM AND MUNICIPAL SERVICES
{Hon. W. M. IsoLA):

Mr. Speaker, Sir, the present staff of the Gibraltar Tourist
Ottice in London consists of two information clerks, both from
(ribraltar. In addition, and pending the appointment of a Lon-
don Manager of the office, our Public Relations Consultants have
enlisted a Mrs. S. Hazan, a person experienced in tourism promo-
fion who has been engaged as field sales representative.
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Supplemerntury:

Hon, A W, SERPATY

[sn't it a fact that Mrs, Hazan, (HAZAN T believe, ke my
mother) has been mainly engagea in doing the promotion works
in the provinces. and that her job is not going to be a real mar-
keting job?

Hon, W, M. i80LA:

Mr. Speaker, Sir, as I have just stated. Mrs. Hazan is expe-
3

rienced as a field sales represer ntative :zz fact only last night
she was in Liverpool addressing some 70 01 S0 travel agents.

HoN, AL W, SERPATY

Sir. this is a marketing job. a promotional job in the pro-
vinces thai we ’a;wzé done before. | zimm agree, and I welcome
the idea of Mrs. Hazan doing this job.  But isn't the Minister
aware that there is ureat need for a marketing person, a person
with experience of marketing, to be established in our office in
London? That is what we opened it for.  And visiting ship-
ping companies and tour organizers and travel agents. Mrs.
Hazan is not going to do that, I can assure vou.  Can [ have
that assurance — "I mean can the Honourable Minister tell me
whether Mrs. Hazan is going to de that marketing job. that most
important marketing job, in London?

Hon., W. M. [801LA:
As [ stated before, Mr. Speaker, Sir. - At present she s en-
b

gaged as field sales representative, until such time as a Manager
is appointed in London.

Hon, A, W, SERFATY

Can I have the answer again, Mr. Minister?

Hon, W, M. [sora:

Did I speak loud cnough for you?  No. Well, as I said be-
fore Mr. pedi\a Sir, Mrs. Hazan at present is carrvying out the
duties as a field sales representative. until such time as a Mana-
ver is appointed in London, which we hope will be in the near
future, she is entirely doing the work of field sales representa-
five.

et 1t now, which s new to me, that
London Tourist Office 1s going

"4 Mana-
01 slditd

Tov. WML [sora-

Fhe job of Manaver i London s come fo be Glled
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Hon, A W, SERPATY

K you very much. 1 hope this time you will select the

Guestion No. 60 of 1970
Ol

Hon, AW, SERFATY

sir, will Government take steps to put a stop to the practice
of some drivers in the Public Bus Service who leave their huses
parked loaded with passengers whilst they have lunch or a cup
of tea or coffee?

Answer:

THe MINISTER FOR TOURISM AND MUNICIPAL SERVICES
{(Hom. W M. IsoLa):

Mr. Speaker, Sir, there have been no complaints to either
the Transport Commission or the Police about this alleged prac-
tice,

[t can only be assumed that the Hon. Member is referring to
persons who board the buses at the Terminal where there is a
set time of departure.

There is no objection to drivers having a break at this point,
as long as buses leave at the scheduled time.

If the Honourable member will substantiate to me the alle-
sations he makes "n %z";&; question T shall be only happy in any
particular instance to take this matter up.

Supplementary:
Hon, AL W, Serrary:

Will the Honourable Minister take note of the fact that
there were a few young ladies just outside my house in Naval
Hospital Road who were in a bus waiting for the driver to have
a cup of tea somewhere in South Barrac ks a few days ago? And
they were lucky that I brought them to town. f,{uz%,zgh’{er,»

Hon. W. M. [sona:

Mr. Speaker, Sir, if the Honourable Mer
he date and the time when this occurred, % wi
he matter up and I am very grateful for my Ho
ringing this to my notice.

er would give me
ill certainly take
ont

f
¢ wrable Friend
%

Hon, A W

A few davs ago, My, Minister, T could not be more oxact
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Question No. 61 of 1970
Oral

Hon Lt -Con, J. L Hoare:

When is it intended to bring up to date the Gibraltar Regi-

ment Regulations”
Answer:

THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL

(Hon. C. B, O'BEIRNE):

Sir, these Regulations, which affect pay and conditions of
service, date from the year 1958 and they were amended from
time to time in subsequent vears They were consolidated and
reprinted in the 1964 Ik dition of the Laws of Gibraltar.

Further amendments became necessary and the Regulations
were again consolidated and reprinted in June, 1969, They
comprise in their present state some 65 regulations and run to
42 pages of print.

On 6th February of this year an Interim Pay Award was no-
tifted to Government. This. Sir. involved further detailed
amendments to the Regulations,

On the 17th March, while these emu‘ndmo:ﬁs to which [ have
referred were in proof, a general Review of Pay and Conditions
of Service was notified. lhis again involved further and exten-
sive amendments to the Regulations.

The work of incorporating all of these changes in the Regu-
lations is at present being undertaken in the C hambers of (he
Attorney-General as a matter of urgency. [ should say, Sir. that
in the meantime the Interim Award is already being paid.

Supplementary:
Hon. Lir-Cor. J. L. HOARE:

[ thank the Honourable Attorney-General ftor that lengthy
and imte satisfactory reply.  But is he aware that in addition
to changes in rates of pay there have been changes in the con-
mmm of promotion of officers. Wil these be included as well

4

as the pav amendments in the next amendments?

HoN. ATTORNEY-GENERAL:

The answer to that, Strciss Yes, Sirc they will, together with
certain amendments which ave also being made not referrved to
the Honourable Member in the pensions Regulations
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Hon. Lr-Cor. J. L. Hoarg:

Regarding this pay; was the Government's concurrence,
prior concurrence, obtained for these new rates of pay?

Hon, ATTORNEY-GENERALS

That, Sir, if T may say, with respect, does not appear to
arise out of the original question.

Hon. Lr-Cown. J L. Hoarg:

With respect, Mr. Speaker, these are rates of pay which are
voing to be published in these amendments.  We must there-
fore .

MR, SPEAKER:

Is it out of order. The question related to whether the Re-
gulations had been brought up to date and the question has been
answered fully. T do not feel that it would be right to go into
the merits of the amendments themselves on a question as to
whether the Regulations are going to be amended; whether it is
intended to amend the Regulations. We cannot discuss the par-
ticular amendments on a question like this.

Hon. Sir JosHua Hassan:

Mr. Speaker, the Regulations will in due course be laid on
ihe table and no doubt we may be able to have a debate on them
if we want, in regard to the question of consultation,

Hon, CHIEF MINISTER:

Mr. Speaker, could I say that he could have a debate on any
matter if he wants to.

Hown, Sk Jospua Hassan:

[ know that. Mr. Speaker, I know that, but I do not want to
vive too many opportunities  to the Chief Minister to eat his
words,

STATEMENT BY THE MINISTER FOR MEDICAL AND
HEALTH SERVICES.

Hon, J. CARUANA:

Mr. Speaker, in the estimates approved by the House at the
December session, reference was made to the specialist treat-
ment available to the people of Gibraltar, in the United King-
dom, when persons requiring such treatment are sent to the
United Kingdom as referred and sponsored patients.

[ am now in a position, Sir, to inform the House that during
the September 1969 Conterence with Lord Shepherd and the UK
detecation. I requested fhat consideration should be given by

4 ! A
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ernment to relieving the f&‘ié;s;ai?;;r fés%z‘i‘s*f'azt’;}i
s expenditure of the Medical and Su gical char-
1ese patients which are now paid by the Gibral-
: %gma;za; y the Ministry of Health m,gai 1;%{%, naturally
‘e a4 burden on our finances.  This was of course in addition to
policy of this Government which included ‘z‘%m*iz‘;’aiig the
ruestion of o Health Centre, Isolation and L %ims atorv Uinit

14

P am glad to announce, Siv, that Her Majesty's Government
having considered our representations, have now agreed, within
the framework of the fkl%f!!‘i;{ arrangements, to waive the char-
ves for treatment. The Gibraltar L,:a}affznmxzzt will continue fo
pay for the cost of sending patients to Britain.

U

i{:‘ ind*

the House will join me in thar
! z:é*m rous

jesty’s Government and  Lord Shepherd  for
gesture.

Supplementary stunates No,o 3 of 1970

HonN, FINANCIAL AND DEVELOPMENT SECRETARY .

Sir, I have the honour to move that this House resolves it-
selt into Committee fo consider Supplementary Estimates No. 3
of 1970, in detail.

This was agreed to and the House resolved ifsell mto Com-
mittec,

House v Commnitiee:
Head X1 Public Works Non-Recurrent,  Subhead (1 Gove

¥
it
cronment. Hem 30 {New) Beautification and tidying-up

Hon, Sie Josiua Hassan:

What is the Government precisely
are spending £250 on?

coing to screen that we

Y

Hon, FINANCIAL AND DEVELOPMENT SECRETARY

o Siv. that the Hmm able and Learned Minister
vwoutld be only too he g;g;} to answer that guestion.

T VhinvigTer ror TOURISA AND MUNICIPAL SERVICES

tHoN, W M. Isonar
Viointy Devil's Tower Road, My Speaker

Supplementary stimates Noo 3 of 1970 were qureed to
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Resumption:

HoN FivaNcial anD DEVELOPMENT SECRETARY .

Sir, I have the honour to report that Supplementary lstima-

tes Noo 3 of 1970, have been mzm(i wi in { {%m?ﬁ}??”{ and agreed
!

Betore putting the question Mr. Speaker invited discussion
on Suppiementary Estimates No. 3 of 1970, There being no
response Mr. Speaker then put the question which was resolved
in the afivmative

Supplementary Estimates No, 3 ol 1970 were passed un-
antmously.

The Control of Employment (Amendmenty Ordinance, 1970
First Reading:

The Honourable the Minister for Labour and Social Secu-
rity moved that a Bill for "An Or imdnu} to amend the Control

of Emplovment Ordinance (Cap. 33)” be read a first time.

Mr. "’pfg‘i%«;at‘ then put the question which was resolved in
the athrmative.

The Bill was read a first thme.
Seeond Reading:

T MINISTER FOR LABOUR AND SOCIAL SECURITY
(Hoxn. M. XIBERRAS):

Sir. I have the honour to move that this Bill be read a
second time.

Sir, in a statement which [ made in this House on the 26th
of February, 1970, [ gave notice that this draft Legistation was
in the process of biﬁii”%;; prepared for submission to the House.
The purpose of the Bill is to impose stricter control over the em-
ployment of persons from outsice Gibraltar. This has become
necessary for various reasons, principally the shortage of accom-
modation, public health consideration, and the importance of de-
veloping local skills.  In regard to the latter . ;i(mii rable Mem-
hers are aware of the progress which has already been zzmd* in
the construction nma;t;} in providing proper trai ning for local
vouths and men.  The Gibraltar Construction Training Centre
is now pr asnwi s complete, and [ am informed that courses,
other gzun g;wamtmn courses for supervis will begin very
shortly, i} exhibition also, on the construction industry, has
hmn by Gibraltar standards — momentous, and we ook forward
to a cood response,




390 Thursday, 9th April, 1976,

In time it 15 hoped to make other arrangements for training
in vther industries under the general zzmine%{a of the Industrial
Training Ordinance.  But all these efforts will be seriously un-
dermined unless we have a proper grip on the importation of
tabour from abroad,

This Bill therefore is the framework within which other
measures to turn Gibraltar’s economy from one of numbers to
one of efficiency.  Within this framework these other measures
will operate. They would be short lived, and next to futile, if we
did not keep this firm grip on the importation of labour from
abroad.  Even the wages policy of the Government might suffer
without this piece of cwzxiatmn The community Imght find
themselves falling between two stools.  Paying more for increa-
sed productivity on the one hand, and at the same importing la-
bour wholesale, without thinking of the implications of the type
of labour wqunoi the skills or the numbers, within each of the
skills. T think it would be fatal to pursue both aims at the same
time. The Bill provides for the establishment of a Man-Power
Planning Committee, representative of employers and employ-
ces, and Government, charged with the duty of keeping employ-
ment requirements under review and making recommendations
to the Governor-in-Council with a view to determining a quota
for the members to be employed, or employment permits to be
given to a certain number, which the Director of Labour and So-
cial Security would issue in respect of particular industries or
oceupations.  In this way. the community’s co-operation in the
important recommendations to be made in connection with this
Ordinance is ensured by its participation in the position making
process,  May I say in parenthesis, that this is further evidenco
of the Government’s purpose to draw into the purpose of govern-
ing, in the general sense, the Trade Unions, the private ompluv
ers, a subject about which I spoke in the Hall opposite on the
pccasion nf the T.U.C. Delegation’s visit. These more stringent
conditions for the importation of workmen from abroad will
eventually benefit all, even though they might seem a burden
now.

However, we have been put at the cross-roads by the with-
drawal of Spanish labour, and it is the Government’s duty, in the
interests of the community as a whole, to say which way we
should now head. Iudgec} in the context of other Government
measures infroduced already, and those that have been announ-
ced for the future, I am sure that this particular Bill will seem
reasonable and indeed essential,

In future, therefore, before granting an employment per-
mit the Director will have to be satisfied, not only that the exis-
ting provisions in the Law are satisfied, but also that the employ-
ment falls within the approved qu: . that a written contract of
employment in terms approved by the Director has been entered
into; that satisfactory accommodation has been provided: that
the emplover has deposited an amount sufficient to ensure the
worker's repatriation; and that the validity of the workman’s



Thursday, 9th April, 1974, 391

passport covers the length of the contract. In addition, a per-
mit may be made subject to the conditions that the employer
shall train a Gibraltarian for the particular employment within
a reasonable time, and also that the workman shall not change
his accommodation without the Director’s approvai. The Direc-
tor is also given absolute discretion to refuse to grant a permit
for the employment of a workman who has entered Gibraltar
before the requirements are down in the written contract about
accommodation, the cost of repatriation, and so on.

One important principle of the Bill to which I particularly
draw the attention of the House, and which should help in main-
taining the desired control over the size of the imported labour
force in years to come, as circumstances may require, is that em-
ployment permits shall be valid for not more than 12 months,
and subject to the provisions of the Ordinance being satisfied;
and they would not be renewed for a further period unless these
conditions are satisfied. Employment permits issued before the
coming into force of the amending Bill, and which under the law
as it now stands are for an unlimited period, will be cancelled
not later than the 31st March, 1972,  Any permits issued in
lieu will be subject to the amendments made by this Bill.

May I however, at this stage say that we have under consi-
deration a Government sponsored amendment to section 7 of this
Bill, which T will circulate to members as soon as possible, to the
effect that existing permits shall cease to be valid on a date to be
determined by the Director of Labour and Social Security not
later than the 31st of March, 1972, This slight variation will
make flexibility and ease of implementation. Whilst I am about
this, may I mention a second Government sponsored amend-
ment, which I shall also circulate at the earliest opportunity, to
the effect that where the Director of Labour and Social Security
has reason to doubt the authenticity of any special skill claimed
by the workman, he may have the person undergo such trade
test as he thinks reasonable. And if the workman fails the test
the work permit may be withdrawn by the Director.

My colleagues in Government and I, Sir, see this as the only
way in which we can put to great advantage the present situa-
tion resulting from the withdrawal of Spanish workers last June,

In the report of Lord Beeching's Manpower Mission, writ-
ten before the Spanish workers were withdrawn, it was stated,
in strong terms, and [ quote: “it would be inexcusable not to
seek fo upgrade the effectiveness of the working population in
order to exploit the sources selectively to the greatest advan-
tage.” As it happened, events caught up with us and this state-
ment acquired even greater force. [ am convinced that it would
be futile to try and achieve what it recommends unless we are in
a position to exercise proper control over the importation of la-
bour from abroad, such as it will he made possibly by this Bill.

Sir, T ecommend the Bill to the House
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Mr. Speaker then invited discussion on the general princl-
ples and nrerits a%i the Bill.

Hon, AP MONTEGRIFFO:

fact 1118 stated so in the

Mrv. Speaker, , :

objects and reasons. s an extension to the Control of Employ-

ment Ordinance which was cnacted, | e, 1 i%}éfw
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1

power Planning Committee, which was suggested
ching.  We would very much have liked to ha
power Planning Committee brought o ch quicker
than wait for legislation, because today. ! would have
done a lot of spade work which could have done away with un-
pleasant misunderstandings and suspreion. that arose at least
from this side of the iis;isw whe at the labour force
from abroad was for all practical purposes frozen at the time,
and we did not know which way we were going to go.

s ¥an-

bW 5awW

There are, Sir, one or two points on which we would like to
make certain suggestions in the hope that the Government will
take them in the spirit in which they are being made, and that if
possible we can come either to some agreed amendnient or if not
we shall be prepared ourselves to put the amendments when we
come to the third reading.

The first point on which I would like clarification, Sir, is
Clause 3, sub paragraph fa). It does say that §i there is no rest-
dent of Gibraltar registered under Section 4w ho s in the opl-
nion of the Director capable of undertaking ete then the Direc.
tor can give a permit for the importation of an alien worker. But,
Sir, I want to be satistied too that all the ;mw%%}u» facilities are
also given to the non- registered ones. [ say this because if one
goes bad« to the pmn‘ipd% Ordinance. 1t \ will be noticed that reg-
istration is done by request, and if my m m %fsw not fail me, Sir.
[ seem to recollect that this was done very carel “lg‘ zzz those e’ia};h
because we did not want to give tie impressio at we were co-
ercing by persuasion or otherwise, for people is; regls ‘
fore we do not want people to have fo register in

i
]
i

available for the job for which an alien worker s bei

or hoped to be émpe*f?u?

[agree that in sub-par
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tion than an amendment
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[ «wmf% suggest, Sir, that what is needed is to do away with

he quest tion on ilze part of the employer, then go back to Section

i? of the Principal Ordinance, increase the penalty for the offen-

ces committed against the principles of the Bill, which [ think is

on g}' £10, and I think ?hat it should be raised, and that the Ap-

{}i als Tribunal should be given powers to provide for compensa-
ion for the worker in such circumstances,

We must realise, Sir, that in the present situation Gibraltar is
soing through, none of us like controls, but this is very necessary
and ?hai s w hy we must be doubly convinced and sure that we
are doing justice to all.

Lastly, Sir, I wonder whether the Government would
consider \Lﬁ}m;mng the Bill, if there is time, to the
Unions, and to the Labour Advisory Board. [ do not know whe-
ther this is possible or not, but [ wonder whether they will con-
sider this, and whether the Attorney-General has rea alised that in
the Definitions and [nterpretations Clauses of the Principal Ord-
inance there were, amongst other things, a worker described as
a man earning not more than £750. Now with the Marsh Award
in July, and mih wages probably going up in the next two years,
unless we take the opportunity to change the £750 and increase
it, we might find ourselves that we are controlling no-one. I
wonder whether yvou would look into that and prove me right or
wrong.

With these reservations we support the principles of the
Bill.

Hoxn, Sir Jostua Hassan:

[ would just like to deal with one aspect of it, which is the
ome T am concerned with. My colleague has dealt with the de-
tails. but I have been a little concerned about the announcement
of the Minister about an amendment that would give him the
right to terminate the agreement at any time. But we shall
look at that when we see it, and when we consider it.

What [ feel about this, is that this Bill, the proposals here,
vive a considerable amount of power to the Director; of course,
he will have the directions of the Minister who is responsible for
the Department.

[ think we ought to consider strengthening the Appeals
Board from the decision, as I understand it now, it is presided by
the Registrar of the Supreme Court. and there is one employer,
and one employee. [ may be wrong, but if that is so, I think we
ought to strengthen if, widen it, and strengthen it, because par-
ticularly at the beginning of the Bill, there may be a lot of grie-
vances, and the best poxsib}e way of ensuring that wzzfzdence is
had in the working of the Bill is that there is a strong tribunal
that can look at any grievances.
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Hon. P J IsoLa:

Sir, [ am sure Honourable Members will welcome this Bill
as a realistic attempt on the part of the Government to control
employment, properly, in Gibraltar, bearing in mind the long
term objective of the Government to create a skilled local labour
force in Gibraltar, as has been evidenced by the new Construc-
tion Training Centre, and by the great pul }iz{,ztv and effort,
which has gone into the Gibraltar Building Work which we are
nm%ezg{}mw through now.

We would all like to ensure, I think, that this Control of Em-
ployment Bill is something that is workable, and I am sure, that
the idea that has been introduced into the Bill, of establishing a
statutory Manpower Planning Committee, will do much to ena-
ble the views of employers &?}d employees, as well as projecting
Government policy, all these things to get together and produce
what we hope will be a very ”(}i}d answer to the difficult  pro-
blems that labour, or the 1mpmmmm of labour from overseas,
present in Gibraltar.

[ think we welcome the strength, we would welcome the
strength, of the Manpower Pl anning Committee, [ see that the
fjenéial Manager of the Dockyard will be a member of the Com-
mittee, as indeed the Regional Director of the Ministry of Public
Building and Works, and also two representatives of the Gov-

ernment, as well as i epwsentaiwu of employers, and employees.

[ think it is important, Sir, that this Committee, after it has
made its deliberations, and made its recommendations to the
Governor-in-Council, I think it is important that the recommen-
dations once the Governor-in-Council has approved them, the
recommendations as to quotas, should not be questioned in any
Court of Law.

[ would ask the Government, or the Minister, or the Honour-
able and Learned Attorney-General, to assure me that any deter-
minaticn by the Governor-in-Council, in accordance with Section
6 (a)(v) of quotas in any particular trade, or skill, or craft, can-
not be questioned in any Court of Law. [ think that is zmpmt
ant if the executive arm of the Government is to do its work pro-
perly. and I hope T can have an assurance on that point.

The other point I would like to raise. Sir, is this question of
the quota.  Am I right in assuming that the Director of Labour
will only be able to consider i;}pi;gamms in respect of industries
or occupations, in respect of which a quota has been decreed by
the Governor-in-Council, and only insofar as there are vacancies
in that quota? [ should imagine the second answer is auite sim-
ple, but I would like to be reassured that the new Section 7. of
the Principal Ordinance, sub-paragraph (h), in effect means that
no pezmi'{& of employment can be granted in respect of any in-
dustry, or trade, or zacczzpati(m unless the Governor-in-Council
has made a quota in respect thereof. T think it is important, if
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2mp! i spect of the importation
of foreign labour }Ti?{} izz%}z gz%tg;*,

Hox, ChiEr MINISTER:

Mr. S;}@é‘i%’i%f?‘ I rise with great satisfaction today for a num-
ber of reasons.

First because 1t 15 ves CrCOUrgy 0 see constructive de-
bate in this Assembly on matters of g ortance as this one.
I'he sober attitude that has been taker Opposition on this
occasion is more than welcomed by tl e of the House.

secondly, because it happens {o
agree on the corner-stone of the ;;uiizg
is, hasically. a f;itﬁ‘saééi;f; of raising the
bour in Gibraltar,

to me that they
) {z“&f‘ nment which
ard and status of la-

This has f;i’i%t’ tar-reaching effects on the economy of Gibral-
tar, and if we happen to be at one on this question, it appears to
me that this Government will be able to pursue its economie p(;«
licy quite successfully if the attitude ;zf‘%f“‘*ﬁ‘v‘é from henceforth
similar to the one we are expertencing

This is the corner-stone of our
ganised soclety, and the purpose t, above everything
else, is to organise our «f?f}a?‘“ in Gibraltar so that we gel maxi-
mum pz’i‘;dugtiwiy( and ma m;fzmz% hen i_/ éwm all our resour-
ces; and we attach the cre:

hinges on an or-

S
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f..
reats zfz“tpi}zi e to any people, cer-
tainly of Gibraltar, to their skills and ‘sz;s%zz manpower potential.
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have willy-nilly had to increase our population, but of course we
must not go for numbers, and we want quality at the same time.

)

This. by means of this Ordinance, will be possible.

[ would like to come back now to the point raised by the
Honourable Mr. Montegriffo. [ think it was Clause 4 (1) (a). At
present because we are suffering very acutely from over full em-
ployment, [ doubt whether it will be necessary at all to make use
of that Clause which he feels is repugnant.  But one does not
know if in the future it will be necessary to make use of that
Clause. 1 say so because if we are going to wait everytime Iye-
fore we allow a young man, Gibraltarian, who has been trained
to find a gap in the many contracts which have been held with
all employers, it may be found very difficult 1o find room for
him. since this can be renewed. and it has to become a matter of
coincidence that the contract has got to be renewed when the
individual is now offering himself for employment.  To avoid
this situation happening, which perhaps will never happen, but
if it did, [ think protection towards our own people must neces:
sarily come first.

[ do not think, judging by the number of people who we
have the capacity to train at any one given time, that this, in
fact, will happen, but T would say that it might be necessary to
keep it. [ am not, of course, saying that this will not be gone
into. we have time in our hands. the suggestions made, I think,
are good, there’s time for reflection, and our Government will
certainly look into all the points raised by the Opposition most
carefully, and will give it full consideration.  There is still, of
course. some time even to make more suggestions, in writing if
they so wish, or, I think. personally to the Minister for Labour.
We are always open to advice and suggestions,

Finally, I think that without this ptece of Legislation the
Beeching policy to which this Government s fully committed

would not be possible, it could not be implemented.  So if we
want, certainly the Government, the new society that we want
to create it is vital that this piece of Legislation should get
through this House. [ remember coming here when we inaugu-
rated this new House of Assembly, saying that our aim was mo-
ving from a low wage, low productivity society. to a high wage,

high salary. high productivity society.

[ am pleased to say that we nave moved a long way in that
direction as I feel that with this Ordinance going through our
dreams and objectives will be achieved,

Hon, M., XIBERRAS!

Mr, Speaker, may I first congratulate my  Honourable
Friend. the Chief Minister, for putiing torward very well the gen-
eral principles and philosophy of the Bill.

s the Bill g rather fechnteal manner, but
1as put it forward so well as regards the phi
thinking, behind it
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[ don’t think [ would be prepared to comment very specifi-
cally on the amendments made by the Honourable Member op-
posite, but I would like to offer some general comments as to the
feasibility or desirability of such amendments, because some of
the points that he has raised have been considered already.

We must remember that this Control of Employment Ordin-
ance Is a complicated piece of Legislation to operate, quota sys-
tems are rather difficult to operate, and even though this is by
no means an emergency and we have lived with the problem for
a number of months now, we still have to work out systems.
ways of putting into effect such things as the quota. Because of
this, the Ordinance is bound to have what I might call rather
more teeth than a normal Ordinance for inside Gibraltar might
have. I do not know whether it has enough teeth at the mo-
ment. The position as I see it on specifics, or should I add that
for some time now we have had a statistician working full time
trying to produce accurate statistics of the labour population
such as it is, and I should say too that plans for a general census
of labour will be advanced.

I myself feel that without this detailed information, which
employers are being asked to supply, it would be rather difficult
to work a quota system, except for the consideration that the
Chief Minister has brought out, and that is, that we should not
rush into things anyway now, and we have a little bit of time to
play about, and try and get statistics really strong and usable.
Without the statistics, which as I said we are trying to provide
as quickly as possible, the Manpower Planning Committee would
just be involved in guesswork.

As regards Section 3 (a)—this is the question of the unem-
ployment register—I very much take the Honourable Member's
point. It is unfortunately, or fortunately, one of the difficulties
that the people who register under Section 4 are not generally
representative of the people looking for jobs, specially among
non-industrials. But there again, in the absence of statistical
information, this is the only thing we can pin the Law to. It is,
as far as I can see, the only thing. Now if we had accurate in-
formation, and a working quota, it might be rather different. If
we know the number of whatever it is, clerks, or electricians,
that we actually had, even in the private sector, then we might
be able to refer to a document which embodied these things, but
in Law_ it is only the unemployment register which exists strong
enough to pin this Law to. I fully take the Honourable Mem-
ber’s point, but I think that it will not be possible to pin this on
anything else short of a working quota system. If the Honoura-
ble Member has more specific ideas, then I will be glad to take
them into consideration, but frankly [ do not think there’s much
hope for either of us here.

There is an important point which is raised by the Honoura-
ble Member opposite and that is, that all other considerations in
the Law having been taken into account, a man from abroad co-
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workers here, and encouraging employers of pushing in one dir-
cction or another. the complications, or the differences in the
types of workers that we might get are such, that the Director
must have a little bit of elasticity, a little bit of discretion, to be
able to put the Law, or the spirit of the Law, into practice.

As to my Honourable and Learned Friends comments, the
determination of the quotas cannot be questioned in a Court of
Law. [ am no expert on the matter. [ think the phrase “as
the Governor-in-Council thinks fit” could only be questioned on
the grounds of ultra-vires, but this is, I think, the case. I think
there is little risk that the Governor-in-Council would be intimi-
dated. one way or another, whether it is possible to take Minis-
ters to Court, or Officials to Court, or not, I think the responsibi-
lity lies strongly, or squarely, in the Gibraltar Council, and I
think many of our Laws do have some provision of this Kind. I
do not see the reason for any special treatment in this Law.

[ can assure my Honourable and Learned Friend that the
Ordinance does have, to my mind, enough teeth for the situation
he is envisaging. Whether it has enough teeth for another Kind
of situation I do not know, but I can assure my Honourable and
Learned Friend, that for the purpose of allowing Gibraltarians
to move into good jobs, and to be trained, and trained to some
purpose for these jobs, the Ordinance is strong enough to my
mind.

May I end on the note that my Honourable and Gallant
Friend, the Chief Minister started, and that is that I welcome
the spirit in which this debate has taken place. 1 would ask,
however, that amendments should be put in writing, please,
because of the complications. [ am quite willing to see any
Member of the Opposition, for any amount of time, to discuss
particular amendments, should this be necessary, or be found
necessary, on their part.

One final thing I might say on the general principles of the
Bill without delaving ‘the House too much, and that is that no
Law is perfect. And this of course is a truism, but this parti-
cularly applies, as [ think Honourable Members opposite, and
the public generally, will find out, no Law is perfect, and Laws
do depend, to a great extent, on 'the willingness, not just of the
Government to put them into effect correctly, but also may I
say, of the people. [ refer in this case solely to employers —
of employers — to see that not only the letter of this Law, but
also the spirit of this Law, and even history.

I think, Sir, that the Bill is an important one, and without
any further comments, [ commend ‘the Bill to the House.
Hon. Sir Josuua Hassan:

Sir, I would like to ask the Minister to comment on my sug-
gestion of strengthening the Appeals Board which he did not
mention.
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Hoxn. M. XIBERRAS:

Sir, if T may, I apologise to the Honourable and Learned
Member opposite. Strengthening Boards is almost a pass-time
in my Department, Sir. We have so many Boards. We have
just strengthened the. Manpower, or what was the old Labour
Planning Committee; we will need a Beard probably for the
industrial training; we intend to push 'the Labour Advisory
Board and to make it more effective — it might be necessary
to alter it because of the merger of Council and Legislature. I
think, if I may say so, that the gentlemen named by the Honour-
able and Learned Member opposite, who are members of i‘he
Tribunal, hardly need any strengthening, but should this be
found to be the case, 1t is a mattm for the rovernor, on my re-
commendation. [ would look at it. I would not at first glance
say that there is a need to strengthen that Board, should how-
ever, the number of applications—I hope we don’t get too many,
or they don't get too many—but should this increase, in the light
of experience I think we might look at it; but I think that the
Board actually did a very good job under similar circumstances,
pretty difficult ones they were. I know from members of this
Board, the Appeals Tribunal, and they did not complain of over-
work. I do not ‘think they would be overworked as a result of
this Legislation, so 1 would not, I am afraid, say straight off that
we should increase the mombershlp of this Board having seen
them in action over the past six months.

HoN. SIR JOSHUA HASSAN:

Sir, as a matter of personal explanation. The last word by
the Minister clears the matter; but when I said strengthening, (
did not mean strengthening in changing the membership, but in
extending it. No aspersion on the pzesent members, very much
the opposite. They did good work, particularly during the emer-
gency Legislation. Thank you.

Hon. M. XIBERRAS:

As far as the extension of the powers the Honourable and
Learned Member opposzte means numbers, well this is in fact
what I was answering, and I think there s no need, a priori,
for this.

Mr. Speaker then put the question ‘that the Bill be read a
second time, and this was resolved in the affirmative.

The Bill was read a second time.

Hon. M. XIBERRAS:

Sir, I beg to give notice that the Committee Stage and Third
Reading of this Bill will be taken at 'the next meeting of the
House. )
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Suspension of Standing Orders.

Hon, MaJor R, J. PeLizA:

Sir, I have the honour to move the suspension of Stand-
ing Order No. 30 in respect of this Bill.

The reason for seeking the suspension of Standing Order
No. 30 is that whilst the Bill has been published in the Gazette
as required by Standing Order 29, it was not sent to members
in printed form at least seven days prior to the first reading as
required by Standing Order No. 30.

Mr. Speaker then put the question, which was resolved in
the affirmative.

The Development and Planning Commission
(Temporary Provisions) Ordinance, 1970.

First Reading:

The Chief Minister moved that a Bill for “An Ordinance to
make temporary provision for the establishment of a Develop-
ment and Planning Commission, and for matters connected
therewith” be read a first time.

Mr. Speaker then put the question, which was resolved in
the affirmative.

The Bill was read a first time.
Second Reading:

Hon. Magor R. J. PELIZA:

Sir, I have the honour to move that this Bill be now read
a second time.

Perhaps I should start by reading the objects and reasons
of the Ordinance. The purpose of the Ordinance was to provide
for the previous Ordinance that this is trying to substitute, which
is Section 3 of the Building Interim Control Ordinance, the pur-
pose of this is to provide for the control of building development
for a limited period, pending the introduction of further legis-
lation on this subject. The Central Planning Commission will
be abolished and replaced by the Development and Planning
Commission as established under the Ordinance. The powers and
duties which were conferred, or imposed on the Central Plan-
ning Commission will have 'the effect as though they had been
conferred, or imposed, on the Development and Planning Com-
mission.

Now, again the object is to try and streamline both planning
and development in Gibraltar.  Most of the planning up to now
has been carried out by the Central Planning Commission, and
this Commission was established in August 1947 under the Buil-
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Commission. There we hope the economic policies will be wor-
ked out so that some kind of blue-print will be able to be presen-
ted to the Development and Planning Commission in order to
get on with the work.

And finally, we shall have a third committee
which shall be the co-ordinating committee, and their
main objective will be to facilitate the implementation of pro-
jects, and by that I mean, if there’s any development about the
place, not only seeing that people keep up their schedules, and
things are activated and kept up to date, but also to ensure that
things like the services: electricity, water, sewerage and all the
other services that go with any development are moving in time
with all the other things that are being done, and this co-ordi-
nation, so that we do not have the street being opened today, fil-
led up tomorrow, and opened the following day. That kind of
thing that we have seen time and again happen in Gibraltar, we
hope, will not happen again.

This is the sort of idea behind this temporary bit of legis-
lation, it will take some time—I hope not 23 years—before we
have the final legislation coming out which will do things that
we certainly have to embody. One will be the Town Planning
Ordinance, and the other one will be Part I of the Public Health
Ordinance. I would like to state here, at this stage, that I in-
tend to introduce an amendment, to Clause 6(b) which reads at
the moment” “carry out such . . .”

Hon. SIr JosHUA HASSAN:
Mr. Speaker, Sir, it is not 6(b) but 7(b).

HonN. MaJor R. J. PELIZA:

[ am sorry, it is 7(b), which reads: ‘‘Carry out such other
function relating to town planning as the Governor may from
time to time prescribe.” [ intend to delete the words ‘relating
to Town Planning’. This is important, otherwise the functions
of the Development and Planning Commission will be unduly
restricted. Apart from that, the general idea, I think, will stay
as it is. [ can see no other amendment, unless the Opposition
have any at all to offer, and of course if they do, I shall certain-
ly give it most careful consideration. Apart from all this it will
also give us an opportunity of having representatives from the
Services, at least in one Commission, where they will be able to
make representations, in many ways, concerning the general
affairs of Gibraltar, bearing in mind that they are rate payers,
and therefore I think it is very fair that at least in some com-
mittee they should be able to express an opinion. So, apart
from all the mechanical advantage that we are going to gain
from this, I'm sure that by having this co-ordination we will be
able to make the best possible use of the little land available in
Gibraltar. It will most certainly simplify procedure; it will
establish co-operation between us—the Services, and all other
UK. departments; it will expedite matters, and T am sure it will
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lead to progress by enabling this Government to formulate the
policy that we stated here when we first made our statement on
policy in this House,

I commend the Bill to the House.

Before putting the question Mr. Speaker invited discussion
on the general principles and merits of the Bill.

HoxN. SIr JosHuA HASSAN:

Mr. Speaker, the history of the Central Planning Commis-
sion started long before there was a Legislature or a Govern-
ment. It would take very long to explain the difficulties in those
days, when we were first provided with a first-class town plan-
ner, and then deprived of him because his salary was higher
than the then Colonial Secretary who could not stand the sight
of somebody earning more money than he was. This was a di-
fliculty we had from the very beginning; and in fact if there was
some Kind of outline town plan prepared by the late Mr. Clifford
Holiday,—an eminent town-planner,—whether the result of the
perseverance of the few of us, who felt that it was time that
something should be done about it, because otherwise it would
not have been done and it would not have been done because, if
[ may say so, it started exactly the same as this Bill proposes to
do.

There was first in '46 created, what was then called the
Town Planning Board, full of all the important people: the Bri-
gadier, the Financial Secretary, the Chief Secretary—everybody
was there; and of course there were so many important people
there that it did not function. Therefore a technical sub-commit-
tee had to be appointed from that Board to get on with the out-
line town plan, which was prepared, and true enough, the inte-
rim control was meant to have been a short while, but everytime
there was an attempt to bring through a Town Planning Ordin-
ance, there were great objections from all sort of people, inclu-
ding the Services. Nowadays, we are glad to see, and I do not
say now, but I mean in the last few years, the Services’ attitude
and the United Kingdom attitude to Gibraltar has changed very
considerably to what it was in the 1940’s and the early 1950’s.
Yet it is interesting to note that the Interim Control Ordinance.
which had very wide powers, and which had to be exercised very
carefully, only had two appeals from the decisions taken to the
Governor; one of which was over-ruled, and the other one divi-
ded in half, in typical Solomenic way: the Commission was ob-
jecting to a garage for very heavy lorries and when it went to
the Governor he limited the weight of the lorries that could be
garaged and therefore he cut the child in two.  But our objec-
tion to this Bill is two-fold.  First of all, that it is very heavy,
very heavy indeed. Tt has got all the people that will never get
together all at once, I am sure, because they are all the most im-
portant people in the various departments, (to say nothing of
the fact that in the communique one of the Ministers is the Min-
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ister for Information. Port. Trade and Commerce) and I predict
that it is very cumbersome and will not work. T will never be
as patronisi on *u‘ih my vears of Public Service, as the Chief

‘aimmt N > ; hen he got up to speak after what we had
satd, he uted in s certain se EE%imé%‘{\ that we do nor accept
as being i We oppose wma%; inz when we think we ought to

| we approve it if we think we ought to approve it
ing words %usm the Chiet Minister will alter our

caoomatters, as he will see very soon that we go
ahm'f wz%z this Bill,  So we feel very »twnwh and I speak with
a little experience. that this Draft Bill is very cumbersome in the
concept that it has, and therefore that it will not work.  And for
that we objeet

oppose {
i‘%z} no patronis

: i

i

There is . H:;z ining much more fundamental and stronger
against the Bill which we will fight with all the power we have
at our disposal, and that is that after years of endeavouring to
have power evolved in the people of Gibraltar, so that they can
more and more govern their own affairs, we are going to give
up all that to a majority of people from outside Gibraltar and
who are not clected, because the establishment of the commis-
sion is the Chief Minister and three Ministers—if they are all
here at the same time—the Financial & Development Secretary,
who could be said to be an adviser, and I do not think that they
would be expected in many matters that he should be voting on
the matter then; ?i 8 E cgional Director; three Services members;
the Defence L md Avent: that is five, the Chief Planning Officer
is an ofhicial of the mwermns*m and it would be very difficult to
get him to use a vote on anything like that, so therefore there is
a majority of officials.

Now. I would fike to say that we do not oppose official parti-
cipation and in fact one of the great losses or the disappearance
of the City Council as such, was the wondmmi co-operation that
was there by the Service representation over the years which one
did evervihing possible to foster, and it mm really a meeting
place where « ommon interests were discussed and each tearned
a lot of the other, which was a great help to the ¢ ommunity.  So
nothing ti: i sav about the mzm%w\ is any reflection, either on
the participation of the UKL element in this Board, or of the per-
sons that Ez;:a'e% heen carmarked in this press release. and which
is also mentioned n the Bill.  But the great principle that we
musi fight avainst, and I am sure that this is not done as a result
of anv cntation from the Services, but the idea of wanting
to put evervbody %‘m”“ means, not only that it is a very heavy
bud}: bui that it has what the Council took years to do away with
—and official And this is what this Board has: four
ministers o are cither Civil Servants or important
Service renresel \‘ cannot agree, or be a party, to mat-
i'ew s ém;ww?;m‘s s the Chief Minister has stated are going to
}w majority of the people of Gibraltar
is going o be en s have not been fghting for our rights
Over so many vears to gm it up so easily.
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And, incidentally, I would like to draw the attention of the
House to the fact %%at in accordance with {;&‘i%@ 3 the decision
of the majority of the members present and voting at any meet-
ng shall %;3 the decision of the Commission on any matter before
t. So really this is not a question of a consultative thing, it is a
natter where votes are going to count, and if there is a conflict-
zziz; interest, the majority of the people of Gibraltar are not there
presented. It is a pity that despite his patronising words be-
fore, the Chief Minister did not have one word of praise for the
work, not of myself, that was very unimportant, but of the many
géw}ég who have gone through the Central Planning Commission
and have dealt with thousands of applications over the years.

1
i
H
!

[ do not expect any praise from him, of course, but on the

other hand he has not been properly briefed on how the Com-
mission works, and he has really been up the pole on that, com-
pretely. It Is not correct (o say tnat we were zmxvd up w ith all
sorts of thines and taking much longer than it was necessary.
i‘v’@ had not, as he says, a representative of the M.P.B.W., that
vas only recently; we had a representative of the Services. And
m fac., when the auiim‘. town plan was made we had represen-

tatives of each Department as the planning was done, of those
who were concerned. But to think that he can have a body in
G ébidi?di‘ with Services and Officicl representatives, who “will

take cecisions there, to save time, is really to think a [ittle un-
realistically; be scause for one thing the Services still ie‘(iiﬁif; re-
iueﬁfﬂ back in any matter of importance back to the United
Kingdom, we have it in the smaliest matters, Trade Union mat-
ters, and the smallest matters, waere the officials here have no
power and they have to refer it to hmb’m%mpu"hﬂps decided
by some little Civil Servant in England of much less calibre than
t;w chap who is recommending ‘é«’h t ought to be cﬁm@ from Gib-

altar.  But this is a fact of life, and this is why we do not agree
%nat this Commission so powerfui, and with such ideas as the
(Chief Minister has {)utlmg*d, should have a majority of ot Isua}
dom and not a majority of the Elected Representatives of  th
people of Gibraltar, For that reason, the Bill to us is cg)mpleieu
ly repugnant and we shall be voting .:&gam.)t it.

Hon, M. XIBERRAS:

‘*%m*w "a‘ir sz; ake‘ for this hurried entry, but I was just

ay be allowed to speak, Sir. I was

%; a‘E{‘ niﬁ‘f mx isu Ls and not doing something sort of very,
very import tant out of the bag.

[ 4

[t has been said that the Commission such as it is. would
e too heavy., May [ say that as the Honourable Learned Mem-
ber oppe psite 1s aware, ?%*é*e wotld be interim, [ imagine, to the
Planning Commission  as propose ed in the Coutts Report He
nzzm d be ¢ waw that in Jw 1; its Report the Financial & Deve-

’*f‘f“;‘;* & ( ;othe Xs%ﬂ;xi’ 3 Diefonce, the MPRBW the Chief
.3 ;!
!
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w the W“m ive Officer, 14 is recommended,

$ by oy gy ¢ 1 <y e 3 ks
here. Then there is another paragraph which
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says, more or hat at the time of writing, this would be ade-

%

(i represet mau,;i;n. But that time was when the Council was
S there, and the Services had represe ;}m‘szfm of which the
Honourabie Learned Member op ;, »«ﬁ > mmm %w?s;}é The
inference there, I think is ii;i? b yers, who
are delinitely recommended in he ;sm : wozzid have

to be increased in
presumably. if one
Army, Navy or Ailr

ston of other g}m};\ifi
f’\nn}dj Iy people from
combination of all of

;m m.  In any case, [ think H oneed quite 1 number
f Ministers on this Com m S8i0n an the other hand, the ac-
mm!mn that the a“m; il wm‘az be heavy in numbers is, 1

nk, a contradiction. E feel 1s important, whatever has
been said o1 ‘ about the rights of elected members
in this.  That o little bit whick I checked in the course of
my being out. The mh er thing is, u%’ course, whether we hke it

or not, the interests of the various parties who. it is proposed,
should be represented on the Commission, in fact exisis. And
whether wu give them represenation or not, they do in fact
xist, and the Honourable Member opposite will know, from his
hm;; experience in Government, that they do exist. Whether he
gets across the table and talks to tnem, or he goes round in other
ways to carry the Government business these interests must be
consulted., I would not therefore go as far as predicting that
the thing is bound to fail because %u; might be a comment on
elected (mu‘znmem in Gibraltar generally. These interests and
there are hundreds of examples of which the Honourable Lear-
ned Member opposite has quoted some, whether it is important
to get the co-operation of the Ministry of Defence, Services Est-
&bhthmts ’\hnhnv of Public Building and Works, and so on.
[f the attitude of the Services and of fho UK. ¢ 1epa1tmenis has
changed, 1t might b@ due in some part to the changed situation.
It might be due, in fact, to a different way of aa@m{uhm% these
people.  Now, whichever way we look at it the attitude of the
Services De ;m tments 1s an ;mpmtani thing and the great change
is that we have no City Council, where no doubt the talk, the ex-
changes of view, did take place be im . If any one of these par-
fies wants to be fs?}%;‘,;egx}r’mz% or if it wants to present obstacles.
it can do it at any point but across the table may be, this may
be the way to do it. But whether the Unpmumn m‘aes in favour
or not of the proposal, I should say that I am glad that labour has
a representation on this, and [ thank the {hmf Minister for this,
because I have said on occasion in the House in September, that
the ne of Labour. or our Labour vosition, was very relevant
fo economic developments, and £ just put forward in answer {o
prediction something which [ said was mirwf to happen some
and has ac ‘f’m% Iv happened. T think that Labour is the
( voin the present cireumstancss. and T oassure the House
that the views of my Department will be strongly representad
there. So I do support the Bill.  There are difficulties in any
Ordinance of this tyoe, but the ditdcuities are the difficulties, ins
.. which confront Gibraltar generally. 1 do not think
3;'}{33* way of domng 1t excopt sort of going vound and

‘ink here and having a drink there, and  having 2
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drink there, and chatting people up. I think this might be a
more important constitutional way of doing it. I do not think
they can wish away, the Opposition can wish away, the difficul-
ties in this type of operation.

Hon, Magor R J. PeLIZA:

Mr. Speaker, first of all [ would like to thank the Leader of
the Opposition for the most interesting stories he has told us
ahout the Central Planning Commission.  Sometimes [ found
them even amusing. On the other hand I found that there were
4 few contradictions. The first one Is to say that I should have
praised him, but in the second breath saying that I had not
viven a word of praise for those in the Commission.  When mo-
ments before he said not to think that because I had said some-
thing in favour of the Ovposition this afternoon he was going to
‘ake that patronage as the way of stopping them from talking
their minas later on.  So obviously. if I had praised the Leader
of the Opposition for whatever work he may have done there, he
would have called it patronage. Secondly, he talked rather dis-
paragingly of officials, as if because they are in a Committee, in
4 Committee which is absolutely non-political, and purely admi-
nistrative, they were going to vote in any way against the Gov-
ornment of Gibraltar and in favour of some other kind of policy.

on. Sir Josua HASsAN:

Mr. Speaker will the Chief Minister give way because [ want
to make a personal explanation. It is a very serious matter and
[ never mentioned anything like that. T was dealing mainly with
the principle of majority of elected representatives. I particu-
larly praised the people. I said that it was no reflecting on the
individua! and T spoke of the great work that has been done
jointly in the City Council. So [ think the Chief Minister is most
unfair in trying to implicate into what I said any aspersions on
anybody. All [ said was that I was upholding the fact the majo-
rity in a thing like that must be with the elected representatives
of the people.

Hon. Magor R. J. PELIZA:

But if you look at the Central Planning Commission you find
that the only elected Member of that Commission was Sir Joshua
Hassan himself. All the others were the Commissioner of Lands
% Works: the Central Planning Officer, the City Engineer; the
Mladical Officer of Health and the representative of the MPBW.
At least we seem to have 3 elected members in our Commission,
or four.  Furthermore, I do not sce representatives of the Ser-

Giibraltar working against Gibraltar. [ think it is a won-
rful opportunity to be able to exchange views. It is a wonder-
onportunity to co-operate. Why not?  We are not saying
raltar-British get out! We wani them here! Certainly this
vide of the House! (Cries of shame and order.)  Nor do we

3 e. It is necessary for Gibraltar to live in peace

ny with the Services in Gibraltar.  And that is
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e body, and within ifs own
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certain powe & Law. And there is nothing to
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hat Law if that became ne-
¢ ing any rights, i'he rights
"i‘?‘;iw are there ?u give—in fact, it is just de-
—delegation is not M&m,, a
''''' cusation made by the other side «
m%ndmun, because that is not so. /
his away; we have only delegated.
cannot say nonsense brecause that is a fact, ‘«nd
the fact is that if this House wants to change this Bill tomorrow
it can do so. The if fore we have not given any rights away, we
still have them. What we are trving is to bring in a Commis-
sion wi;n h will see f‘ha%’i business of the kind that we need s0
urgently in Gibraltar, ana which has been delayed for 23 years,
oets *znum way as soon as possible. Therefore this business of
losing rights was a red herring. And if [ may say so: a siinking
red hv;zmw’ Therefore I %w;)e that the ()g}posmim will be able
to reflect, consult their pillem for the next 30 days.  Perhaps
they will come back realising that we are trying to produce an
organisation which will help the economic development of Gib-
valtar; which will ensure that as much land as possible is made
availa }ie for public use; the 1? there is nu wastage of time in get-
ing through minor works, and that big projects are planned in
an f;yzsimr.wd manner. We ;xhd I need ihz.s planning. It will be
very essential for the future of Gibraltar. as modern building
goes, to ensure that whatever manpower is available is kept in
use all the fime.
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On a division being taken the following Honourable Mem-
bers voted in favour of the motion:

The Hon. Miss €. Anes

The Hon. J. Caruana

The Hon. L. Devincenzi
The Hon. Major A J Gache
The Hon. P. J. Isola

The Hon. W. M. Isola

The Hon. Major R. J. Peliza
The Hon. M. Xiberras

The Hon., E. H. Davis

The Hon. C. B. O'Beirne

The following Honourable Members voted against the
motion:

The Hon. . Abecasis

The Hon. E. J. Alvarez

The Hon. M. K. Featherstone
The Hon. Sir Joshua Hassan
The Hon. Lt. Col. J. L. Hoare
The Hon. A. P. Montegriffo

The Hon. A. W. Serfaty

The Bill was accordingly read a second time.

Hon. MaJor R. J. PeL1ZA:

Sir, I beg to give notice that the Committee Stage and Third
Reading of this Bill will be taken at the next meeting of the
House.

Motion deploring the handling of affairs by the Minister for
mducation in the Department for which he is responsible.

Motion re:

Hown, M. K. FEATHERSTONE:

Sir, I have the honour to move the motion of which I have
siven notice: “That this House deplores the handling of affairs
in the Department for which he is responsible, by the Minister
of Education, and censures him therefor.”

Sir, rising to move this motion, I do so with a certain sense
of sadness. It oives little pleasure, Sir, to highlight a Minister’s
fumbling and bumbling; and this sense of distaste is intensified
when one finds that the canker of mismanagement has spread
into the Department under the Minister’s control with the rve-
wult that members of the Executive exceed the position that
they should rightfully hold, and take powers which do not right-
fuily belong to them.
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But, sir. the greatest, the most poignant sadness is, that
the victims of this unha ppy state of affairs in the Department of
i‘ziiia*a"geffs the innocent sufferers, are the children at our schools.

And in particular, Sir. and at the immediate time, this has been
i%;c un 2‘ m,snz m?w of our 11 year olds, who have suffered what, in
W’g}i’éii}‘zw{& lar ve, I might call, the 11 plus fiasco. Perhaps

‘ it the Hon. Devincenzi's clanger.

in blunter terms, Sir, I could call

Sir, the more one hears about this, the greater the mess
seems to be.  But perhaps we could try and unravel some of the
knots in this tangled skein.  Firstly, Sir, we were told that the
wrong papers were sent — these are the papers for the 11 plus
’e:‘*}ai reasoning test.  Nobedy told us why they were wrong.

ve were only told they were wrong. Thus apparently Sir, a new
:s.zzt was sent. but somehow in the Post, — and T will not blame
the Honourable Minister for Ports, ete. ete., who also, T under-
stand, does the Post Office, I will not blame him for this — they
were sent to Malta.  This is not under his control, this was the
Post Office in Britain.  The result was the exam had to be post-
poned, but finally, Sir, papers did arrive. Then we find out that
one school d{}pazenﬂy has already done these papers. This of
course, 1s consternation, panic- stations in the Department. I

would like to know, and this I cannot really understand, how
A,{Uiia} House could sent out papers for an examination, or an
11 plus test. which are already public knowledge, which have
already been spraved avound to the public at large.

[ wonder, Sir, did the Department inform Murray House
that papers were required for a test, for an 11 plus test, or did
Murray House think that they were merely inquiring for some
papers, what are known, as ‘open papers’? Surely Sir, if ‘closed
pdpus were demanded, a paper would never have been public

knowledge beforehand. [ should like to have some information

on this, Sir.  The House has never been told anything about it:
it is about time we were informed whether the correct papers
were in fact originally ordered.  And of course, Sir, through the
House the peuple of Gibraltar will find out something about
what went on at the beginning, to make all things wrong.

This discovery, Sir, z}tcurrcd and [ use the ! Mzm’w’ S own
words: “at 8 p.m. in the evening’’. It might be a good 1 Jius
question, Sir, to ask what is 8 p.m. in the *nf)zmzw’ It has at
last sunk {hmugh I'm glad.  Now, Sir, if this did get found out
in the evening, at 8 o’clack, did they consider postponing again?
Would it have been so difficult? Surely. they could have post-
poned the exam?  This of course, they might say, would create
frustration on the children. 1 agree. But I should imagine it
created far greater frustration when they got an exam which
they never even knew they were going to get, something com-

pletely m?ﬁz‘w to what they were expecting. They could have
postponed the examination, Sir: they could have contacted Mur-

rav House and asked for a new set of papers
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Now, Sir, we have been told that no other sets of papers
were available. How is it, Sir. that Gibraltar knows all the
papers that are available in Murray House, or is it that some-
body has a very fertile imagination? But even so, Sir, even if
there were no other papers, why not an urgent telephone con-
versation, other papers could have been prepared and been here
perhaps within a week. The postponement would have done
very little harm to children, far less than the papers they were
set. It seems, Sir, there was a desire for inordinate haste. The
itead-teachers. I understand, were consulted, I will not say they
were pressurized, but they agreed to set two papers in lieu of
this verbal reasoning; they were willing to set an arithmetic
paper and an English paper. Did the Minister sit on these dis-
cussions, Sir? Or, did he, like a certain Roman Governor, wash
his hands of the whole matter, and throw it on the Executive 10
do as they thought fit?

The Minister has said that the Attorney-General was con-
sulted.  All this happened in the same evening after this 8 p.m.
[ presume, Sir, he was consulted on the Constitutional aspect,
whether they could set aside a motion which was passed in this
Chamber, not under this exact Constitution, but in this Cham-
ber, on July 21st 1964. Sir, this was a motion proposed by the
Honourable P. J. Isola, it was passed by 5 votes to 2, Sir, and
if I may have the liberty to read, some of it said: “etec., etc,
which proposed: (1) The elimination of the English Language
and Arithmetic Papers from the 11 plus test.” I do not think, Sir,
anything can be clearer than that. Tt was passed by this House,
or by a House in this Chamber, 5 to 2, — the elimination of Eng-
lish and Arithmetic. Yet, Sir, we had English and Arithmetic
in this recent 11 plus.

Now, Sir, we have in the Cabinet, an ex-teacher. A man of
wide ‘tutorial experience, a man who must have quite a lot of
knowledge of teaching. [ believe he took a very active part in
his time in the Gibraltar Teachers Association. Was he con-
sulted?  We also have, Sir, an ex-Minister for Education. A
man also of very wide experience in the field of Education and
who has been Chairman of the Board of Education. He is a
Government supporter, Sir. Was he consulted?  Or did the
Minister just go it alone?

Now, Sir, if the Minister agreed to these two papers, if he
took a part in the discussions even. did he know this was out-
side the Constitution as such? T would like to have some answer
about that when the time comes. But l2t us consider Sir, these
two papers. Neither subject has been, in some schools, very
adequately studied in the last six months, [ understand, Sir,
that some schools have been cramming on verbal reasoning
tests,  This, of course Sir. I may be told is wrong, that English
and Arithmetic are part of the current curriculum. This is quite
s Sir, but it is also so that a great deal of cramming on verbal
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reasoning was done, in some schools at least, to the detriment
fnelish and Arithmetic. Perhaps, Sir, the C.£.0. should have
checked on schools T believe is part of his job.

3t
!

javen

Now. Sir, what did these schools that did study arithmetic
do”  Some schools. T believe, for the last six months have been
working on decimal coinage, but in this examination of Arith-
metic, Sir, there was one question at least, which dealt with a
coin calted nalf a crown. A coin demonetarised more than =ix
months ago, and yet this is the thing that is given to our child-
rer in a current examination. Where did the English and Arith-
metic Papers come from? This is another thing that nobody
has yet explained. Where were they?  Were they here all the
fime as stand-by papers? If so, Sir, how long have they been out
here? 1 would like a specific answer to that question.

The papers were of course put before the children, who had
to answer them, and the papers were sent off full-speed to Eng-
land with, we are told, a covering letter. Would it have been
difficult for the Minister for his Department to make that zov-
ering letter public, to allay some of the fears of parents?

Then, Sir, we come to the day that the parents wished to see
the Minister. But the Minister shirked the job, as he had pre-
viously shirked going on the television, he left it to his Chief Ad-
ministrative Officer, and then, Sir, on that television programme
we had the final ignominy. The Chief Education Officer Acting.
4 Mr. Dick Reed, said: “On this question of what to do, I have to
answer the parents; I will consult with the Minister, and T will
decide.” Sir, who controls the Department, the Minister or the
CE.O.% Is the Minister putty in the hands of the Senior Officers
of the Department? Well, Sir, this is not strange if 1t is so, be-
cause many feel aiready he is the tool of the hawks in his own
party, who have put him into a position of responsibility for
which he has neither the heart, nor the experience. nor the
ability

Now. Sir what are we going to do about this 11 plus mess
of the Minister? He has not told us anything vet. [ offer him
an idea free of charge. Those children. Sir, who do come out
as passes must remain as passes; those children who are unsuc-
cessful should be permitted, at the parents discretion, to sita ver-
hal reasoning test, as they should have done at the correct time.
This should be done at the earliest opportunity.  No solution,
perfect, but this perhaps is the fairest way to salvage some-
m the flotsam of the 1970 Cibraltar 11 plus test.  But,
artedly the haphazard and cowardly

: i~ approach to this 11 plus pro-
h v, 1 must equally deplore the mishandling by the Min-
j the issue of a new Chief Education Officer for Gibraltar,
( 1 Sir. this is a tale of tne Minister being out of touch
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The Government is always saying ‘we are entering a new era
for Gibraltar. Well, Sir, we are on the threshold of a new era
in Gibraltar of Education. Gibraltar is going comprehensive. It
is essential, Sir, that we get oftf to a good start, that we start on
the right lines. Who is going to guide us? There is nobody in
(:ibraltar, Sir. who has anything near the knowledge or expe-
rience of this type of Education to hold the reins of what can
prove to be a very tough assignment indeed.  This, Sir, was
sirongly stated by people who should know: the Teachers™ As-
soeiation. They said so on T.V. in no uncertain terms; and, Sir,
I understand they have toid the Minister the same thing also in
no uncertain terms.  What, Sir, was the result?  First of all we
had a local advertisement asking for applicants from Gibraltar.
[ believe, Sir, that applications had to be in by mid November,
and applications were made, but I do not think, Sir, the appli-
cants have even had the courtesy of any acknowledgement yet,
and it is April. Then, Sir, following this local advert the Tea-
chers, apparently put more pressure on the Minister that this
should be advertised in the UK. because they felt that a man
from the UK., who had actual experience of comprehensive edu-
cation was an essential. This advert appeared in the UK. pa-
pers in February, the teachers were not consulted about the ad-
vert, and I have been told that the Minister himself knew no-
thing of the advert either when it first came out. I wonder how
the Minister explains his groping around in the dark on such an
important matter. How does he explain if it is so. that he was
totally ignored with regard to placing this advert in the UK.?

And what of this advert, Sir? It was couched in almost the
same terms as the advert in Gibraltar, except that it did say that
it would be desirable to have a person with a degree and
with some experience of comprehensive education. The salary,
Sir, was £2,100 plus an inducement allowance of £327.  This,
Sir, for this type of post, is chicken-feed. [t will not attract the
right person. The Teachers have realised this and told the Min-
ister so. The Minister apparently failed utterly to appreciate
this point. He fails to appreciate the urgency of the matter; the
gravity of the situation. Now, where did the Teachers get their
ideas from to substantiate their aesire and their disagreement
with the terms of this advertisement? A Headmaster in Eng-
land, Sir, of a comprehensive school, gets a salary from £3,500
to £4,600 a year. A Deputy Head, Sir. gets £2,700 to £3,250. 50
what are we going to get for £2,100? A very junior, junior. And
is this the sort of architect the Minister wants to build the next
20 years of Gibraltar education? After February, Sir, the Tea-
chers again sought an interview with the Minister, but he said he
could not see them. He did not consider the matter was very
urgent. Now, Sir, Headteachers have been told that this 11 plus
that has just been undergone, suffered by our youngsters, would
be the last 11 plus. It is very interesting that the Teachers ave

told this by the Minister, Sir. but the House is mot.  Of course
we come 1as” on the list and T will say a little more about this

lack of information to the House later.  But if this is the last 11
p'us Sir, there nust be some plans for a ¢ f

VIosysiem,
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Now, who 7}3"6‘;?&%1‘{2(1 these plans?  The last C.E.O., or the pre-
sent acting C.E.O., or even a certain new adviser on Education
to the (s{s{“zzzzzwzﬁ} Three very worthy gentlemen, doubtless,
Sir; but all lacking in experience of comprehensive education. Is
this new educational structure to e built on sand by inexperi-
enced planners, they love planning over there, under the control
of a Minister who through ineptitude or ignorances has not the
slightest clue?  Unless compre shensive education in Gibraltar,
Sir, is ;m%mi} » controlled by a man of experience, a top man, it
is doomed to failure. Unless the Minister gets a man of calibre,
with direct experience e;i comprehensive education then, Sir, 1
would warn the Minister, I would warn the House, Education is
heading for disaster in €§f}i‘i}raﬁ:ar, which will take years to reco-
ver from, and the children who undergo this disaster period may
never recover. On this qumtiom Sir, of the Chief Education Offi-
cer, the Minister, has failed; failea miserably, failed utterly.

[t also seems, Sir, that in the day to day life of the Depart-
ment, the Minister is out of touch with Teachers. Teachers are
not very happy with the terms of reference of a new adviser to
Government a Mr. Brown. [ think they were sent a circular in
which the Department told them: “You will be happy to learn
of the appointment of Mr. Brown.”  Well, Sir, this is indeed a
great deal of optimism.

Now, Sir, may we turn to the information given to this House.
[ know this House does not always get all the information it
should.  And we have heard today, Sir, the Government has a
satistician at its disposal.  Statistics now, Sir, are used to sup-
port, or d“\’uo anything the Government has under survey.
Well, Sir, two can play at that game. So it the House will bear
with me, Sn. a little longer [ have a few statistics. Unfortuna-
tely the Hon Caruana has upset them all. But he often makes
a mess of many things also. He made another statement today.

Hon. J. CaruaNA .

~ Mr. Speaker, on a point of clarification, s the Honourable
Member opposite going to get at me now, z> well?  Or introduce
a motion against me?

How M. K. FEATHERSTONE:

Sir, singe the new Government came to powel we have ten
proper statements in this House. We have had three from the
Honourable Mr. Xiberras, two from the Honourable Chief Minis-
ter and two from the Honourable Minister for Ports, ete., ete.,
one ecach, and I correct as I go along, Sir, from the Honourable
Mr. W, Isola, the Honourable Mr. Caruana, and the Honourable
Mr. Devincenzi.  Mr. Devincenzi's Sir, if again [ may crave your
indulgence, ‘Policy statement by the Minister for Education’—
fhis was the question of technical education a technical train-
ino it could almost have been said by the Minister for Labour
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We also, Sir, had speeches of policy during the budget. We
had one from the Chief Minister, one from %%}e Hmeuzdbie Mr.
Xiberras, one from the H{mimz‘abie Mr. Lam{ma one from the
Honourable Major Gache. We even had a long review from the
Honourable Mr. P. J. [sola but nothing fmm the Minister of
Fducation. \f}ihmg Sir, from the Asimister of Education. Sure-
ly the Opposition, Sir, is not supposed to provide policy for the
Government, ?ha}agh{ they could do their own dirty work.

Now, Sir, may I crave your indulgence to read some actual
figures for the statisticians.  The figures are slightly approxi-
mate, the error of course is minimal, does not influence the gen-
cral trend.  The total number of words in proper statements,
not counting this statement, by the Honourable Mr. Caruana:
7.150. H(mouz able Mr. Xiberras: 3,500—48.927; . Honoura-
ble W. Isola: 1,500—20.96. Honourable Chief Minister:
1,350, well down on the list—18.86¢ Sir. Honourable Minister
for Ports, etc.: 640, or 8.95% . The Honourable Mr. Devincenzi:
165—2.3¢

Actually, of course, this is only half a statement, but if we
take tire budget as well, then we have 13,000 odd words Sir. I
will not go through all the figures, but the Honourable Mr. Xi-
berras leads the field as usual; the Chief Minister has moved up
one— it is almost like a football league; the Minister of Educa-
tion still sits on the bottom, he has dropped from 2.3% to 1.23%.
Well, Sir, these figures are ﬂlummdtmg

The Honourable Mr. Xiberras has said a great deal, the
Chief Minister also, Education does not get anythmg [ agre
Sir, some Ministers are more verbose than others judged by the
number of words in policy statements. Perhaps this is reason-
able,  We also know that the Honourable Mr. Devincenzi, Sir,
is the addict of the short, sharp, concise form of speech. The
punget interjection. Read the Hansard, I think in one of them
he says: “Sir, the Honourable Mr. Featherstone”, he sat down
again and he never said anything else in the whole of the ses-
sion. The incisive turn of phrase. Sir. He abhors the polysyl-
labic, he is a devotee of the four-letter word. The fact remains,
Sir, policy on Education told to this House figures the least im-
portant. Yet the grapevine says much is happening in Educa-
tion. Is it that the Minister considers this House of little con-
sequence, and therefore need not be told anything? There is
no need to explain policy to us?  Or is it he has got too many
skeletons in the cupboard and he dares not speak for fear of ex-
posure? Or is it just he has no policy at all, Sir? He lives from
day to day to use a favourite phrase of the Government side:
“willy-nilly”. He solves problems as they arise, or he lets them
grow into bigger problems. Sir, the House deserves more res-
vect than that‘ The people of Gibraltar deserve more respect
than that.

The Ministry of Education, Sir. is the second most expen-
sive in Government, [ am leaving aside the Municipal part.  No
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less than £329.000 is projected to be spent on ke km ion in 1970,

And what do we get for all this money? From what the Honou-
rable Minister tells us —nothing Sir, in most rmc« a man is

damned by his own words. H we have the m;ymm The
silence of the Honourable Member is his most eloguent accuser,
%% %;;;5 censurad himself, [ compiend. Sir. the motion io the

Mr. Speaker then invited discussion on the motion

Hon L DEVINCENZL:

¥

Pt

Mr. Speaker, one would vave thought that w hen the Honou-
rable Mr. Featherstone, under the influence of frusts ,Siz‘m hat
his only ability to be constructive. thought of bringing a motion
of censure to this House, that he had something useful te say.
But this is not the case. He criticises and u&z pls to be des-
fructive with one aim and one aim only, and that aim is not b ased
on Educational grounds, but solely on political w“mum\ md, ui-
f:éz}i;hié}ii%y pagerness for power. Perhaps, he might be tempted
to deny the latter, but I doubt very much hethu he will dis-
agree with the former. Is he pretending that he cares about
Education? Let us have a quick imk at his record as my shadow
Minister.  As I look across, I am tempted to say a very ‘pale sha-
dow. Apart from the ill-conceived and ill-fated motion, which
he has brought to the House, he has not asked a single question
at question time today directed at me. But that is nothing. This
s not new to him. Neither did he put any question to me at the
last House of Assembly. On reflection, however, he has probably
heen taking a very timid course of action pm%i‘i}lv because he
thinks that it is not worthwhile asking questions; per hapx he is
not interested enocugh; or perhaps because he knows all the ans-
wers, [t could also be a combination of the three.

L

Mr. Speaker, although the Honourable Mr. Featherstone has
spukﬂi at length on the 11 plus and also on the question of the
C.E.O. and the q,wnpui@mmfl system, the motion which he has
%’n‘emght to the House seemed to be much wider than that. In
fact he accuses me and censures me on the affairs of the Depart-
ment as a whole. Now, [ am sure that the House both the posi-
tive side in the Government benches, and the negative side
across the Chamber, would like to hear at least part of the advan-
ces and achievements, without making long speeches, that have
faken place in 8 short but progressive %mmihs; and if T may add.
enjovable months.

[ do so, the i{mzw would no doubt like to
the guestion ¢t the %LE:‘&;G ates time, the Op-
query one single item of Expenc . one way
» Buc dget session, and ';n fact they even agreed
x offered to the Chief Education Officer which
the very hwﬂ of the list.  Have fthey now
hat should be paid to this gentle-
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past- ém;w‘ In a V(?i?i%??} they probably entertain the vain hope
{hat politically i is fo their advantage to do so.

Sir, another item which comes to mind is that after many
rears, the Domestic S

stic Science Laboratory at Rosia School is Zxa/z.rw
it Joseph's School at John Mackintosh Hall. Sir,
>, might not look very exciting in ifself, but in
effect, it means that the girls at St }ose;m s School will no lon-
oor have to go to Rosia School for their domestic science, ?ﬁis
ai course, In “the past has entailea that rain or shine, they eitlr

sus or walked up there. In addition to this, we have ;n
killed two birds with one stone, in the sense that Rosia
hool. which of course had been vacated will now be used by
rgaret’s School, which has been absolutely to the brimful

I

for ma ny vears now, will be used as an annex. And this again
has been achieved after very careful planning and thought.

Now, Sir, the summer vacation course which has been a fea-
ture of Education in the past will be continued this year, but with
improvements., For the first time a boy from the Gibraltar and
Dockyard Technical School was awarded a scholarship; and in

fact. he was sent to England.  Whilst on the question of the
%mmncal College, we are now moving forward in a direction of

eootiating with the Ministry of Deft,,nce {Navy) for acqguiring
the land adjacent to the College for future possible development.
This sort of thing, Sir, takes planning and it takes effort, and
thev do not just grow up like that. In fact, whilst on the ques-
tion of the Technical College, to which we attach a lot of impor-
tance, 2 lecturers were requested: one has already been appoint-
ed and the post for the other has already been advertised.

Sir an increase of over 1007 of classes being given for
adult education at John Mackintosh Hall, that is from 11 last
year to 28 this year. There is one in parm(ular, Sir, which I re-
commend to the Honourable Mr. Featherstone.

Sir, again, pezhapb this is a minor point, but they all add
up. Two youth clubs have been opened during my term of
office.

Due to possible implications from the proposed new Educa-
tional Ordinance R@g}(}i‘i, which in fact has already been comple-
ted and handed to me, due to the possible proposal from this
Report, we extended the Youth I"‘mpi{}xmeni Temporary Provi-
sion Ordinance, which T am sure the House is aware.

The Laguna School, a long cherished dream of the Depart-
nent, will now become a reality.  As you already know tenders
vere invited and Government will be replving to them verv,

ery hwz‘f%” Of course, this is due. to some extent. to all the
cet from the Honourable Mr. Featherstone,

After very considerable amount of thought and w
strial Training Ordinance, is scheduled to be brough
VLVery, xzémii now.
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Siv, for the first %'“sf\ in its history, the Department organi-
sed and is paying for a Biology, f,écf‘;wuzgi fietd mzy outside
Gibraltar.  Sir, ?iw @iﬁ@aiiﬁiﬁ&? also {;15@&7&%*% in collaboration
with O.D.M. a Conference, as wo already know, on wz‘ng}rehezzv
sive education. The fact that this was not held is cert tainly not
our fault.  Unfortunately, as you probably know there was a
motion in the GTA zisgn ng. If I remember correctly this mo-
tion was proposed by a very prominent member of the AACR,
although in all fa%m{f@s ; mu»t say, that he did say that it was
noc meant on pohitical grounds. 1 would not say it was or that
it was not but I am sure some people would not believe this.

Sir, once again, for the very first time ever the Department
opened a nursery school, in order to help mothers to go o work.
It is the infention of the Department to review the situation with

regard to further possible demands and take any aciion which
ihcy consider necessary. After hearing the Hon. Mr. Feather-
stone, I am tempted again to offer the facilities of the nursery
to him.  He really cannot say I have not been generous with
him now.

Sir, and what about the holidays for youths?  Here again
we are m,uéxmg available £1,200 for youths holidays in U.K. This
Sir, 1\ an addition to the number of grants being given to youth
clubs.  Needless to say this is the first time thdt !:hu) is happen-
ing.  But we have not, Sir, forgotten at all, although the Honou-
rable Mr, Featherstone might think so, the children. In fact,
Sir, we think so much about them and their welfare, that this

vear we me spending very nearly £13.0600 to send them on holi-
ddvs to UK. This is about ,5;9, 000 more than last year. In fact
an m(*eay* of over 3009 . In this connection it is appropriate
to say that many of these will be going on an exchange basis. In
fact some 200 U.K. children will be coming over to our own
homes, and about 100 are going from rzbriﬂtm to UK., of
course, in addition to other huhdayb

Sir, [ do not propose to keep the House here much longer
but uht going very briefly on the question of the 11 plus. the
frankly a lot of very naive accusations and unfounded accusa-
tions have been levelled at me, and [ repeat this, for purviv po»
litical purposes. There are many, many things which go to th
Department, and the Honourable Mr. Featherstone thinks of mw
thing politically, where can I gain?  Obviously the 11 plus. He
thinks he has a chance to make political capital and he is trying
to do so in the House, which is farr enough, and also through
ns he contributes or manages, or surely controls.

siv, I do not for a moment agree that T shirked my responsi-
hilities as Minister to answer questions to mothers, fathers nor
T.V. or anything of the sort. This is a lie, and I think he knows
it. I went on T.V. the awwk after the examinations were held.
Surelv, this is not a very long time.  As T have already explained
IV.oand T do not propose to ¢o over it again, [ was asked to
go on TV, the very same evening.  Why should T go? [ knew
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that there were bound to be other developments.  Should I go
on T.V. every day there is something? Of course not. The wise
thing to do was to wait, see what would happen, the reaction of
the people, and then go on T.V. and explain. And I think seven
days after is not too much.

Now, there has been a lot of criticism levelled again at the
Department @nd in fact even some at personalities. Let me in-
form the Honourable Mr. Featherstone that I am the one who
takes full responsibility for anything that happens in the Depart-
ment. It is not true, at least I am sure of it, that the Acting
Chief Education Officer said that he would consult me and make
his decision after consulting me. This is not true. When the
Acting Chief Education Officer said this, he was in fact referring
to the teachers, that he had consulted the teachers, the Head-
teachers but of course the final responsibility rested with him.
He of course was thinking in terms with the teachers or himself,
but not as regards to the Minister. I do not propose to answer
a lot of nonsense here, but just pick one or two. On the ques-
tion of whether the papers were sent open or closed, papers were
requested and in fact they were supposed to be closed papers
certainly not open papers. The fact that a school happened to
have one paper, was very unfortunate, in fact that school had
not done those tests in the true sense. What happened was that
this particular Headmaster must have got hold of one paper, per-
haps a long time ago, and he used it to test some of the children.
That is why it had to be withdrawn. But of course they were
closed papers.

Another point that brought up the question of the Constitu-
tion, whether it was considered correct. I think I already ans-
wered him. The answer is that it was correct to do so. He also
mentioned why I was in the room when this meeting took place.
Sir, he seems to know quite a lot about what happens, or he
thinks he knows. I was not in the room. I was being kept ful-
ly informed of all the happenings, and the decision in fact was
mine. I am very glad that I took this decision. Who is the
Honourable Mr. Featherstone to say that this was the wrong de-
cision? I know that there were figures of 2% and 3% and what
have you—I wonder if this is a bank rate—but why should I be
in the room? There were the nine teachers who were concern-
ed with these exams, there was the Acting Chief Education Offi-
cer; and I although I agreed fully with them, I took their advise;
heard what they had to say and I agreed. Perhaps it might be of
interest to say that the GTA while not committing themselves to
anything, because they said they had not been consulted. Again
this was rather late as one of them, who spoke for himself, I
must admit this did say that from the facts available he agreed
it was the right decision.  None of the other members of the
GTA present at the meeting rose to say anything against it.
50, whether they agreed or not, I do not know, but by indication
one would gather that they themselves saw that under the cir-
cumstances given, it was the right decision. But perhaps even
more important we have in Gibraltar now an Education Adviser
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of the Ministry of Overseas Development, Mr. Brown, as Mr. Fea-
therstone has mentioned before.  This man is a man of great
experience, in fact he was an H.M.IL (Her Majesty’s School Ins-
pector), he too was responsible to the Ministry, he too can go
around any school, anywhere in i:i}fe U.K. and they can test tea-
chers, the '*5 can do anything é’,ﬁw like in fact in schools on educa-
tional grounds. So he is a man of {‘f; eat experience. [ am glad
to say that Mr. Brown has told me » that if T wanted fo say so thdt
[ could say it, and that is that he entirely agrees with the deci-
sion that was taken not to postpone the exams any further. Na-
turally, if we had postponed the exams, and supposing the Head-
teachers had said we should not mam{me them. and the Chief
Education Officer has said we should not postpone them, and I
had over-ruled them, what would Mr. Featherstone have said?
Here you have a man 6 or 7 months in the Deparfment over-ru-
ling what the Headteachers and the Chief Education Officer had
said. Who does he think he is?

Now, Sir, I want to end very briefly. [ want to give an op-
portunity to Mr. Featherstone to :3}3@8\& again — it is delightful
to hear him. In fact, he said so many clever things that T am
tempted to offer him the post of Chief Education Officer. I won-
der whether he would care to take it.

Sir, very briefly, on the question of the Chief Education Offi-
cer, I would like to say and remind the House again of the posi-
tion agreed that Sunday, the 21st of December, this is, and, I
hope that they do know about it—the G@p{}altlonwthe Gover-
nor's 1€Spf}nbibihty to appoint the Chief Education Officer. The
responsibility of the Minister is to set out the qualifications, say
what sort of a man he wants and then it is up to the Governor to
make the appointment, and naturally this would be done through
the O.D.M. [ think you will agree that the O.D.M. are very
experienced people in recruiting. A very powerful organisation.
They are in fact the people who gave us £4m. They are the
people who have now -— the British Government as you know
have committed themselves to comprehensive. In fact they feel
that we can obtain the man we want at this salary. This salary
of £2,100 is not all. First of all there is the inducement allow-
ance. Also, of course, there is the restructuring exercise that
Mr. Marsh is mt%éftaking I am sure that this will prove an

adequate amount for the standard of Chief Education Officer we
require — and I do not know how much Mr. Marsh is going to
recommend — surely this could be nearer £3,000 than anything
else. Now, for that figure, there could be many reasons why a
man of the calibre we want will be willing to come to Gibraltar.
It is not for me to say that unless we pay £3,500 we will not get
a good one — in fact we could get a very bad one.  As a mat-
ter of fact, it is also true that for this salary of nearly £3,000
we could get a very good one. In any case I am very pleased
to say that we are expecting verv soon
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Hon, P. J. Isorna:

[ am impressed by the responsible, and reasoned way in
which the Minister has put forward for the information and
enlightenment of the House and in particular of the Honourable
mover of the motion, the policy of his department and what is
happening in that department. [ contrast that, and [ hope the
Minister will forgive me for saying this, T contrast that with the
rather more eloquent exposition we have had from the Honour-
able Mr. Featherstome—but an eloquent exposition of nothing.
We have heard time and time again from Members of the Oppo-
sition that they will oppose and that they will offer constructive
criticism.  There are been little constructive  criticism
on the part of the Honourable Mr. Featherstone on
the situation that exists with regard to the I1-plus and the ap-
pointment of a new Chief Education Officer.  Knowing as he
must well do, having regard to his long experience in public
service, knowing as he must well do the problems and emotions
that the 11-plus test generates, and the problems that face any
Government, or any responsible body in the appointment of a
person fo a post at a salary higher 'than that categorized for that
post, he has dealt flippantly with the whole thing. He has just
said what the people want to hear. The poor children — the
poor suffering children — [ do not think his contribution helped
to relieve that suffering at all, Sir. He gave vent to the annoyance
of the Gibraltar Teachers’ Association, thus hoping to capture
their support, but said nothing at all, nothing at all, of all the
matters on which he has commented in his newspaper with re-
gard to the performance of different people, and indeed with
regard to the performance on certain matters by the Associa-
fion.

Sir, [ said in opening I was impressed with what the Min-
ister has said because [ think in his own quiet and inimitable
fashion, he has told us — given us a picture — of the whole work
of his Department. The Department of Education does not con-
sist in running the 1l1-plus and appearing on television, the
running of the Department of Education consists in showing
orderly progress in the educational field. And we find a techni-
cal scholarship has been awarded this year. This, perhaps he
may think is a small matter, but it is an important matter in
that establishment — to see that Government is doing something
and sending people for further training. We have the opening
of two youth clubs — that is an important step forward. The
extra money being made available for school holidays this year;
the granting of extra funds to youth clubs for holidays during
the year; the sixth form excursion into Morocco — this is some-
thing completely novel — an excellent idea; an idea to be
commended. The continuous planning on the comprehensive
education that is needed and has been going on. In this con-
nection, Sir, I must express surprise at the Honourable Mr.
Featherstone’s questions about Mr. Brown — and indeed in
all fairness, I do not know whether the Gibraltar Evening Post
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reports correctly, I have heard it said that it does not on occasion
— but I was most surprised to hear a member of the Gibraltar
Teachers’ Association saying at a meeting, or reported to be
saying at a meeting, I cannot believe it, saying: Who is Mr.
Brown? As if Mr. Brown had suddenly descended on Gibraltar
in 1970. Mr. Brown, Sir, for the information of the Members
of the House, appeared in Gibraltar for the first time in mid
1968, and was welcomed to Gibraltar on behalf of the Gibraltar
Teachers’ Association by Mr. Reed who was then President of
that Association, on behalf of the Teachers Association. He is
not a new phenomenon, he is somebody who has been coming
regularly to Gibraltar and regularly advising the Government,
the Chief Education Officer, and indeed a great number of tea-
chers. He has been round all the schools. He has done tre-
mendous sterling work for education in Gibraltar. I cannot
believe that members of the Teachers’ Association were asking
five days ago or two weeks ago: Who is Mr. Brown? I cannot
believe that ignorance exists. It just does not; it just cannot
be true.

Sir, the Honourable Mr. Featherstone attacked the decision
on this question of ‘the 11-plus; he said it went contrary to the
motion that was passed on July 21st 1964 in the predecessor o
this House, the Legislative Council, on my motion; and he read
just one particular part of the motion. I will not read the whole,
I do not think it is necessary. He did not mention incidentally,
Sir, that the only people who voted against the motion were the
members of the AACR in the Legislative Council at that time.
The Honourable and Learned the Leader of the Opposition and
the Honourable Mr. Serfaty, and I shall have something to say
about that. There in that motion, we said: “desiring that the
education in the Infant and Junior Schools should be placed on
broader basis and freed from the pressures placed on it by the
present requirements of the 11-plus selection test.” We found
at that time, rightly or wrongly in 1964, that because we had
three test papers in the 11-plus test, the whole examination, the
whole shool curriculum in the primary schools, was geared to
this 11-plus test, and they did nothing else. We thought that
was bad, that was wrong, that was not the real purpose of pri-
mary education. This is why we did away with the English
and Arithmetic tests. It was on educational grounds, it was not
felt that it was necessary to have these tests, and by reducing
the test to a verbal reasoning test we thought we would take off
the pressures of the 11-plus in the primary schools and enable
the primary schools to have a broader basis of education than
they were having up till then. This was sound educational po-
licy. Whether this has in fact worked, whether this has turned
out to be the case since then, I would not like to say; I would
say that it certainly did help, it certainly did achieve the trick.
But that did not mean that the English and Arithmetic tests
were not considered good tests, they were, and they are good
selective tests. I think that to say that the policy on the 11-plus
has been changed because of what happened this year, is abso-
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lute nonsense. A close analysis of what happened shows that
to be so. But what I would like to say, Sir, since this particu-
lar motion was raised, that the reason why the AACR members
voted against it, the reason why they voted against it was be-
cause there was an election pending and they felt that the de-
cision should be left to the next Government. The Honourable
and Learned Leader of the Opposition, in the course of his
speech, mentioned the existence then of a nebulous coalition;
he said “when this present nebulous coalition terminates with
the elections, then let a proper Government and Opposition
decide this issue.” In those elections they promised the elec-
torate they would do away with the 11-plus in April 1965, This
political gimmickry over education was on then, it is no new
tactor in the Opposition policies on education. It was then
used politically to win an election in the same way it is now
being used politically to 'try and discredit the Minister of Edu-
cation and his work in his Department.  They promised the
electorate they would do away with the 11-plus, but then, as
things would have it, fate was bitter with them and they did not
get a majority in the new Legislative Council. So they had w0
form another coalition—this time with Sir Peter Russo.  And,
Sir, at what price was that coalition formed? This is the im-
portant thing — at what price the educational policies of Mrs.
Chiappe were put in cold storage? The promise to do away
with the 11-plus in April 1965 was shelved and instead the usual
thing was done; to have a commission an education.  That was
the interest the Opposition had in Education then, and that,
I submit to the House, is the interest that they have today judg-
ing from what the Honourable Mr. Featherstone has said in sup-
port of his motion. I would like, Sir, the House to consider
seriously the situation that was created when this happened. 1
was notf, incidentally, for the information of the Honourable
Mr. Featherstone, in Gibraltar at the time,  But let us consider
the situation that occurred. There was a mess-up about the
11-plus test papers. It is no fault of the Department, no fault
of the Minister — no-one is seriously, T hope, suggesting this.
They just did not come, or the wrong ones came or they went
to Malta: and there were children who had just done a verbal
reasoning test and had to be tested again in accordance with the
policy of making it a reasonable test of ability.  What was a
Minister to do in ‘those circumstances? A decision had to be
taken, and he took the best professional advise available to the
Minister. You may think it is good, you may think it is bad;
but it was the best professional advise available to him.  And
that was the Chief Education Officer (Acting) and the Headteach-
ers of the schools concerned. The Honourable Mr. Featherstone
tried to put in a suggestion there of pressurizing of Headtea-
chers. This shows hew little the Honourable Mr. Featherstone
knows about education and about feachers.  To suggest that
Headteachers can be pressurized is to show an abismal ignorance
of our teachers in Gibraltar, or alternatively to show a certain
amount of wilful malice to the Minister.  This was a decision
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made and it was a perfectly commonsense decision. Of course
[ can understand the children being upset by it. Of course I
can.  Anybody would be upset by suddenly having put before
him a test of which he or she had no previous notice. But, in-
cidentally, the architects of the original 119plus test did con-
ceive the 11-plus test exactly in those terms: that there should
be little or no preparation for them. English and Arithmetic,
[ would have thought, should have and would have had, exten-
sive tuition in the primary schools. I do not think there was
anything that would do harm to the children in this. In any
event they were all faced with the same problem. Nobody was
at a disadvantage. The Minister’s statement just now as to how
the papers would be marked ensures that there will be no dis-
advantage. The parents in Gibraltar, and this is what I think
should be the message that goes out of ‘this House tonight, the
parents of Gibraltar can be assured that no children would be
penalised as a result of what has happened. We have the Hon-
ourable Minister’s assurance that a child who has achieved gram-
mar school standard in the verbal reasoning test will obtain a
place in the grammar school. We also have an assurance
that a child who does well in all three will equally go there:
and [ know how conscientious the Department is in looking
at the marks in the 11-plus test, and how careful they always
are, and they always have been, to be fair to the children in
whose charge they have been put. What is all this fuss
about? What is this suggestion that the Honourable Mr. Fea-
therstone makes, the constructive suggestion apparently of say-
ing: let all those who pass — I knew he would make it, it was
in the Gibraltar Post prior to this meeting this evening — let
all those who pass go into the Grammar School, and let all those
who fail have another test. Does the Honourable Mr. Feather-
stone know anything about the 11-plus? I very much doubt it.
Does he not know that there is no such thing as passing or fail-
ing in the 11-plus test. It is a selective test in which you cream
off the best 25 per cent of children and you put them in the
Grammar School. You cream off the best 58 or 60 or 56 of
each sex and you put them in their respective Grammar Schools;
and they are the people whom we say have passed. Experience
shows that the Department is generous when it creams off 25% .
In actual fact I would say that the number of children of real
Grammar School standard in Gibraltar, in any one sex, is about
45 in one year. So that nobody need have any worries that their
children have been at a disadvantage or their children have not
been treated properly. It is an impossibility, and the Honour-
able Mr. Featherstone should have realised this, it is an impos-
sibility to say: those who pass will pass and then we will test
those who fail again.  Where are you going to put them? Shall
we build another Grammar School to put them in? T mean the
whole thing, Mr. Speaker, is ridiculous, and shows, in my view,
an appalling ignorance by the shadow Minister of Education of
the 11-plus and of his duties. Instead of spending his time
working out absurd mathematical problems and counting — [
mean this is an extraordinary mincf that Mr. Featherstone has,
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Mr. Speaker, of having faken the trouble to count every single

word that has been said by Government Ministers in this House.

I really do think he might benefit from a little talk in the Dep-

artment with the Officials and the Minister as to what the 11-

gi?s is about, instead of indulging in these mathematical absur-
ities.

Sir, I would now like to move to the question of the Chief
Education Officer, and the appointment of him. Of course we
want a competent Chief Education Officer. We also want a
competent Director of Tourism and a competent Director of
Labour, and a good Director of Works. Of course we do — we
all wan't that. But is Mr. Devincenzi, the Minister going to
select that person?  Are the GTA going to select them? Is the
Chief Minister going to select them? Is that the Government we
want? Is that the independence in the Civil Service that we
seek? This is nonsense again, Sir.  The appointment of the
Chief Education Officer is a matter for the Governor under the
Constitution to which the AACR and everybody here, except
the Honourable Major Gache, subscribed to. The Constitution
says the Chief Education Officer shall be appointed by the
Governor in consultation with the Chief Minister. That is the
position and nobody can change it. I do not think anybody
wants to change it. What the Minister has said, and has said
quite rightly, we have asked that a Chief Education Officer be
appointed with the ability and the qualifications to run a Dep-
artment — the administration of a Department — and to also
have the educational qualifications to cover the Department in
the important transition period from the selective system of
education into the comprehensive system of education. But lis-
tening to Members opposite and listening and reading what I
have read in the press, one would think that no work has been
done on this at all. A tremendous amount of work has been
done on the transition period from the selective system to the
comprehensive system of education. There is no question about
it at all. Of course we want somebody to put this into effect;
but what guarantee has the Gibraltar Teachers’ Association,
what guarantee has the Honourable Mr. Featherstone, that if
you offer a salary of £3,500 you will get such a man? Or if
vou offer a salary of £5,000 you will get such a man? The Hon-
ourable Mr. Featherstone gave us the position of a Headmaster
of a comprehensive school in England. I presume he is refer-
ring to one of the larger schools, that he gets a salary of £3,500
a year. What the position is after the deduction of tax is some-
thing which T would have thought, with his mathematical wis-
dom, he would have given us the advantage of hearing. Be-
cause that is, surely, the important factor to an applicant Jor
Chief Education Officer; and that is, what is the net salary he is
going to get at the end of the year. The Honourable Mr. Fea-
therstone is aware, and all members of this House must surely
e aware, of the restructuring of salaries that Mr. Marsh is at
the moment engaged in. It would be idle to suppose that Mr.
Marsh when considering the salaries of Heads of Departments
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in Gibraltar Government positions, did not take into account
the need and the desirability of having highly paid posts within
the Government.  Surely it is within fhai structure that we
must seek, in the first instance, to obtain a new Chief Education
Officer. I mean it is all very well for the Honourable Mr. Fea-
therstone to say: offer £3,500 or £4,000 to a gaz*tmuiar Head of a
Department because he feels that is the only way to get one who
can do the job right. Is this pr m{fig}ifﬁ going to be appiied to all
Government g}asi%f To my mind education is perhaps the most
important department in any Government. Others have differ-
ent views; bﬁi I cannot doubt the Director of Works is also an
extremely important person in the Government, [ cannot deny
that the Financial beﬁretazy‘%b an extremely important person
in the Government of Gibraltar. Do we just look around and
say Education will receive £3,500; the Financial Secretary keep-
ing the £2,600, and Labour will get £4,000 because the Honoura-
ble Mr. Xiberras is a man of great influence in the Government?
Is that the way you are going to pay people for posts? Surely,
you must make an aftempt t@ obtain the services of a Chief
Education Officer within the ambit of present salaries, within
the ambit of the inducement allowance and within the ambit of
the restructuring of salaries for Heads of Departments that is
being under?aken at the moment by Mr. Marsh. What is the
point of Mr. Marsh saying for instance: the Head of the &du-
cation . Department should receive £2,600 in June, when you
have already appointed somebody at £3,500. Is there any sense
in this? This is surely the issue which responsible members
in the House must face. This is surely the issue. The respon-
sibility in this House is to vote the monies that are required for
a proper Head of a Department in every Department of the Gov-
ernment.  But not to decide themselves what is the money
that should be offered, or what is the money that should not be
offered. Thereiore, 1 think that the stand of the Minister on
the appointment of a Chief Education Officer is a perfectly
proper and correct one. He has set out his requirements and
then it is up to the Ministry of Overseas Development or to the
Public Service Commission, to make ‘their recommendations o
the Governor; and when they have been made, it is the duty of
the Governor, in consultation with the Chief Minister, surely,
to decide whether the conditions put forward by the Minister ¢
Education had been met and complied with. That, I think,
the proper procedure; we must not be panicked into any othe:
procedure. [t is a malter, Mr. Speaker, to me, of some regret,
of some sadness, that the Gibraltar Teachers’ Assouamon should
have misinterpreted the wish of the Minister and ‘the wish of
the Government to have a properly f;uaii?ie}d man as Chief kdu-
cation Officer. And it is a matter of sadness and regret, I think, for
all of us who are interested in Education, that thev should have
decided to boycott the Seminar on wzm}rehenswe education
which would surely have helved them to achieve what they want
to achieve in Gibraltar, which is a comprehensive system af’
education. And it is a matter of regret as well what I read, -
and [ read in the Post — [ do not know whether it is correct or
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not, and that is this policy or non-cooperation with the Acting
Chief Education Officer of the Department. This is Bedlam. This
is chaos. This is Clive Jenkins at his worst. By all means let the
Gibraltar -Teachers’ Association express their views forcibly;
by all means let them quarrel with the Minister; and I hope (he
Minister will listen to them as often as it is required and will
consult them on matters of general policy. This is a sensible
thing for him to do and I am sure he will do. But it must never
be forgotten that the government of the Department of Educa-
tion is vested in the Chief Education Officer who is responsible
to the Minister, who is in turn responsible to this House who is
in turn responsible to the people of Gibraltar and ncbody else.
And that principle none of us in this House can allow to be
in any way interfered with by anybody or by any union, however
strong it may be. The Government of Gibraltar is vested in the
elected representatives of the people of Gibraltar and in
nobody else. I do hope that the Gibraltar Teachers
Association while fighting strongly for their rights, while
continuing to pressurise public opinion to what they think
is right and educationally sound, will nevertheless remember
that the Chief Education Officer has responsibilities; and it is
up to them to co-operate with him and to accept his
directives where the administration of his department is con-
cerned. Sir, having said all this you are no doubt aware that
cannot possibly show any approbation for what the Honourable
Mr. Featherstone has said; said, I think, lightly, flippantly and
without the sense of responsibility we would have expected from
a shadow Minister of Education. As I said before, I have been,
and I am sure all Honourable Members of the House have been,
extremely impressed with the quiet and dignified manner in
which the Honourable Mr. Devincenzi has dealt with the accu-
sations leveled against him and has put forward what is happen-
ing in his department today. Therefore I would like to
suggest to the House, some slight amendment to the motion —
it is of course of some substance I need hardly say — and that
is, Sir, I propose that the motion be amended by the deletion of
the word “deplores” in the first line thereof and by the substi-
tution therefor of the word “approves’”. By the deletion of the
word ‘“censures’” in the third line thereof and the substitution
therefor of the word *‘commends”. Mr. Speaker, and Honourable
Members of the House, you will have heard, you will no doubt
appreciate my reasons for suggesting these amendments, and
I do hope that the House will approve them. I do hope that the
Honourable Mr. Featherstone will feel that the points he wished
to make have been made and that it is his duty, having regard
to what has been said by the Minister, it is his duty now, having
heard the defence, it is his duty to vote with the motion as
amended. I accordingly move, Sir, in the terms of the amend-
ment — I have made a little copy and 1 will let the mover have
one. I am sure he would like to read it, Mr. Speaker, and the
Minister. T thank you, Sir.
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Mr. Speaker the invited discussion on the amendment to the
motion.

Hon. Sir Josdua Hassaw:

Mr. Speaker, I do not want to deal with that because it is
just a way of traversing the whole motion, and this is really a
gimmick, and will not carry any weight. I am not going to deal
with the merits of this because they have been adequately dealt
with by the mover. But I do want to deal with one or two mat-
ters which have been raised in which reference has been made
to me and to the previous Government. In the first place Mr.
[sola speaks about the fact that the AACR have no interest in
Education. I wonder how he was able to bear with us since
July ’65 until the last day before the General Election and for
a great part of that time as Minister for Education. What is
it? Either he did not . . .

Hon. P. J. IsoLa:
Because you agreed with all my proposals.

Hoxn. Sir JosHua HASSAN:

Exactly. That is what I was going to say, I know. If we
agreed with his proposals, because that was his responsibility,
then we had an interest in Education. If we had not had an
interest in Education we would not have given him, as we gave
him deliberately time and time again, all the help that the Min-
ister of Education, for all we know, may be receiving from his
colleagues now. The only difference of course is that now he is
on that side of the House and we are on this side. He is still
there. On the question of the motion that was referred and
the reason why we did not vote in favour of it, I think the Han-
sard is quite clear, if I may be allowed. T would like to remind
members that in July '64 we did not have a ministerial system,
we had a membership system in which all people were Govern-
ment and Opposition. That is why [ called it the nebulous
coalition, because we were all together and we were all apart.
This was the system that was dying and we knew the Landsdowne
Constitution was giving ministerial responsibility and Govern-
ment and Opposition. This meeting in July — the elections
had already been fixed for the 10th September — was called at
the instance of the Honourable Mr, Isola, and this is part of what
I said at the time: “the crux of this debate is that this House is
dying, and that the people who have 1o judge the future of Edu-
cation are not members of this House, but the electorate. The
Honourable Member for Education can confirm that I have
scarcely ever touched upon his domain of Educdation, or inter-
fered with the manner in which he carried out his duties. 1
and the members of my party have been loval to this nebulous
coalition which is now dying. And the difficulties explained
by the Honourable Member for Education could almost be inter-
preted as a funeral oration for the nebulous coalition. When
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a Government of four elected members is divided two against
two, it shows, whatever the decisions of this House may be today,
that the system is fast dying. It is because the system is fast
dying that we have said all along that this is not the time io
bring about any changes in the educational system for the sim-
ple reason that either we or any other person that may form
the next Government may have different ideas and may wish to
scrap whatever is decided now. Our attitude, and 1T am encour-
aged 'to see that three responsible persons writing in the papers
share exactly the same view, is clear. One letter finishes by
saying: ‘Lastly why the hurry for the motion at the end of the
present Council’s life and in the throes of an impending elec-
tion when this education problem may well be a major issue.’
Another letter finishes: ‘After five years in office it seems to me
that all this haste to rush the thing through is unseemly. A
very controversial matter could well have been reserved as an
election issue’. A further letter says: ‘Though I do not neces-
sarily condemn the proposals put forward by Mr. Isola and the
Board of Education, I believe that they are honestly made as a
result of earnest study and they deserve consideration, but I do
agree that such a controversial and important matter should
not be suddenly rushed through in the last rose of the present
Council's life’.” It is a very long letter and I need not bother—
it is just to clear the position. What we felt was that this was
very important and this is why we did not vote on that motion.
But in fact it stated quite clearly that he had asked for a meet-
ing and I had readily agreed — even though it was in summer
and we were going to the elections — because he wanted to get
this through. Now, whatever may be said by the Honourable
Minister against the last system, or anything in contrast, is as
much a reflection on the Honourable Backbencher on that side
as it is on those colleagues of his who were in the Government.
He was responsible for education for a certain time; he was
given free latitude and almost every help that was required.
That was what we considered to be teamwork. It is no use
now trying to say that all the others were bad, and I was the only
good one. Well, if you were the only good one why did you re-
main among the bandits for so long?

Hon. J. CARUANA:

Mr. Speaker, I welcome this amendment by the Honourable
and Learned Mr. Isola because the spirit is in such great con-
trast to the spirit expostulated so eloquently by the Honourable
Mr. Featherstone who aims in typical fashion at sensationalism,
and plays to the gallery. In his own inimitable way he blows
a trumpet of gloom. of despondency and of despair. This is
demonstrated not only in this House, but elsewhere. The new
amendment passes from this air of animosity and trying to
create the division between certain sectors and others, &igoes
from the constructive to the positive, and not to the destructive.
[ think that it is about time that someone mentioned something,
and that it should not be forgotten, and a form of apology to come
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out of this House to Mr. Brown and Mr. Pearce for the incon-
venience, in fact one would say in this House a disgraceful
inconvenience, caused to them by the decision taken to boycott
the Seminar on the comprehensive system. I, personally, and
[ am sure my colleagues, apologise for this inconvenience to
these two people and to all the people who worked so hard o
organise a very difficult Seminar for the benefit of teachers,
parents and children who would have been instructed at great
expense and time and effort, in instructing the people of Gib-
raltar in fact what comprehensive system is and how it works.
I think Mr. Speaker, that everything, or more or less every-
thing, that has to be said of substance has already been said.
[ thank you.

Hon. M. XIBERRAS:

Mr. Speaker, Sir, [ feel very much like the Honourable Min-
ister for Medical Services in rising. A great deal has been said
on this side of the House and a great deal which is sensible
and right. I cannot hide that I find the demeanour of
the Honourable Member opposite, mover of the motion, very
irritating. I think he has been most unfair. EKven accepting
the give and take of parliamentary debate, most unfair about
the terms and 'the language in which he has attacked my Hon-
ourable Colleague, the Minister for Education. May I say that
whether I was a teacher or not, and the Honourable Mr. Feather-
stone often refers to this fact, I do not know what he is intend-
ing to prove by it, that now as a Minister, I am proud to serve
with the Minister for Education and I think he has given ample
evidence not of being a coward, far from it. He has stood up,
perhaps with less verbal dexterity than the Honourable Member
opposite, but certainly with a good deal more manliness, a good
deal more guts. (Hear, hear).

Now, I think there is one point of substance in the Honour-
able Member opposite’s speech. And that is the appointment
of the Chief Education Officer to which I must turn. But I must
decry this attempt to convert, not just a little failing of the Min-
ister, which it is.not, but an administrative accident, into some-
thing ‘the substance of a vote of censure on the Minister. Mind
you that the language he has used proves that the Honourable
Vlember opposite has little sense of proportion in the use of
words. It is not the mass of figures that you produce, or the
mass of numbers that you produce which make the point, but
a little bit of heart which I have not seen in the Honourable
Member’s speech at all. I think he thought it was his day. He
would make the speech of his life, he would attack this Minister
and he has seized on this administrative accident to further be-
fuddle and confuse the parents, precisely what quite reason-
ably the Minister for Education was trying to avoid. T think
that this, the 11-plus fiasco, as the tlonourable Member opposite
with his elegant choice of words has called it, was no more than
an administrative accident; that it raised certain problems with
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political implications, and I think that the Minister for Educa-
tion dealt with this problem wisely. And the first point which
proves this, and which T will put forward, is the relationship
between the Minister and the Civil Servants. The Honourable
Member opposite has tried to brow-beat the House, push all
sorts of little things and make them big. I am sure that he
would give his whole-hearted aftention in the Ministry of fduca-
tion, if he ever gets there, to the little things of his Department,
rather than look at the big things. What has happened ‘today
is that this side of the House has put forward the big things con-
fronting Education: when are we going to go comprehensive?
I do not accept ‘the excuses of the Honourable and Learned Lea-
der of the Opposition trying to justify why comprehensive was
dropped from the political programme of the last Government.

Hon. Sir JosHuA HAssaN:

Mr. Speaker, with greatest respect, I never mentioned one
word of that.

HoN. M. XIBERRAS:

[ am sorry, it must have been my Honourable and Learned
Friend. Perhaps it was the confusion between Honourable and
Learned. But certainly the truth of the matter is there. It is
indisputably there. It was made quite clear that as a result of
the pact with Sir Peter Russo the comprehensive system was
dropped. And also it is a fact that there was some dispute be-
tween my Honourable and Learned Friend and on the other side
by the Honourable and Learned Leader of the Opposition, as to
which should have priorily: housing or education. [ have seen
a statement to this effect, and I am sure it would have been un-
necessary to make this statement had there not been some dis-
pute about it, that education would have priority over housiny.
Was this a political victory of my Honourable and Learned Mem-
ber here? I prefer the first solution, which is the one which this
side of the House now has. As my Honourable Friend the Minis-
ter for Education has said, we have persuaded the British Gov-
ernment to give us money for both, and we hope we can build
this.  And we are doing something about this. There was a time,
mind you, when it was said: ‘We will never go comprehensive
because it will cost too much money’. There was a time when
this was said. My attitude, naive as it might have been in those
days, was: you ask money for this and for that and you may not
get it, but you ask money for a comprehensive school and you
will get it. T am glad to say that this argument went down very
well with the Minister in O.D.M. in the UK. Whilst I am on the
subject of a visit to England may I say that as early as that the
Minister for Education charged me with putting across specially
the need for a Chief Education Officer; and [ made the point very
strongly in O.D.M. and in F.C.O. May I say that in the past it
has taken longer to make appointments, and this I can say from
my experience in the Teachers’ Association.  This has been a
constant source of complaint. I can even remember a time when



136 Thursday, 9th April, 1970.

[ visited the Secretariat as a member of the GTA and was told
that one could not look a gift horse in the mouth. Now, this at-
titude this Government has certainly not accepted. The requi-
rements for the C.E.O. have been put across clearly.  All that
needs to be done at this end has been done. I agree both with
Teachers’ Association and with the Committee of 10 that has been
formed, that we should have a gap of so many months without a
Chief Education Officer, at this stage. But this is no fault of the
Government at all. The Government was well aware, the Gov-
ernment and members in the Government, were well aware long
before time, long before the last Chief Education Officer was due
to resign, that this would become an issue and representations
started very quickly., May I say also that the GTA was not all
that clear on what it wanted. I think the principles of *Gibral-
tarianisation,” and the principles of a high salary, was for some
time unresolved as far as the Union were concerned. Now, [
say that they have a point,—they have a general point to make.
But this is not mishandling at all by my Honourable Friend the
Minister for Education. And not one iota of what the Honour-
able Mr. Featherstone has said has proved otherwise.

My turn to be a little bit flippant now. I am not usually
flippant.  Flippant to begin with anyway. If the Honourable
Mr. Featherstone has counted all the words that were said . .

Hon. M. K. FEATHERSTONE:
Is that not a different thing?

Hon. M. XIBERRAS:

No. If the Honourable Mr. Featherstone was assiduous
enough to count up all the words said by this Government and
from that, with his mathematical brain, deducted what the effi-
ciency of the Minister was, I wonder how his theory would come
up if he counted the words spoken by the last Government seen
by all at the last election and what comment he would make of a
certain Minister in the last Government, much respected highly
voted. What would he say about that? Now, I am not going to
be absurd. What is more the Hon. Mr. Featherstone has a man-
ner of twisting things, statistics. Statistics were recommended
by Beeching—he can have his dig at me. if he likes—he knows
there were no statistics at all in the Labour Department. He
knows that it is absolutely necessary to have those statistics
there, and he can use statistics tc all purposes. A malicious
purpose is I think the worst of the lot. So whatever the lexico-
graphy of the Honourable Member opposite, whatever his use
of words, let us-look at the facts. Let us look at what he actual-
ly said to censure the Minister for Education.

The Teachers’ Association also has been wrong in this mat-
ter—has provided a certain kind of ammunition which the Hon-
ourable Member has twisted to his own purpose. I disagree
entirely with the decision to cancel the Seminar. I am not
afraid to say this.  When I was in the Union we were fighting
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for consultation. But consultation has its limits. One cannot
impinge on the P.S.C. I went in my time and fought for a high-
calibred man for Education. Fought for five years but I did not
say anything at all about the chap who occupied the post before,
who has just left. I said absolutely nothing about that. I did
not try to impose the selection on the Public Service Commission.
The GTA in this matter is perfectly justified in pushing for a good
appointment.  Of course, but it has no right to make that ap-
pointment itself. That is the matter for the Public Service Com-
mission,

May I go back to the 11 plus.  Was it right, or was it not
right in such a technical matter as Education, was it right or not
right what the Minister did? Should he have taken the decision
himself on political grounds or should he have listened to what
the advisors had te say. I remember one competent gentleman
expressing the view that perhaps there was too much political
influence at one time in the Department of Education for the
good of people, of the children, rather. In this particular issue
[ think that the Minister for Education acted with complete pro-
priety and complete good sense. Whether he went on television
one day before or one day afterwards is not such a major thing.
In fact, I think the acting Chief Education Officer is much more
conversant with the ins and outs of the 11 plus—I am twisting
the Honourable Mr. Featherstone’s argument about my being a
teacher—the Acting Chief Education Officer is much more able
to express the ins and outs of this complicated thing, which the
L1 plus is, than, with respect, my Honourable Friend. That point
was reassuring, a certain kind of reassurance to the parents,
that their children would not be unfairly treated. I am sure the
Honourable Mr. Featherstone with his prepared speech, would
have made that speech closely after my Honourable Friend went
on television, and the matter might very well have become a poli-
tical matter rather than a technical matter. And it was perfect-
ly right that the Acting Chief Education Officer should appear
and explain the position. He did not justify the position on po-
litical grounds.  He simply tried to explain it to the parents
which was followed by a letter—again it takes nothing at all to
sign a letter—which was signed by the Acting Chief Education
Officer, because this was a technical matter and this should not
have been a political matter at all, either then nor should it be
now. Where is the responsibility of the Minister for Education
for something that happened well away from here? But then
again, the Honourable Member opposite has even tried to cen-
sure the Minister for the Post Office. Again some flippancy on
the other side. You are attacking everybody.

Hon. M. K. FEATHERSTONE®
Not at all.

Hon. M. XIBERRAS :

[f, then, the Honourable mover had come forward with
something about the delay—regretting that delay—or even cen-
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suring the Minister for Education for the delay in the appoint-
ment of a Chief Education Officer, this would have been a good
thing, but to make the whole basis of his speech, I repeat, an ad-
ministrative accident which happened miles away from here, I
am sure others have happened—this is not worthy of the Hon-
ourable Mover's motives at all.

I will finish up now by saying again what [ have said bhefore
and that is that as far as my own department is concerned, the
Minister for Education has given nothing but support for the idea
that there is some connection between what we hope to do in
labour and how much of that can be done through education.
The comprehensive school, the Industrial Training Ordinance,
the nurseries—all these things do help my own department do
help the predicaments of Gibraltar. But he has accepted this
does not mean in the rather nasty way it was put across, that I
run the Minister for Education. The Minister for Education is
his own boss. While we think alike and if my problem now has
a particular importance, and if Ministers support what I put for-
ward, that does not mean to say by any means that I run the
Government. It simply means that even before Beeching was
here we had a comprehenswe policy in [.LW.B.P. which linked up
all these aspects, and that we came into Government with a well
crystalized policy, and that we have not quarrelled over things.
[ am sure that if there are quarrels to come they will come. If
the Minister for Education disagrees with something which T
have to say, we will quarrel. But I will not seek to have my own
way all the time. So far the Minister for Education has been no-
thing but help, and I think finally that the manner the tone—it
is a pity this will not be conveyed in the newspapers—the tone in
which he has bpoken tonight is admirable and makes the use of
such adjectives as ‘cowardly’ a complete nonsense. (Tapping on
table).

Hon. CHIEF MINISTER:

Mr. Speaker, I am glad to say that the Honourable Mr. Fea-
therstone, referring to me today, said that the Minister for Edu-
cation was a tool of a hawk. I would have resented if he had
said that he was under the influence of a dove. For that, I thank
you very much,

Hon. M. K. FEATHERSTONE:

Sir, on a point of clarification. I never said that the Minis-
ter was a tool of the Honourable Chief Minister being a hawk,
perhaps he is a dove, perhaps the hawks are others in the group.

Hoxn. CHIEF MINISTER:®
Well, [ think that the Minister for Education will assure him
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that if he is under anybody’s authority in Government he is un-
der me, and of that I have no doubt. So I do think that he could
have been referring to anybody else. Anyway, be that as it may,
we here are not a Government of statistics or words, we are a
Government of statistics of deeds. This is what counts at the end
of the four years. I think the deeds are already being done—the
good deeds. The Minister for Education today has not just given
figures or words, he has produced results. Holidays for children
to England; a nursery; more time on television; more youth
clubs.  Those are deeds: what has that got to do-with words?
Summing up thousands and thousands of words. What  little
game is he playing at night?  Just wonder, would a man of that
na.ure pass the 11 plus or be sent to some other institution? [
have appointed the Honourable Mr. Devincenzi as Minister for
Education because I know of his sincere dedication to children.
His greatest policy is that he loves children, and this is, I think,
the first necessary essence of a good Education Minister. Of that
[ have no doubt. And I defy anybody to say the opposite. I
also say and I defy this too; to tind another Education Minister
who has done so much in such a short time, under so many great
difficulties. Furthermore, T would like to find out if there has
been a Minister who has been abie to come here and say: this
Government is now committed to comprehensive education. This
Government are not just offering pie in the sky in saying so, ha-
ving had the commitment of Her Majesty’s Government. One
thing that is very important, is to build those schools. I can
announce here tonight that the consultants have already been
that we have not done it at the expense of housing. Now, I say,
appointed, and that we will be in a position to make an announ-
cement next week. These are not empty words. I can also say
taking all this into account is it fair that this motion of censure
against the Minister should have been introduced into this House
today. [Is it fair that the Honourable Mr. Featherstone should
have done all this, without finding out the facts first? Would it
not have been hetter if instead of counting words he should have
come along and asked the question to the Minister first or, as the
Minister said so rightly here before, put the question to him last
week or even today, before he introduced the motion.  There-
fore, T can only say that his attitude here tonight is irresponsi-
ble, and it really would not matter at all it the fact that he has
produced this motion was not creating doubt and anxiety on
many young children who have had to g0 to that 11 plus; and, in
fact, the very reason why the test had to he taken under those
circumstances at that time, was to prevent that anxiety, which
we are all so keen to do away with once and for all, and which
we hope this year has been the last one. If this had been brought
about through any mishandling on the Minister’s side perhaps he
would have been entitled to be that cruel. Because sometimes
you can be cruel to be kind; but this time. [ am sorry to say, that
he has not even been cruel to be kind, This happened through
an accident over which the Minister had no control whatsover,
in fact, the Honourable Mr. Featherstone admits it. It was some-
thing that went wrong at the Post Office, not in Gibraltar, not
even in Gibraltar, away from Gibraltar. This was an
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accident that just could not be avoided as far as the Minister was
concermed. IHe had to act on advice. The advice was the best
expert advice available in Gibraltar; it was also connected with
the Headteachers concerned on this matter who, I think, are in
the best position to judge and tell. Taking all this into conside-
ration, and seeing that this was absolutely unanimous, not even
one dissenting voice of people who knew, obviously he had no
option. Even if he had thought differently but I know he did
not, but to accept the advice and accept responsibility for it. I
therefore think that it is very regrettable that the Honourable
Mr. Featherstone should have acted in this manner.

Hon. M. K. FEATHERSTONE:

Sir, we have had an awful lot of speeches tonight. We have
had the responsible and reasoned way of the Honourable Mr.
Devincenzi, and the Honourable Mr, Xiberras, rather vigorous.
We have had the Honourable Chief Minister. also rather vigo-
rous. [ feel, Sir, that this side of the House should be given cot-
ton-wool at times when these gentlemen raise their voices to all
this extent.

Of course, the Honourable Mr. Devincenzi said I was telling
lies in the House—this of course was not heard by the Honoura-
ble Mr. Xiberras. Now, Sir, there has been so much said that
one hardly knows where to begin. But supposing we begin with
this question that has been bandied around of comprehensive
education—going comprehensive.  May I crave the indulgence
to read again, Sir. This is from a very long speech of the Hon-
ourable Peter Isola, when he put forward this motion which was
passed by five votes to two in this House in July 1964. He said:
"I am not saying the comprehensive principle is wrong. 1 per-
sonally do not believe in it, but I am not saying it is wrong.”
Well, Sir, he got his motion through by five votes to two. The
two that voted against were definitely from this side of the
House, they did not vote against it purely because they were
against the motion as such, but because they wished for the elec-
torate to decide on the question. However, Sir, once it had gone
through and when they came back in the next House in a majo-
rity, they could easily, if they wished, have thrown out this mo-
tion, but they accepted it. Why did they not go comprehensive
straight away? It took them about two years to convince the
Honourable Mr. Isola that comprehensive was not such a bad
idea after all. Of course Mr. Isola is getting more easy to con-
vince as he gets a little older. Perhaps when he was young he
was more impetuous. In the last 6 months or in the last 8
months he has come from a right winger to a complete left win-
ger. He has been convinced very, very quickly, Sir. But that
is one of the reasons why comprehensive took so long. Now,
Sir, let us go to another small point, according to the Honoura-
ble Mr. Xiberras, which hardly I should have brought up at all,
this question of the Teachers’ Association ete. The Honourable
Peter Isola says, craving your indulgence, Sir: “I am a great
believer in consulting teaching opinion on any changes, because
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whether any changes can be made effective will depend princi-
pally on the teacher. The teacher is the most important unit in
any educational system. We in the Department value very
highly the advice given to us by the Teachers’ Associafion’
Well, those were the days of the Honourable Peter Isola as Min-
ister of Education.  Now what did the Teachers say, Sir? They
said, again with your indulgence: “The Commitfee feels that
the post of C.E.O. will never be truly effective unless the post is
upgraded. This can only be achieved by offering the appoint-
ment to a person of the highest calibre, both as regards qualifi-
cations and experience. For this, adequate remuneration must
be offered. A salary of £2,100 will never attract such a candi-
date. The least remuneration the Committee considers appro-
priate is £3,500.” Sir, it was thrown at me that this was my de-
sire to push over £3,500. I am merely reiterating what the Tea-
chers have suggested.  This suggestion from a body so highly
valued by the Honourable Mr. Isola, but apparently less valued
by the Honourable Mr. Devincenzi.  Of course, Sir, if we offer
£3,500 or £5,000 how do we know we are going to get the right
person?  We do not, but I can assure you of one thing, Sir, if you
offer £1,000 you are not going to get a very good chance, if you
offer £2,000 you have a better chance of getting somebody good.
If you offer £5,000 then you have a pretty good chance—you may
still get a failure, but you will not even get the top people as even
applying if you only offer £1 000. So that your chances of get-
ting a top man are removed completely. Ts it so new to have
these salaries? Surely we have had a gentleman here that came
for Tourism and for Town Planning.  Would it be so difficult,
Sir, to convince the O.D.M. that they should do the same for Edu-
cation, in this crucial time when we are going into something
completely new.  Sir, this question of a report that a Teacher
said: “Who is this Mr. Brown?" [ should not answer for that.
[ did not say: Who is this Mr. Brown? If the Honourable Peter
[sola is worried about this, let him take it up with the Teachers,
why should he take it up with me. T must of course thank him
for the generous advertising he gives for a certain newspaper
with which I have a certain interest. As long as he continues to
advertise us we shall be very grateful. Now, Sir, the Honoura-
ble Mr. Devincenzi says that I was not constructive at all, that my
aims were this, an eagerness for power. Oh no, Sir, he can sit
there as long as he wishes in the life of this Government. I want
them to ruin themselves—they are well on the way to it. But if
they were thrown out tomorrow they would come back and say
they did not have a chance. Let them have their chance. Gib-
raltar will be sick of them by the end of three or four years and
then they are finished. But, Sir unfortunately the Honourable
Devincenzi has left the room, he has not answered the questions
[ asked him. [ put specific questions to him and again he has
shirked the issue. He just will not answer. We hear of an ad-
ministrative mistake somewhere. Where—Murray House?

Hon. M. XIBERRAS:
Sir, if the [onourable speaker will yield for a moment, I
said “administrative accident’. which is even less than a mistake.
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And I said specifically, before he poses the next question, that it
was away from here.

Hon. M. K. FEATHERSTONE:

[ was saying what the Honourable Mr. Isola was referring
to. But if we take up even the Honourable M. Xiberras: and
administrative accident.  An accident in Murray House, that
Murray House should have sent an open paper instead of a clo-
sed one. This is astonishing. That such an important body in
Britain, that must know examinations from A to Z, should do a
thing like this, I can hardly believe it.  We still have no proof
of it. We only have the words of certain gentlemen on that side
that it was an administrative accident; but we do not know. If
one asks the Minister for Education he does not tell us—he lea-
ves the others to rescue him. I also asked, Sir, where did the
English and Arithmetic papers come from? Again we get no
answer, again no answer. They do not tell us. You see it is
easy to come here with all other stories about going comprehen-
sive; we should have done it in two years, we should have done it
in five etc. But they do not answer the specific point. The big-
gest point of all, Sir. Of course he must listen to the advice of
his administrative officers. But this was a political matter, Sir.
[t was political in so far that this House said no more English
and Arithmetic. They set that aside. They just pushed that
aside—that did not worry them. It was much more interesting
to a Headteacher, who I shall assume is not political, to solve
this problem, and the House can ge to damnation for all they are
concerned. And the Minister concurs with this.  Surely, Sir,
this was a political matter.  Surely there was something here
passed in this House by a clear majority. They do not listen to
that. They do not think of that. It worries them more what
are they going to do?  Are they going to postpone the exam.?
Are they going to hold it? One hears that the voting was una-
nimous, from that side of the House. I have heard the voting
was not unanimous. Not unanimous.

Now, Sir, I don’t know if the Honourable Devincenzi heard
Mr. Dick Reed on television. But the question was put on tele-
vision, and of this I am quite certain: What answer are you
going to give the parents who have asked for the examination to
be declared void? And he replied: “I am thinking about it. I
will consult with the Minister and then I will decide and tell
them.” And this, Sir, I am quite willing to challenge by getting
the tapes from the television and having them played back to the
Honourable Minister,

Now, Sir, we had, at long last, after all this need for a mo-
tion, some information of what is going on in the Education Dep-
artment.  They have done all sorts of things. I congratulate
them, Sir, wholeheartedly. But, Sir, what have they done? We
have had more so and so, more something else—this is excellent,
Sir. But it is more. It was already there in the previous
Government. Congratulate them, of course on doing more, but
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they did not start it. If you look, Sir, at the estimates: Holidays
for school-children—£2.000 was voted in 1969 Estimates. This
year—i4,000. an increase. Of course, excellent, Sir. But they
put it across as an innovation — that they are the first ones to
think it up. This is not true, Sir. This is not fair to the House.
If you take the whole of the estimates on education, Sir, the dif-
terence between 1969 and 1970 is negligible and attributable
mainly to the increase given by Mr. Marsh. If they are there-
fore following the pattern we have set, why are we going to say
they are making a mess of everything? Why are we going to
turn round and give new policies when they are following our
own. Of course we said little at Education time in the budget,
they were doing exactly what we would have done. They impro-
ved a little bit on one or two things. Very good, Sir. If they
had done something completely different then we might have
sald no, we disagree with that, or we disagree with the other.
But if you look at the figures, everything is identical, Sir. Then
why should we oppose something we are completely in favour of,
something built on our own pattern. Of course we are not going
to say anything about it, it was just accepted. This is excellent.
Of course we have given questions on Education, Sir.  But we
are not going to give a question on Education today on the 11
plus, when we have a substantive motion, to be given some ans-
wer that is hardly worthwhile. We want answers to something
solid. ~We do not even get them. A great thing about the do-
mestic science school. It is an improvement. But improve-
ments must come along.  You cannot take each and every im-
provement and hold it up as the guiding star that has suddenly
come out and is shining and has never shone before. If one
takes over the last 20 years, education has been steadily impro-
ving. It should continue to improve. We will support it, we
will commend every improvement. The adult classes—I do not
know which class the Honourable Mr. Devincenzi wishes me to
attend. He might do well to attend some himself, he could learn
longer words than four letters. Of course, now we have got the
school coming at Laguna. Congratulations, but who planned
it?  Was this planned two weeks ago, three weeks ago or even
six months ago? Or two or three years ago? The last Govern-
ment set the foundation for the Laguna School. The planning
was set in motion then. [f it starts to come to fruition now one
must not take the full credit for it. I should have thought the
responsible gentlemen on that side of the House were willing to
give some credit where it is due, but they want to give none, they
want everything for themselves. They are responsible, We
are irresponsible.  Everything we say is wrong, everything they
say and do is right.  The Honourable Devincenzi mentioned that
he is going to have an Ordinance very shortly now to deal with
the question of technical education and technical training. But,
Sir, he said, back on the 30th October: “The Government has al-
ready prepared draft legislation whereby all employers will be
required to provide proper training for all their apprentices.” In
October, Sir, this is April  and we are still told this is coming
shortly, very soon now; but they already had it ready in Octo-
ber—this is six months back.  And now we are promised it shor-
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tly. And then of course this side is always wrong. That side
is always working like demons. The nursery school—congra-
tulations to them, Sir, an excellent idea.  But then, Sir, if you
had suggested a nursery school for mothers in Gibraltar who
wished to go out to work in the Honourable Mr. Isola’s day, they
would not have wanted it.  Mothers did not want to go out to
work then: it was the Spanish situation that made this sudden
change. This came to a head in July. So there is nothing real-
ly wonderful, really thought provoking in bringing this.  And
this was already proposed anyway by the Honourable Mr. Isola,
at the very end of the last Government, but the Honourable Mr.
Devincenzi must get all the credit. There are so many pages,
Sir, you must bear with me a little bit.

Now, Sir, we understand that Mr. Brown — I have to jump
back just a little bit because there were so many Honourable Mi-
nisters speaking, and they kept jumping themselves—we heard
that Mr. Brown agrees with the Department’s decision on the 11
plus. This is quite correct perhaps, in so far as administration
goes, but was Mr. Brown told of the constitutional aspect? Was
he told that this was against the ruling in the House? Was he
given that? I would ask that at the next meeting we get a sta-
tement from Mr. Brown, who is so keen to give statements, say-
ing: “Yes, I was quite willing to say you were right in doing this
against the wishes of the House, in breaking the rules of the
House of the Constitution.”

HoN. M. XIBERRAS:
Sir, this was not the rules of the House in the accepted sen-
se, it was, as I understand it, a motion of the House.

Hon. M. K. FEATHERSTONE:
That is binding.

Hon. M. XIBERRAS:

I cannot see how binding that is. [t is something to bear in
mind that this House did make this sort of a ruling. Neither
was the intention there to plug the House at all. But even if the
Minister had acted contrary to that

Hon. M. K. FEATHERSTONE:

Sir, if the Honourable Peter Isola stands up to propose a
motion...... ...
MR. SPEAKER:

May I interrupt to ask if you are going to be long? Perhaps
we could have a short adjournment and then we will return
again.

Hon. M. K. FEATHERSTONE:

Sir, I think, where we left off, the Honourable Mr. Xiberras
was flippantly putting aside the motion that had heen passed in
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this House by 5 votes to 2. A motion, Sir, which fills very long
space in Hansard, Sir, something like 40 odd pages—it is about
20,000 words.  Now let-us he flippant for a change, Sir.  Let us
be flippant.  Let us just have a little one for the Honourable
Peter Isola.  Some people enjoy mathematics. Sir.  You have
got the mathematics of absurdities, as he said. He perhaps
kKnows very little about mathematics: but there are books writ-
ten on what is called ‘squaring the circle’ or ‘the theory of” a for-
mula for prime numbers’ now these are mathematical absurdi-
ties.  Then you also have the pure mathematical abstractions;
you have got Riemann’s Geometry, Sir, and Einstein’s abstract
mathematics; sometimes they have a little use in the world—it
is astonishing.  You also have, and perhaps this might appeal to
the Honourable Mr. Isola, various other things in the theory of
numbers and in the theory of probability. You know, you spin
a coin and it may be heads or tails—do it a million times and
see what happens. There are all sorts of things in mathematics,
Sir.  Some people enjoy mathematics. [ do, why shouldn’t I.
Who are they to say that I, must not? Apparently the Honoura-
ble Mr. Xiberras likes to play with statistics. From what [ hear
if there is anything that any Government member is doing, the
Honourable Mr. Xiberras, free and gratis, says: ‘Oh, do not wor-
ry. I will get you a graph from my statistician.” He enjoys his
statistics.  Others can do the same, Sir. Yes, statistics are very
practical, Honourable Mr. Caruana, you would be surprised how
one statistic will prove yes and the next one will prove no—and
they are both the same figures.  Statistics are rather a myth.
You would be surprised when some of your statistics get put to
the test, we will see how accurate and how vital your statistics
prove to be. Time will tell, there is plenty of time. We are in
no hurry.

We have had this question of the tragedy for Mr. Brown
cte.. that the Seminar has been cancelled. Teachers of course,
[ suppose, are not even allowed to think. They must just tollow
along blindly and do what they are told. They are not allowed
to have strong feelings. Of course, they could have strong feel-
lings in the past when the Honourable Mr. Xiberras was in the
Teachers’ Association, and Mr. Dick Reed was in it — they used
to be very strong with ‘the Honourable Peter Isola, giving him a
rather tough time. But of course now they are on the other
side.  Now everything’s got to be nice and smooth, and Tea-
chers must not really say very much. This Seminar on compre-
hensive who was going to take it? Men of experience? Surely
the Teachers if they want a Seminar want a really top man io
start them on the track. We come back to the same question
that the Teachers have said time after time, what about a top
man for a C.E.O, Now we were told by the Honourable Mr.
Devincenzi, we did not vote the money in the Estimates for this
£3,500 or what have you. But, Sir, if this person was seconded
from the O.D.M. under technical assistance, etc., we would only
pay the £2,100, the balance will come from O.D.M.  We (?(‘) not
have to vote £3.,500 or £20,500, we vote what we are willing 1o
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top man. We think you should get one for £4500. We are
willing to pay £2,100 and will you make up the balance?” They
have done it already. We had this in the question of Tourism.
[f they can do it there, they can do it again. But we do not
have to put in our estimates £3,500 or £4,000 or £5,000 or any-
thing. We vote what we can afford to and we ask for technical
assistance for the balance. It is a red herring to turn round and
bring out that because we did not say £3,500 we did not then
want a top man and we have suddenly changed our tune,

Now, Sir, we have had a very Churchillian statement from
the Honourable Chief Minister concerning his Minister of Edu-
cation. No other Minister could have done so much in so little
time against so many difficulties. Well, that means that he does
not think very much of the rest of his Ministers, surely. This,
of course, does not include the Honourable Peter Isola who un-
fortunately for reasons of his own 1s precluded from being a
Minister. And although [ am not a very great supporter of the
Honourable Peter Isola, although he is an assiduous reader of a
certain newspaper, I think that he would have done a jolly sight
more than the Honourable Minister that we have at the moment.
And, of course, the reason that he was put for Education is that
he loves children. Sir, this is not a reason for being a Minister
of Education: that you love children. This is a reason for run-
ning a kindergarten or a Sunday-school — not to be a Minister
of Education. We have youth leaders — brilliant men.  Baden
Powell, for example, who started the Boy Scouts. He probablv
loved youth, they did not make him a Minister of Kducation on
the strength of that. Love of children surely is not the neces-
sary qualification for being a Minister of Kducation.

Hon. CHiEP MINISTER:

[ did not say quite that. [ said that was one of the most
essential essences of a good Minister of Education. Perhaps the
Honourable Mr. Featherstone should be more accurate when he
is quoting other Ministers who have spoken here tonight.

Hoxn. M. K. FEATHERSTONE:

[ have quoted the Honourable Chief Minister on more than
one occasion. He does not rememebr what was said. I can tell
vou that. But when [ referred to the Hansard .

Hoxn. CHIEF MINISTER:
[ remember what [ said this fime.

Hoxn. M. K. FEATHERSTONE

But when I have referred to the Hansard afterwards. I have
been proved right.  In fact it he would like one T can give him
one where he has got £4m. plus £2m. plus 750 houses. : He got
all that.  He said that he did not say it, but it is down here that
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he did say it. And as an aside they have been in power eight
months, their £4m. is shrinking now. It used to be a million a
month, now it is only half a million a month.

Hox, CHIEF MINISTER:

Mr. Speaker, I suggest he should stick to the point. [ am
talking about this fact now.

Hon. M. K. FEATHERSTONE®

I am not interested, Sir, in what the Honourable Chief Min-
ister wants me to say, [ am interested in what I wish to say.
[ have had to put up with all their harangues, they can put up
with mine now, surely, Sir. Let them have a little of this
patience — this equanimity which they desire from everybody.
This is rather like Alice through the looking-glass, when one
talks about all these things of the Minister of Education.

HoxN. CHIEF MINISTER:

With all due respects, Mr. Speaker, this is not accurate. I said
today that the consultants, who will be building the comprehen-
sive schools, have already been appointed and we shall be mak-
ing a statement next week.

Hon. M. K. FEATHERSTONE:

Next week! Why not today, Sir? We were having the sta-
dium started on the 1st February — we were told this in all
solemnity . . .

HonN. CHIEF MINISTER:
They have been appointed, Mr. Speaker.

Hon. M. K. FEATHERSTONE:

The stadium was going to be started — they were going {o
start work on the stadium on the Ist February; now we are in
the middle of April. Everything is going to be done so quickly . . .

MR. SPEAKER:
[ would ask the Honourable Member to keep to the question

HoN. M. K. FEATHERSTONE:

Yes, Sir.  Now, Sir, we had the question from the Honour-
able Peter Isola, or the position from the Honourable
Peter Isola, about how the papers are marked. Well he
does not know how they are marked — this is something Murray
House apparently knows.  But he does say, and he is quite
right, that certain numbers are creamed-off, and of course
know nothing about how this is done, he is the expert and T bow
to him. But, Sir, I am given to understand that when these
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results come through and we come back to this terrible matter
of statistics, if you took a very long column, vou have 3 or &
or 5 very brilliant ones up the top, completely clear. Then you
get a pretty good bulk, and you get a lot right down the bottom.
Well the bottom ones, Sir, regrettably, are not grammar school
types. There is no hope for the bottom ones, but the middle
bulk, sometimes by one or two marks are separate from cach
other, on a total number of marks of several hundreds. So you
do not just cream-off, and I think ‘the Honourable Peter {sola
said that it is rather difficult at times to do this. What about
some of those that are just not creamed-off — just below the
level they have got to make?  The level apparently is the num-
ber of spaces they have got in the Grammar School; but of
course sometimes they can take 60 into the Grammar School
and other times they only take 30.  This year, I understand,
they are only taking 30. What about the person who is 31st or
39nd? Perhaps, had he had the correct papers, he might have
been just that little bit higher. So this creaming-off as such is
not quite so simple as it would appear. Obviously, vour top ones
are the absolute passes — they will pass anyway. These are the
brilliant ones; these are the ones that in slang language are
known as the “egg-heads.” These are brilliant. There is no
doubt about these people. But there are many others who are
in the intermediate stage. These are the ones that we have
got to worry about. These are the big group that should be
given the second chance — if the parents so wish. Take off
your very top lot, your 5 or 10 or 12, and let the middle block
sit the exam again. Your bottom lot, of couise you cannot. But
it is no good just saying that there is no pass mark. Of course
there is a type of pass mark and the Honourable Mr. Isola knows
that very well, it is no good trying to blind us to this issue. But
on this question of how papers are marked. Again I said in my
speech, this letter that was sent to Murray House, why was it
not made public? Again we get no reply from the Honourable
Mir. Devincenzi. He does not seem o be interested in the sub-
stantive matters. He brings in all the different red herrings
about are we giving a bit more to schools for holidays for
school-children ete. But we know all that. What we want are
things we do not know. But he will not tell us.

Finally, Sir, the Honourable Mr. Isola has given us a gim-
mick. He has used the gimmick of twisting round an amend-
ment for a double advantage. Not because he really wants to
praise the Minister etc., he wants to have the last word. We
know that, we are not exactly as dumb as they think. He wants
to be the last speaker, so he proposes an amendment, Sir. This
gives him the right to be the last one to stand up and speak.
We know on this side, and we knew before we put this motion,
it was going to fail. They have got a majority over there. We
must fail. They all stick together. They are all birds of a fea-
ther — they are all in the same mire. They have to help each
other out. (Laughter). Of course we get it thrown at us, in
the last legislature, that people did not speak very much. Well,



Thursday, 9th April, 1970, 449

there are some on that side that have not said very much. You
cannot always have people that are good speakers. [ believe
there is one person on that side that does not speak very much,
but works very well behind the scenes. But what we do expect
is that when something is going on of importance we should
have a statement here. And with this critical situation, as this
11-plus was, I would have thought that the Minister would have
come here with a prepared statement why this 11-plus situation
was as it was. We did not get it. I would have thought that if
he had told Headteachers: “This is the last 11-plus”, he would
have ‘told this House. We did not get it. As I say, Sir, we get
nothing.

To assist the Honourable Mr. Isola I would propose an
amendment to his amendment. The amendment, Sir, is that
the amendment of the Honourable Peter Isola be further amen-
ded by placing the words “with regret” after the word “appro-
ves”, and the word ‘“reluctantly” be placed after the word
“commends”’, in the Honourable Mr. Isola’s amendment.

MR. SPEAKER:

I now propose the question which is that the amendment
proposed by the Honourable P. J. Isola be further amended by
placing the words “with regret” after the word “approves”, and
the word “reluctantly” after the word “commends”.

MR. SPEAKER:

[ now put the question in the terms of the amendment pro-
posed by the Honourable Mr. Featherstone.

Before I take a vote on this amendment to the amendment,
I have to refer the Assembly to Section 44 of the Gibraltar
Constitution Order 1969, which reads as follows: “All questions
proposed for decision in the Assembly shall be determined by a
majority of the votes of the members present and voting: Pro-
vided that the ex-officio members of the Assembly shall not vote
on any motion that, in the opinion of the Speaker or other per-
son presiding in the Assembly, is a motion of confidence or of
no-confidence in the Council of Ministers or in any individual
Minister.”

[t is my opinion that the amendment to the amendment
amounts to a vote of no-confidence on an individual Minister
and therefore I rule that the ex-officio members, i.e. the Honou-
rable the Financial and Development Secretary and the Honou-
rable the Attorney-General are precluded from voting on the
amendment to the proposed amendment.

The following Honourable Members voted in favour of
the amendment to the amendment:
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The Hon. I. Abecasis

The Hon. E. J. Alvarez

The M. K. Featherstone

The Hon. Sir Joshua Hassan
The Hon. Lt. Col. J. L. Hoare
The Hon. A. P. Montegriffo
The Hon. A. W. Serfaty

The following Honourable Members voted against:

The Hon. Miss C. Anes

The Hon. J. Caruana

The Hon. L. Devincenzi

The Hon. Major A. J. Gache
The Hon. P. J. Isola

The Hon. W. M. Isola

The Hon, Major R. J. Peliza
The Hon. M. Xiberras

The motion was accordingly defeated.

MR. SPEAKER:
I now have to put . . .

Hon. L. DEVINCENZI:
I would like to say something, Sir.

MR. SPEAKER:
On a point of order?

Hon. L. DEVINCENZI:

No, Sir. On a point of clarification. 1In fact there are two
points on clarification, Sir.

How. P. J. IsoLa:

On a point of order, Mr. Speaker, the amendment to the
amendment having been defeated, the question now before the

House is my amendment, and discussion can now continue on
it.

MR. SPEAKER:

- Anyone who has spoken to your amendment is precluded
from speaking again. Mr. Devincenzi has not spoken therefore
he can speak.

Hon. L. DEVINCENZI:

Sir, I would like to clear a few things. First of all it is
that even if the Hon. Mr. Featherstone did hear correctly, and
to quote him: “The Hon. Mr Reed”, what he did say on



Thursday, 9th April, 1970, 451

telfevision obviously was a mistake, this can happen. [ am sure
it was unintentional. Now, Sir, I did not say that holidays star-
ted with this Government, as the Hon. Mr. Feathersione had
said; but I did say that we have increased the amounts by about
9 or 10 thousand. Again I did not say they should have voted
£3,500 for the Chief Education Officer. 1 said that they agreed
with the £2. 100 that were being offered. And on this point [
would like to mention that he cannot compare the post of the
Chief Education Officer with that of the Director of Tourism, vis
a viz O.D.M. in the sense that the Director of Tourism was ap-
pointed under technical assistance, and in fact ODM paid the
full £4,000. It is not the normal practice of O.D.M. to supple-
ment existing posts in the establishment. Therefore you could
not in fact ask ODM for supplementation on an established post.
Of course, I am not surprised at his ignorance. He did say
something, and he was very right, he said: “Everything we say
is wrong”, and he is right. Again on the question of the Laguna
School he said that the previous Government meant to do this.

Hon. M. K. FEATHERSTONE:

Sir, if the Honourable Member will give way, I said that the
plans were prepared by the previous Government, two years
ago they were thinking of it, Sir .

Hon. L. DEVINCENZI:
Yes, very true. They were thinking for a very long time.

HoN. M. K. FEATHERSTONE:

Thinking and planning and getting ready, Sir.  He must
quote what I say correctly or not quote it at all Sir.

Hon, L. DEVINCENZL:

[ would like to suggest to the Hon. Mr. Featherstone that
one thing is to plan and one thing is to do the thing. There is a
big gap between one and the other.  The Stadium, I did say
here, after consultation with Major Hartley, that they did think
that they would be able to start on the Ist of February. And
we accepted that. Everybody knows, and we are very E;ratefui
for the help they are giving us. Unfortunately. due to circum-
stances, they were unable to start in February, and I think again
Major Hartley went on television and explained what the ﬁosb
tion was. Again it was good of him to go — better than a Min-
ister who would appear to be politically interested in the sub-
ject — and he expained exactly what was the position. Are we
going now to force the Royal Engineers what to do. They have
given us now an assurance of when they propose to do it. I
think this is satisfactory. It would be very difficult to find the
labour for that, however much we want it.  Again this is going
to be quite a very large saving — even up to £30,000. [ think
it is worth waiting a little bit, no matter how much T would like
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to see it. Personally, for me it would be a very good thing —
politically too. Again on the question of the Industrial Train-
ing Ordinance, this was in fact ready and we could have brought
it for this session, but there were some difficulties and we were
advised by a very highly placed gentleman in O.D.M. to make
some amendments to it. Naturally we thought he was right and
it has been left in abeyance.

Hon. M. K. FEATHERSTONE:
It was not ready.

Hox. L.. DEVINCENZI:

It was ready. On the question of the nurseries once again,
as with the Laguna School, it is one thing to plan and talk about
it and another thing is to implement it. I would like to say
something about the question mentioned by the Honourable Mr.
Featherstone about not having brought this question of the 11-
plus to the House with an explanation. May I remind him this
is the first session after the 11-plus. Of course, he says so much
that he really does not know what he is talking about now.

Finally, I would like to clarify something which I said be-
fore about the gentleman who I said had proposed the motion
on the boycott for the Seminar. It appears now that this gen-
tleman did not propose the motion; there was some discussion
and from the floor the suggestion came that it perhaps should
be boycotted.  This gentleman was asked whether he would
raise this motion, which he did, and having done so he was
asked to put it forward. He did put it forward, of course, and
when somebody mentioned that that was political, he withdrew
it. Therefore, I would like to make that point clear, I think it
is only fair that this gentleman should know that I have cleared
this on his behalf. Thank you very much, Sir.

Excuse me, just one other thing which I think is important
for the Hon. Mr. Featherstone. He wanted me, Sir, to clear one
thing on the papers, and I will clear it for him. [ have here
now, the sequence of the events clearly and for his information
they are as follows: Closed papers were ordered in December
1969 from Murray House and included two verbal reasoning
tests, one non-verbal, one mathematics and one English. We
were informed by the Crown Agents that there was only one
verbal reasoning test available. When the papers were opened
we discovered that the non-verbal reasoning test was in fact for
the 7-plus. This is where the Hon. Mr. Featherstone comes in.

Hoxn. M. K. FEATHERSTONE:

Sir, on a point of clarification. [ think the Honourable Mr.,
Isola will know ‘that I taught the sixth form of the grammar
school, T think I could pass the 11-plus and even the seven plus.
Could the Honourable Mr. Devincenzi?
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Hon, [, DEVINCENZI:

Sir, then again the Crown Agents informed us that there
were no more non-verbal reasoning tests available, when we
ordered another lot. Finally, and again for his informaton, the
last lot which came here were not from Murray House, because
they were reported to have no more verbal or non-verbal rea-
coning tests available. This came from NFER. Does he know
what it is? I will say it for his information: “The National
Foundation on Educational Research”. Again they were oraered
as closed papers and this was the lot that went to Malta. NFER
informed us, in fact we phoned them and they said that they
could provide the test in fact which when they were opened at
5.30 on the evening previous to the exams, it was found that a
school already had a copy. For his information, it is in fact
possible, even for closed papers to be available and to have been
used in fact by other authorities. This is the position; and this
is factual. Thank vou.

MR. SPEAKER:
Mr. Isola, as the mover of the question before the House,
do you wish to reply?

HonN. P. J. [soLa:

Very shortly, as I am sure all Honourable Members will
now wish to see the debate concluded. But I do not think I can
just sit down having said that after the rather lengthy, and if [
may say, entertaining address given to the House by the Hon.
Mr. Featherstone, who treated us to another set of statistics,
including the pages of the debate in July 1964 — the aumber
of pages of Hansard that it covered. I noticed, however, he was
careful not to do a break-up in this case, otherwise he would
have found himself having to attribute to me something like
90 of everything that was said. I can well understand the
Hon. Member’s reluctance to do this. I do not think it is neces-
sary really for me to deal in much detail with what the Hon-
ourable Mr. Featherstone said. I think three quarters of his
address was really a defence of the AACR, as if there was a mo-
tion of censure on them and not directed to the amendment
which was a motion, an amendment of commendation to the
Minister. I know it is necessary for the party opposite to
defend its policy on education and, if I may say so. It’s history,
in education, politically and electorally, is not really a very hap-
py one. If I may go to the debate on the 21st July 1964, and I
will not attempt to speak in any detail on it, except to say that
the Honourable Mr. Featherstone is an expert at picking things
out of context. [ find that in his enjoyable newspaper it hap-
pens very often.  Things are picked out of context, and of
course he chooses to pick what suits him. He does not say why
it was that T thought that comprehensive education was not on
in 1964. If he read my speech carefully he would have seen
that it was (a) the lack of qualified teachers, and (b) the lack
of buildings. And if he would have read my speech carefully . . .
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Hon. M. K. FEATHERSTONE:

Sir, on a point of order. I simply read the little bit that
said: “'I am not saying comprehensive principle is wrong, I am
saying I personally do not believe in it.”  He then went on 1o
say why it could not be put in Gibraltar immediately ete., he
said a specific statement and there is no taking out of context,
that he did not believe in it.

“on. P. J. [soLa:

I accept that, of course. I did not at the time believe that
in the circumstances of Gibraltar and with the staff available (o
Gibraltar it was the right thing. In fact, if you read part of my
speech the idea of comprehensive education then had not been
tried out by the majority of education authorities in the United
Kingdom. Now, the AACR never convinced me, if I may say
so, because the AACR policies on education had been tailored
for election time, and 'then conveniently shelved. And, if T may
say so, and if the Hon. Member will allow me to continue, [ wil’
show him this. As I said before, the statement on the 11-plus
selection test was a reasoned one made by me and it drew
on authority from all sorts of sources. [ am not going to jus-
tify that now. The point I want to get is that this policy was
put forward in the House after consultation, it is true, with the
Board of Education, the Teachers’ Association, the professional
Heads of the Department and a lot of other people. And it was
put forward at that time because the consultations had only fin-
ished something like April that year, and in the Gibraltar Gov-
ernment, in the Council of Members, in the Executive Branch
of the Government, there had been a deadlock. Because there
was a deadlock on it, it was necessary to go on a motion to the
House to see whether the majority support favoured one side or
the other. But, the decision for the alterations to the proposals,
or for the alteration to the 11-plus test, the decision inevitably
was and had to be an executive one; in fact the decision was that
of a Minister, and that is the constitutional position. In fact [
said in my speech in reply to the Hon. and Learned Sir Joshua
Hassan at that time, [ said that a new Minister could change it
if he wished after the Elections. This was the opinion of the
present people concerned with Education. So for the Hon. Mr.
Featherstone to accuse the Minister of Education of having been
in breach of it, and having breached the constitutional usage of
the House, is so much sheer nonsense. It is within the province
of the Minister, it is not necessary to come to the House, other-
wise we would have to have a meeting, I should imagine, every
week to confirm the decisions taken by Council of Ministers and
Gibraltar Council, in the House. It is absolute nonsense to say
that, and I am sure the Honourable Members opposite must
realise that. The responsibility for policy in a department, the
executive responsibility, lies with the Minister, and it is he who
decides policy in his department and not the House of Assem-
bly. Therefore, it was perfectly open for the Minister of Edu-
cation, provided he felt he had the confidence of his fellow
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Ministers and of a majority of them, or provided he felt he had
the confidence of a majority of his Ministers, if it should be put
In issue, it was solely his responsibility to determine what sort
of test should be put to the children in the I1-plus selection test.
He was not bound by ‘this decision of the House. In fact, I think
it was made clear in one of the statements issued from the
Department that advice had been taken and the advice of the
Attorney-General was that there had been no infringement of
the Constitutional principle.  And, of course, it is perfectly
clear that that is the case. There has not been a change of
policy by the Minister. If the 11-plus test has to be held next
year again, it will not be the same as this year, it will be in
accordance with the normal practice. What happened was that
the decision had to be made at that time, and he made it
after taking the best professional advice open to him. That
is the fact on which we must judge it. In my view having made
the decision on the best professional advice available to him,
in my view he did the right thing in making that decision, and
in fact the decision that he made was perfectly correct in the
circumstances as he found ithem.

On this question of the marking, I know the Honourable Mr.
Featherstone has taught in ‘the sixth form and this puts me in
great difficulty, because obviously he is a highly qualified man,
in mathematics, if I may add. But I do nof know whether he
has ever seen the 11-plus marks as [ have done for about 10
years. [ can assure him from my experience of them that the
picture ‘that he paints is a totally false and incorrect one. There
are not 15 people suddenly finding themselves clear at the
top — this is not the case. Nor is there a big number of peo-
ple, the borderline cases are what I would call, in most cases,
the borderline cases, having regard to the numbers that are ad-
mitted to the grammar schools, the borderline cases are not
really in fact grammar school types at all. [ repeat, supposing
we were to do what Mr. Featherstone, or the Minister was to do
what the Honourable Mr. Featherstone has suggested, and that
is put in the ones that have passed, put in the ones that are
definitely grammar school standards, and then test the rest
again, I think he would find that the Minister would have to put
in at least 45 and the other 15 are the rest of the 25% that nor-
mally get in.  The other 15, if they have in fact attained what
we know to be grammar school standard marks, or the normally
acceptable mark on average for the grammar school, why should
they be tested again? Why should they not go in? And this is
the fact — this is what happens.  The grammar school entry
is a two form entry school so it may be 60, maybe 59 or 58.
But, if we apply the Honourable Mr. Featherstone’s principles
in practice, what will happen is that if you admit 45 and leave
15 out, those 15 that you have left out have in fact attained the
marking required or the rating, this happens every year. There
is so much confusion I think on the 11-plus test. The failing of
the 11-plus, I ‘think, is not acceptable to parents, teachers and
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children, and that is why it has to go. But it does its work rea-
sonably well. You see this year after year.

Therefore, to make this suggestion of having a second test
is really, in educational terms, as I understand it, as I have found
from my experience, so much nonsense, because it is impractical
and it is not related to the facts as they exist and as they repeat
themselves year after year.

The question of the appointment of the Chief Education
Officer, I have not said in the course of my address, I have said
in fact, and if the Honourable Mr. Featherstone quoted from my
speech in 1964, and I have no reason to change that, I think the
advice of the Gibraltar Teachers’ Association is invaluable on
matters of policy and I have said so in the course of my speech.
I am sure the Minister also accepts it. But it does not mean
that you have to follow every word that has been given to you,
every advice that has been given to you. In the case of the
Chief Education Officer, you cannot say we must have him ap-
pointed today, we just have not got him. If a child says I must
have an apple and there are no apples in town you cannot give it
to him, it is as simple as that. The process of selection by the
Ministry of Overseas Development takes time. The Hon. Mr.
Serfaty, I am sure, will recollect the number of months it took
to get a Director of Tourism appointed by the Ministry of Over-
seas Development. How long did the change-over between Mr.
Campbell and Mr. Harrington take? How long did the change-
over between Mr. Rowell before and Mr. Campbell take? I think
if you look at the history of all these appointments you will find
it was some considerable time. In fact, I see here that between
Mr. Campbell and Mr. Harrington it was four months and two
weeks. And so far we have only gone 3 months and 3 weeks,
[ am told. So you see .

Hon. M. K. FEATHERSTONE:
Statistics!

Hon. P. J. IsoLa:

You see, statistics.  Everybody talks about statistics, but
no-one seems to talk about vital statistics—which I am sure are
of more abiding interest for most of the Honourable Members in
this House. These are facts Gentlemen, so what are we left with,
with this motion of censure? What are we left with? All we
are left with really is with the fact that everybody agrees that a
Chief Education Officer should be appointed, who is worthy of
the post.  We all agree on that. Everybody must agree that the
Gibraltar Government has done everything possible to ensure
that such a Chief Education Officer is selected. On the 11 plus
it must be clear that the procedure that has been followed in the
circumstances was fully justified and educationally sound. So
what are we censuring? We cannot censure anything, especial-
ly after the Honourable Mr, Featherstone kept saying he congra-



fulated the Government on all their policies in education — in
everything except in the 11 plus and the Chief Education Officer
So I think the net izﬁ%«; of this debate, the explanations have
been given satis y by the Minister with regard to the Chief
on Officen e ;i gsi s %’@;é the izﬁi result is that we
rree on the i ; E !mf}’ fo ffmef* b the Gov
ment. W zfﬁ?sfﬁ’f i;’ or ms?
“ézzi«z zzz‘deum{ ; t
policies being followed i,& ?z: Gov {amv Ci are %he iig}i
ones, lheztﬁe}ié the amendment that [ have suggested to the
motion is one that I am sure shoul d command the mppmt of all
the Members of the House,  Let us not be niggardly and suggest
amendments “with reluctance” and ‘with regret’, Vvhv regret’?
Regret that you have to approve? Why ‘z'ggh,marzca, once you
commend why commend with reluctance? Why not be honest
about 11?7 Why not say ..

Hox. Siz Josiiva HASSAN

Mr. Sg;e‘ziu,l that motion has been defeated, and he is spea-
kKing to his motion, not even to the vote of censure motion.

tHHon, P, J IsoLa-

[ am :;p@dklﬁ‘f to the amendment Mr. Speaker. What [ am
saying is that the amendments that were put by the Honourable
Member gave sneaking agreement to this amendment. What I
am sngwe‘ztmw is why not e honest about it and say: “Mr, Min-
ister you have satisfied us on the two issues on which we have
been censuring you and therefore we will agree with the amend-
ments; and as we approve of the general educational policy of
the Government we have pleasure in voting for them.” Let us
see whether the Opposition show that they are a constructive
f’)ppogitiom and agree with the motion, in view of the fact that
they have agreed “with all the policies g}ut forward by the Minis-
ver for Education. T thank you. Sir.

Mr. SPEAKER:

I now put the question which is that the amendment propo-
sed the Honourable P.J. Isola: that the motion be amended
by ?ne deletion {)i the word “deplores” in the first line thereof,
and by the substitution therefor (}f the word “approves”; and by
the deletion of the word “censures’ m tzm third line thereof and
the substitution therefor of the word “‘commends™ be made.

Again, before [ put this motion to the vote, I have to make
the same observations. In this case it is my opinion that this is
a voie of confidence on one of the Ministers and therefore the ex.
ieio members are precluded from voting.

1

The following Honourable Members voted in favour of the
amendment:
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The Hon.

The Hon,

L. Devincenzi
Major A. J. Gache

The Hon. P. J. Isola

The Hon. W. M. Isola

The Hon. Major R. J. Peliza
The Hon. M. Xiberras.

The following Honourable Members voted against:

The Hon. I. Abecasis

The Hon. E. J. Alvarez

The Hon. M. K. Featherstone
The Hon. Sir Joshua Hassan
The Hon. Lt, Col. J. L., Hoare
The Hon., A, P. Montegriffo
The Hon. A. W, Serfaty.

The motion on the amendment to the original motion was
accordingly carried.

HoNn., CHIEF MINISTER:

Sir, before moving the adjournment of the House I wish to
express and record the great regret of this House at the passing
away of Bishop Eley. Our deepest sympathy goes to Mrs. Eley
and the Dean and the Anglican Community of Gibraltar. I think
I can say that all of us in Gibraltar, of all denominations, are
greatly saddened by this loss.

Hon. Sir Josyuua HAsSsAN:

Mr. Speaker, I would like to associate myself with the Chief
Minister’s remarks. I had known Bishop Eley since he took
office, and in fact attended his consecration. T think he was ful-
ly aware of the predicament of Gibraltar and occasionally wrote
about his concern about it.  We must all be very sad about his
death, and [ entirely. agree that the Bishop’s wife should be ap-
praised of the feelings of this House.

Mgr. SPRAKER:

I fully associate myself with the words of the Government
and of the Opposition.

Hon. Magor A, J. Gacus:

Mr. Speakf‘ I am not quite cltear. Again [ would like some
clarifcation. [ dﬂ not beheve that the motion has actually been
put. I think what we did take was the amendment to the mo-
tion, with respect. I hope I am wrong. . . .

With Z‘G’sté(*f Honourable Minister. the amendment has been
@;iz‘r;aﬂf{% and therefore that defeats the original motion. In other
words the motion as amended has been i‘fﬂtied)
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Hon., Magor AL Gacue:

[ did not hear the motion as amended,

Then the Government would have helped us to pass the mo-
tton of censure, if he had known what was happening.

Hox. CHiEr MINISTER

Sir, I have the honour to meve that this House do now
adjourn sine die.

The House then adjourned sine die.

The adjournment was taken at 11.30 p.m.



